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VOLUME I I  

I .  INTRODu:TION 

Gar r ison-Spokane EIS 
Hg1702E: 02-05-83 

Th is volume of the Gar r ison-Spokane EVIronmental Impact Statement (EIS ) 
contains responses to all corrunents maae on the Draft EIS (DEIS ) , summar ies of 
transcr ipts taken at all DEIS public review meeting s ,  and complete repr ints ot 
all wr itten corrunents submitted on the DEIS . It is organIzed so that reaaers 
will be able to f ind their subJect ( s )  of interest without difficulty .  In 
order to distinguish easily between references to this Volume (I I )  ana Volume 
I ,  major headings in this Volume are callea PARI'S ; maJor heaaing s in Volume I 
are called CHAPTERS .  
How to Find What You Hant 

TO make your research easy , we have div ided the comments and responses into 
thr ee categorie s .  The f Irst category , SUBJECTS OF CONTROVERSY,  is covered in 
Part I I  and includes major issues raised by the public dur ing scoping . Here 
the reader will f ind discussions on such subjects as the need for the line or 
the biological and electr ical effects of the line or legal issues pertaining 
to the line . 

The second category (Part I I I )  is called RESOURCE CONCERNS , and covers all tne 
resources which could be affected by the transmission facilities . Comments 
and r esponses on such resources as agr Iculture , torestry , recreation , 
vegetation ,  and so on are individually grouped for the convenience of the 
reader with a particular interest . 

Part IV i s  designed for the reader most concerned about a par ticular place in 
the stUdY area.  GEOGRAPHIC AREAS OF CONCERN identit ies communities and places 
which repeatedly emerged in the comment analysis as subjects of concern to 
people . Communities such as Lolo and St . Regi s ,  as well as places such as 
Rock Cr eek and the Clark Fork River , are identif ied here . If a reader is 
interested both in a place (such as Drummond) and a resource (such as 
agr iculture) , he or she may wish t ir st to read the swnmary of concerns 
expressed by the public about the Drummond area ( in Part IV) , ana then to turn 
to other comments and responses in Part I I I ,  wttich woula deal with more 
general agricultural concerns . Topics are frequently cross -referenced , where 
the study team felt that readers '  interests might carry them beyond a sing le 
response .  

Under each heading in Parts I I  - IV you will f ina a summary of the concerns 
for that topic , followed by actual comments and responses .  This g ives the 
reviewer the choice ot reading an overview ot the contents WIthOUt haVIng to 
read each individual comment .  

'Finally , Part V contains a lengthy summary o t  all the public meetings tlela to 
receive comments on the DEIS . Part VI contains complete reprints of every 
letter received dur ing DEIS review. For th� greatest ease in f inding 
individual topics of interest , please consult the Table of COntents in thi s  
Volume . 
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Garrison-Spokane EIS 
��g1702E: 02-05-83 

How the Corrnnents \Jere Collected 

\/hen a draft environmental impact statement is completed and printed, it is 
circulated to interested members of the public and to governmental agencies. 
Readers are urged to review the aocument and the findings and to comment on 
both, either by letter or at public meetings. 

For the Garrison-Spokane proJect, copies of the EIS and accompanying 
appenoices, as well as copies of the Surrnnary of the EIS, were distributed in 
March 1982. The 10-week comment period ran from 11arcfl 16, 1982, to Hay 28, 
1982. During this time, 14 open houses and 14 public meetings were held in 
corrnnunities throughout the study area to answer people's questions and to 
allow any concerned individual or agency to enter comments officially into the 
record. A record was kept by an oft icial court recorder at each meeting, and 
transcripts were prepared for analysis by an interagency study team. (For 
more detail on these meeting s, see Part V ,  I-1EE'IINGS SUflHARY, in thIS Volume.) 

Comments in the form of letters or petitions were also received at these 
meetings and at the BFA 'I'ransmission Coordination Oftice in !-lissoula, as well 
as by various individuals at Bonneville headquarters in Portland, Oregon. 
Each written comment was logged and coded for reaaing and analysis by the 
interagency study team. 

How Comments \�ere Identiflea 

Deciding what is a comment is a difticult Job, particularly when reading oral 
presentations given spontaneously. Accordingly, the study team defined 
comments as broadly as possIble, in order to ensure that everyone who had 
something to say was heard: 

"A comment is an observation or an expression of opInIon which possesses a 
clear subJect and which suggests, assigns a value, makes a judgment, 
identifies a concern, or corrects an error. " 

A comment, once identified, could then be coded to indicate the following 
information: whether it was from a letter or transcript; place of origin; 
whether the speaker represented himself, a company, a government agency, an 
interest group, or the public as a legislator; who made the comment; the area 
of concern; subject of concern; comment on a particular electrical 
plan-of-service; and, finally, a unique number for each comment. 

A second concern was to make sure that the process of identifying corrnnents and 
deciding what category they fell into was both fair and consistent. Eight 
analysts were responsible for reading and identifying comments. Every letter 
and transcipt went through the same process: 

-Two analysts ("controls") were designated to assure consistency among the 
eight specialists identifying and cOding comments. 

-Every letter and transcipt was assigned to a pair of specialists, 
including one "control." Each analyst read the document independently, 
identified corrnnents, and coded them for the categories mentioned above. 

1-2 



Garrison-Spokane EIS 
\�1702E: 02-05-83 

-The pair met to discuss each individual comment and to decide on a final 
coding. 

-Each comment was entered into a master tile for later analysis. 

How the Comments ��ere Analyzed and Answered 

After all comments had been identified, they were sorted by subject and 
assigned to specialists within BPA, the US Forest Service, the Bureau of Land 
Management, and to other interagency team consultants for review and 
analysis. Each specialist sorted comments into groups ana, where many 
comments were close to identical, wrote "summary" comments to eliminate 
repetitious answers in this Comment/Response Volume. Highly inaividual 
comments were retained verbatim from the transcripts or letters. Each comment 
then received a response. 

Responses to comments vary according to the nature of the comment as stated in 
CEQ Regulation 40 CFR 1503.4: 

"An agency preparing a final environmental impact statement shall assess and 
consider comments both individually and collectively, and shall respond by one 
or more of the means listed below, statirB its response in the final 
statement. Possible responses are to: 

(1) Modify alternatives including the proposed action. 

(2) Develop and evaluate alternatives not previously given serious 
consideration by the agency. 

(3) Supplement, improve, or modify its analyses. 

( 4) �ake factual correctlons. 

(5) Explain why the comments do not warrant further agency response, 
citing the sources, authorities, or reasons which support the agency's 
position and, if appropriate, inaicate those circumstances which would 
trigger agency reappraisal or further response." 

After responding to all of tile comments that coula be described by categories 
1-5 above, several types of comments remained. In general, these cOffiQents 
were simple statements that expressed an oplnion but did not state reasons or 
did not give enough detail to proviae material to respond to. For example, 
responses were not provided for comments such as: 

liThe draft EIS is in violation of the National Environmental Policy Act." 

However, it was possible to respond to similar comments that provided more 
detail: 

"'fue draft EIS is in violation of NEPA because it segments the proJect at 
Garrison." 
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Garrison-Spokane EIS 
Vlg1702E: 02-05-83 

After the responses were collectea by the study team, further checking for 
accuracy was done, and aaditional material aaded where cross-referencing was 
necessary. The three categories ot comments were developed (SUBJEC'IS OF 
CONTROVhRSY ; RESOUOCE CONCERNS; and GECGRAPHIC AREAS OF COOCERN) and 
comment/response pairs re-sorted to their proper places withln the 
categories. \Jhere "no response" comments were received, they were notea ana 
characterized under each .subJect heaalng. Final notes were maae where changes 
in the DEIS itself would be required. 'l.'he entire Comment/Response Volume then 
underwent an interagency review before it reached final form. 

d1aracterizing the Corrunents 

During the corrunent perioa (!-larch 16 to Nay 28, 1982), 4, 17b comments were 
iaentified in about 275 letters to BPA's offices in Missoula ana Portlana and 
at 14 public meetings t1eld throughout the proJect area in Apr il and May, 
1982. Approxlffiately 3, 000 comments, or about 70 percent of the total, were 
transmitted in the torm of letters. About 1, 2GO corrunents, or 30 percent of 
the total, were delivered orally at public meetings. These comments were tnen 
extracted from the publlc meeting transcrlpts w11ich were prepared tor each 
meeting. 

Hho Spoke: As shown in flgure 1*, about 2, 700 comments, or 66 percent of the 
total, were receivea from private citizens. Another 1, 000 comments, or about 
23 percent of the total, originated from interest �roups. Le�lslative 
government representatives contributed about 250 corrunents, or 6 percent of the 
total, and representatives ot industry rnaae about 100 corrunents, or 3 percent 
of the total. The remaining 80 comments, or 2 percent of the total, came from 
executive government agenCles. 

Origin of Comments: Figure 2 presents the place ot origin by county for all 
of the 4, 176 comments. As shown, about 2,000 comments, or 47 percent of the 
total, originated from rlissoula County. Another 800 comments, or 20 percent 
of the total, originated from Mineral County. About 460 comments, or 
11 percent of the total, originated from Granite County resiaents. \Jhen an 
additional 170 comments, or 4 percent of the total, from other Montana 
counties (including Sanders, Powell, Lake, and Lewis and Clark) are aaded to 
the above totals, Montana counties accounted for about 82 percent of all 
comments. Iaaho counties (primarily ShOShone and Kootenai) accounted for 
another 1 percent of all comments and Spokane County in �Jashington accounted 
for 1 percent. And finally, about 600 comments, or 15 percent of the total, 
originated from \�ashington, D.C. 

Subjects ot Controversy: As shown in figure 3, about 375 comments aadressed 
the issues of biological/electrical, radio/TV, and noise effects. About 360 
comments posea questions or made statements about the cost of the line ana 
another 170 comments addressed the need for the line or the power. 
Approximately 290 comments were made on the process ana methoaology usea to 
site the line, rank alternatives, ana prepare the DEIS. Another 140 comments 
made statements about the adequacy of the DEIS. As shown, slightly over 100 

*Note that each figure in the intrOduction presents different illustrative 
breakdowns of the same set of comments. 
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FIGURE 1 
GARRISON - SPOKANE PROJECT 

PERCENT OF COMMENTS BY REPRESENTATION GROUP 
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FIGURE 2 
GARRISON - SPOKANE PROJECT 

PERCENT OF COMMENTS BY PLACE OF ORIGIN 
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comments each were received on the issues ot using existing or new corridors, 
undergrounding/technical, ana COrrlQOr development and future planning. 
Another 70 comments addressed compliance with Federal and state regulations 
and other legal issues. About 60 comments focused on alternatives to bUllding 
the line, and about 25 comments addressed the history of the project. 

Resource Concerns: As shmvn in figure 4, social considerations (such as the 
line's effects on local qualities of life) and esthetics each received over 
300 comments. Almost 200 conunents each were received on the urban/residential 
and wildlife resource areas. About 140 comments aadressed recreational issues 
and another 130 comments focused on water resource lssues. About 100 comments 
pertained to economic considerations ana another 80 relatea to agricultural or 
forestry issues. Finally, about 37 comments adaressed sOlls/geology or 
vegetation issues. 
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II. A. NEED FOR THE LINE (AND THE PO�.JER) 
Host of the people corrmenting on the need for the project and the power called 
for an update and reevaluation of load proJections which justified Colstrip 
units 3 and 4 and its associated transmission facilities. Many commentors 
noted that in recent years, actual derr�nd was well below projected demand in 
BPA's service area. Several cited closures of industry, mines, and sawmills, 
and others stated that conservation and technologIcal change were responsible 
for the "leveling off" of actual demand for power. Other comments expressed 
the view that the \�PPSS shutdowns represented evidence ot the Pacitic 
Northwest's power surplus. 

Bany of the comments that expressed views about historical demand also 
addressed future demand/supply relationships. People questioned the certainty 
of these projections ana asked questions about their sensitivity to 
conservation efforts, technological change, and prices. Many of these 
commentors felt that energy demand proJections should be made by independent 
forecasters to avoid conflicts of interest. 

Other comments on need addressed such topics as wheeling arrangements, 
transmission system losses, costs and benefits of the project, and the need 
for The Hashington \�ater Power Company project. 

In response to these comments, additional information has been prepared for 
Volume I, Chapter I: PURPOSE OF AND NEED FOR ACTION. 'rhis information is 
included to clarify further the history and relation of this project to the 
Colstrip project and to present current energy�orecast information that 
illustrates how this project and the related Colstrip project tit into the 
regional energy outlook. Other more specific comments and responses follow. 

In addition to the corrments described above, several others simply made 
statements like "'I'he neea for this proJect has not been demonstrated, II or 
IlColstrip 3 and 4 are already dinosaurs in a desert of no demand.1I Others 
simply expressed. opinions like "I believe the country needs this proJect." 

1. Comment: Isn't that the responsibility of BPA and the environmental 
statement; this section was segmented and, therefore, as the scoping comment 
said that the need ,[for line plus power] had to be addressed directly in this 
EIS, as I understand it. Is that correct or not? 

Response: The needs for the proJect must be and are addressed in Chapter 
I, PURPOSE OF AND NEED FOR ACTION, of Volume I. The needs for which this 
project is proposed are: 1) to integrate and transmit additional electric 
power supplied by the Colstrip generating units (Units 1 and 2 are in service; 
Units 3 and 4 are licensed and under construction), and 2) to maIntain the 
electrical reliability and stability of the Federal Columbia River Power 
System. The question of need for power is covered in the response to the next 
comment. 
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2. Comment: The need for the Garrison-Spokane 500-kV Transmission Project is 
based on an overall needs analysis that was done for the Colstrip Project in 
the mid-1970's. Because of recent changes in aemand and the v�ashington Public 
Fbwer Supply System (\iPPSS) shutdown of generating stations that were under 
construction, the mid-1970's proJections are outdated and should be 
recalculated in order to analyze the need for the Garrison-Spokane Project. 

Comment: Need for the proJect was established too long ago; it ought to 
be reviewed in light of present day use and demand. 

Response: The evaluation of need tor the Colstrip project [including the 
transmission system to connect to the Federal Columbia River Power System 
(FCRPS) J was done in the 1970's. 'rile State of Montana issued a certificate of 

public need, the project was licensed, and it is now under construction (on 
schedule and overall about 60 percent complete) . Altnougb the date by which 
this power is needed has been postponed, the need still exists. The under
lying needs for the Garrison-Spokane Project to integrate Colstrip energy and 
maintain electrical reliability and electrical stability of the FCRPS are 
still current and valid, given the status of the Colstrip proJect and the 
energy that will be brought into the regional power grid when it starts 
producing energy. It is not reasonable to fail to provide any means to 
transmit power for these plants nearing completion. For more information on 
the No Action alternative, see Chapter II, Volume I. 

There is considerable interest in recent changes in demand for electricity and 
regional energy forecasts. Data has been added to Chapter I: PURPOSE OF AND 
tillED FOR ACTION to provide an updated picture of the Northwest's energy 
situation, including a table showing prOJected regional loads and generating 
resources without the now-terminated \@PSS projects 4 and 5. 

3. Comment: In the EIS, it is stated that Montana's decision to allow 
construction of Colstrip Units 3 and 4 and associated transmission facilities 
means that the Garrison-Spokane 'I1ransmission ProJect must be built in spite of 
public OPPOSition, reduced demand, and environmental costs. 

Response: In order to meet the needs related to the energy Colstrip will 
provide, describea in Chapter I of Volume I and discussea above, the 
transmission line project would have to be built. Extensive scoping 
throughout the study area has revealed numerous public concerns and 
controversies (described in Chapter I, Volume I) . A variety of environmental 
impacts--changes from conditions now present in the project area--would also 
occur. A public record of decision, to be issued about a month after 
completion of the final Ers, will document what must be done, will identify 
all relevant factors considered in reaching the decision, and will delineate 
measures to be taken to avoid or minilllize environmental harm. 

4. Comment: • • •  The justification for bringing the line through Missoula 
really doesn't exist. 

Response: As stated in Volume I, Chapter I, one of the goals of the 
project is to "provide for potential [emphasis added] future reinforcement of 
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electr ical service t o  Missoula . "  'Ihe �lontana Power Company ( HPC) has 
determined that additional transmiss ion facili ties may be needed in the 19 90 ' s  
system to serve the !f.ti.ssoula Valley area . Connecting with the BPA 
transmi ssion system pr ovides an opportunity to minimize the amount of future 
transmission facilities and associated environmental impacts in the area.  
Missoula area reinforcement would not actually take place now. Alternatives 
and their impacts would be evaluated at such time as r,lPC actually proposed to 
build facilities . 

5. Comment : Concern was expressed about the possible ef fects of recent 
industr ial closures (Bunker Hill Mine , Anaconda Mine) and recent postponement 
or cancellation of ener�y generation facilities ( two of f ive �n?PSS plants , 
Resource 8 9 ,  and the Evans plant) on energy demand and demand projections ,  and 
consequent effects on the need for the Colstrip plants and this transmission 
project . The opinion was expressed that actual demand wi ll mos t  likely remain 
below pr ojected demand , casting doubt on the need tor this proJect.  

Response :  For many reasons , growth in power use has declined i n  recent 
years . Interactive factors such as conservation, pr ice increase , economic 
recession, and the costs of financing large energy proJ ects have influenced 
energy use patterns . Consequently , i t  is difficul t to forecast precisely the 
generati ng and other energy resources needed to mee t  demand . ( Information 
describing resources available or corrmitted to serve energy demand have been 
added to Chapter I ,  Volume I .  The mos t  recent reg ional energy forecast is 
also included to update the area ' s  energy picture . )  Industr ial slowdown and 
closures such as mentioned in the comment affect power demand and planning for 
future ( but as yet unlicensed) energy generation resources . As of now, the 
Colstrip project participants stIll foresee need for the energy when the 
plants come on line .  

The needs for this projec t ,  as descr ibed in Chapter I of Volume I ,  ar e to 
integrate the energy output of Colstrip Generati ng units 3 and 4 (which 
are 6 0  percent complete and on schedule) and to rnaintain the electr ical 
reliability and stability of the FeRFS . If the schedule for the Colstrip 
proj ect were to change , it could affect the energ izatlon date of the 
Garr ison-Spokane transmission line . 

'Ihe role o f  the �n?PSS nuclear power plants in the overall reg ional power 
situation i s  beyond the scope of this project . Two of the t ive \Jashington 
Public Power Supply System nuclear generating stations ( i�umbers 4 and 5) were 
terminated and one delayed pr imarily because the Supply System was unable to 
continue f urther f inanc ing of their constr uction . Other factors , of course , 
were also involved , including a chang ing picture of energy demand . A delay of 
one of the three remaining nuclear generating stations under constr uctIon was 
necessary to reduce overall costs. 

6 .  Comment : �vhat degree of certainty can be attached to the load forecasts? 

Response : An energy forecast is a tool to help energy planners predict 
future e lectr icity use patterns . BPA ' s  forecast is based on the best 
available current information and uses latest forecasting methods .  As with 
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any pr ediction , however ,  there i s  an element of uncertainty . A a i scuss lOn of 
thi s  uncertainty follows . \�hile the baseline forecast represents a llbest 
estimatell as to what the future will hold , i t  is unl ikely to be conf irmed by 
what actually occur s .  The following table provides an assessment of the 
probabilities , der ived through informed j uagment , of tour possible future 
outcome s .  

Uncertainty Assessment 

Occurrence 
Actual loads exceed the high case 
Actual loads fall between the baseline and high case 
Actual loads fall between the basel ine and low case 
Actual loads fall below the low case 

Pr obability ot Occurrence 
15% 
4 0 %  
35% 
10% 

The credibility of the forecast may also be assessed by cross-compar ison with 
other forecasts . Of forecasts developed in the region to date , the only one 
perfonned using models comparable to those used by BPA was conducted by 
Charles Rivers Associates conducted for the \lashington State Leg islature . 
This forecas t revealed 20-year average annual rates of growth quite similar to 
those o f  BPA ' s  forecast:  1 . S  percent for the mOderate (baseline) case , 2 . 0  
for the high case , and 1.1 for the low case demand. 

BPA ' s  forecast i s  designed as an aid in planning , not as a f inal simulation of 
the most probable consumption of electr ical energy to the year 200 0 .  Its 
pr imary role is to assist aecisionmaking until the publication of the 
Northwest Power Planning Council ' s  off icial �O-year electr ical energy forecast 
and plan in Apr il 19 8 3 .  Thereafter , the Northwest Power Planning Counc il 
documents will be used in the planning and acquisition of appropriate 
resources by BPA. 

7 .  Comment : \�ho is responsible for forecasting energy neeas? An independent 
study of the need for this project would be valuable in determining whether 
the line is j ustified . 

Re sponse : The Northwest Power Planning Councll is now responsible for 
prepar ing an off icial 2 0 -year electrical energy forecast and plan for the 
reg ion. In the past ,  each utility in the Northwest has been responsible for 
preparing a load forecast predicting the future demand for electricity in its 
service area . All investor-owned utilities and many of the larger public 
utilities (particular ly those with generation of their own) prepared the ir 
load forecasts indepenaently . BPA assisted the smaller public utilities in 
preparlngtheir load forecasts, and BPA also forecast the loads of the ir 
direct service industr ies us ing exi sting contr actual commitments with these 
companies .  'Ihese forecasts are then sul:mitted to the Pacific iJorthwest 
utilities Conference Committee (PNUCC) . The PNUCC is an organi zation of 
�orthwest utilities whose main function is to prepare a reg ional forecast of 
the expected power loaas and resources to serve those loads. 
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For this project , the Bonneville Power Administration is the agency of the 
Federal Government responsible for determining need for tr ansmiss ion 
facilitie s .  As discussed i n  Volume I ,  the Congress o f  the united States 
reviews and approves the program and proj ects proposed by the Bonneville Power 
Administratio n .  

8 .  Comment : The discussion [Chapter II , p .  21-22] goes on to say that if  this 
project were not done the power transmission losses would be about $2 mill ion 
for BPA and WWP and several times that for Montana Power . A total loss of 
somewhere around $60 million--but a cost to correct of about $19 0 million.  My 
conclus ion is that th is project really falls under the "nice to do" category 
and is not essential at th is t ime and may not become so in the future 
depending on alternate energy sources and locations of their development . The 
remaining paragraphs of Section 2 list many good reasons for not doing the 
project . 

Response : As stated in Volume I (Chapter I ) , minimizing energy losses 
in transmitting power is one of several goals BPA seeks to accomplish in 
developing the proj ect . The cost savings by not incurr i ng these energy losses 
are s ignificant . Information has been added to Chapter I to clar ify the 
benefit of minimizing energy transmission system losses by bui lding the 
project . ( See also the response to comment numbers 13 and 14 in Part 
I I .  L. 2 . )  

9 .  Comment : To what effect does the delay or perhaps postponement of the 
Washington water Power l ines have on the acceptability or the environmentally 
suitable aspects of the Taft Substation? If they [The Washington \'i1ater Power 
Company] don ' t  want to ever corne in to the Silver Valle y again or any further , 
would that influence the BPA dec ision to use the Taft route? 

Response : WWP ' s  decision on whether to build was not a significant factor 
in identifying the Taft alternative as the environmentally preferred , and so 
the ir action would not change this conclusion .  The Taft Substation site wa s 
picked because it was close to BPA ' s  existing 500-kV Hot Spr ings-Dworshak 
line . An integral part of any BPA alternative for this project is to use this 
line to connect Colstr ip power into the 500-kV gr id . The Plains Substation 
site was chosen for the same reason . 

10 . Comment : I think they [��] had four different proposed alternatives and 
each one seemed to end in Kellogg or Pine Creek . Now , is it that to tie in to 
that Pine Creek l ine that r uns on down to Chico or is it • for some 
industr ial reason that it went in on the Kellogg area? 

Re §POnse : The reasons to re inforce the Washington Water Power Company 
(\\TWP) transmission system in north Idaho are discussed in Chapter I ,  Volume I 

of the EIS . WWP feels the need to strengthen the ir 230-kV'transmission system 
by providing another source of power from Montana into Pine Cree k Substation .  
The l ine would serve industr ial and residential energy loads . I t  would also 
provide additional east-west transmisson capacity when Colstr ip generating 
units 3 and 4 start producing power . 
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I I.  B.  arHER ALTERNATIVES 

Several commentors suggested other routing alternative s .  Some of the comments 
g enerally expressed the concern that BPA look at other routes . Other comments 
recorded specitic route location ideas . 

It was suggested : that BPA tind a route from Garrison toward Sula ,  Montana , 
and then into Idaho ; that BPA develop a route along the abandoned Milwaukee 
railroad right-of-way; that a "Jocko pass" route should be re-evaluated , and 
that a route near Lookout Pass and along the Coeur d ' Alene River might be 
environmentally and economically preferred . 

Others commented on rou ti ng  variations in the s tudy area. In some cases these 
were possible routing choices discussed in Chapter IV , ElJVIRONMENTAL 
CDNSEc;uEOCES , of the draft E IS .  In other case s ,  routing adJustments or new 
localized routing variations were brought up . Commentors often reasoned that 
these route changes would reduce visual impacts or lessen the effects of the 
project on the human environment . 

Responses to these alternative routing comments follow here , w i th additional 
discussion also in Chapter II of the tinal E IS (Volume I )  under "Alternatives 
Eliminated from De tailed Discussion. " The comments on need for local route 
adj ustments and other alternatives pertaining to specific geographic locations 
are addressed in Part IV of this Volume (GEOGRAPHIC AREAS OF CONCERN) • 

I I .  B .  1 Other Rou te Alternatives 

1. Comment : • • •  Explore in depth other routes . 

Response :  OVer 1 10 0  possible route variations were examined within the 
route network of the study area for this project . ( See Volume I ,  fig . 4 . 1. ) 
These constituted virtually all reasonable routes .  Other route alternatives 
were examined and found not reasonable , for a variety of reasons . These are 
discussed under "Alternatives Eliminated From Detai led Discussion" in 
Chapter I I :  AL'IERW\TlVES INCLUDING THE PROPOSED ACTION of the f inal EIS . 

2 .  Comment : As part of the environmental impact statement before i t  IS 
completed , consideration should be g iven to routing the line from Garrison 
southwes t  on National Forest lands toward Sula in an attempt to cross the 
Bi tterroot Valley into Idaho , with the least amount of impact aesthetically 
( including visual) • 

Response : A routing through the Sula area into the ��gruder Corridor was 
studied and found unfeasible . ��ilderness areas are not available for 
transmission line locations unless a corriaor exclusion is authorized by the 
President of the united States.  To date , the Presiaent has never authorized 
such an exclusion in any wilderness. When Congress designated the 
River-of-No-Return �Jilderness and additions to the Selway-Bitterroot 
Hilderness (Central Idaho Hilderness Act ot 1980 ) , they excluded a 600-foot
wide corridor along the Elk City road (300 feet either side ot center line) .  
The p urpose of this exclusion was to provide tor road maintenance and drainage 

I I-o 



Garrison-Spokane EIS 
Hg0046H:  0 2 -0 7  -83 

and and to ensure that these activities would not disturb the wildernesse s. 
The intent of Congress is to retain the prevailing wild character i n  this 
cor r idor and to provide the necessary room for protection ot the road ana tne 
wilderness boundar ies . The designation of the wilderness areas and the 
management intent of Congress does not proviae for locati ng a transmission 
line i n  the Magr uder Corr idor . 

3. Comment : Run l ines along the old Hilwaukee r ight-of-way . 

Response : Such a routing has been reviewed . The advantage of using the 
existing , abandoned railroad cor ridor would be more than offset by a number of 
maJor disadvantages .  These includ e :  

1 .  The railroad is conf ined in this mountainous country t o  gradual 
grade s .  It encompasses long sweeping curve s .  A transmission line built 
on the route woula be much longer and more costly than any of the present 
alternative s .  Part o f  the increased cost would result from the increased 
length of the line and part trom the need for more ang le towers. 

2.  The rail route passes through more populated areas ana bottomlands ,  
creating a number of land use conflicts . 

3. A transmission line on the rail route could be seen by more people 
( i . e . , from populated areas and 1-9 0 ) . 

4 .  One-track cuts and steep side slopes on the rail route would not allow 
adequate space for tower foundations , and the uphill slopes in some places 
would be too close to the conductors to allow adequate electrical 
clearance . Tunnels would also pose pr oblems . 

4 .  Comment: It  was mentioned that there is a route further no rth ye t that 
still may be the most economical route and that isn ' t on the map . Is that the 
one through the Jocko and the Indian Reservation;  i s  that still being lookea 
at, too? 

Comment : Follow the Department of Natural Resources EIS r ecommendations 
and bypass Missoula County completely , running the lines north through the 
Flathead Reservation. 

Comment: v�hy i sn ' t the BPA up there talking to the Indian Tr ibes up there 
where Montana Power wanted to put the ir lines? 

Comment: �Je had been lea to believe that they couldn't go through the 
Reservation as was recommended in the statement analysi s .  This was not 
explored , other than the fact that two letters were receivea in 1977 . I 
really don ' t  call this very aggressive negotiation. 

Comment : • The State-approved route up the Flathead is not even 
considered in the EIS , except in Chapter II on page twenty-eight where one 
short s tatement tells us the State route has higher impacts, per i od ,  not 
spec ific s .  No analysi s ,  no comparison with BPA ' s  route • • • •  I ask that the 
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f inal EIS off icially include the state-approved route as an alternative in 
compliance with the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act .  

Response : The powerline corr idor to Hot Spr ings via the Jocko Pass was one 
of ten alternatives examined in the Federal Colstrip ProJect EIS (BUi 19 7 9) • 
It was not selected as the approved corridor in the Record of Decision that 
followed the Colstr ip E IS (September 197 9 ) . The maJor impacts of the 
alternative were outlined in the Colstr ip EIS , incorporated in this aocument 
by reference , and comparatively evaluated and swnmarized in the Federal 
Cor ridor Option Summary (August 197 9 )  • 

This route was compared with the proposed route of paralleling BPA ' s 230 -kV 
line through the Clark Fork  Valley , ana was clearly found to have more severe 
environmental consequences in many areas , and substantial advantage only in a 
single measure of human impact :  number of people . Other numan impacts , 
such as visual,  economic , and recreational factor s ,  iaentified the Jocko 
alternative as less desirable . Natural resource factors and areas of special 
management also gave strong preference to the option paralleling BPA ' s  230 -kV 
line .  Environmental ana cultural impacts on the "Jocko Pr imitive Area" 
strongly argue against the advisability and even the possibility of employing 
the Jocko Pass option as an available alternative . A recent Montana 
Department of Natural Resources and Conservation study confirmed these 
f inding s. The S tate-approvea route for the reasons mentioned above was 
rej ected and is not considered in detail in the final £IS . 

5. Comment: From a different viewpoint , it would appear to me that the line 
should be routed where it would have the least environmental impact and where 
access for both construction ana maintenance would be cheapest; that would 
apparently be the route near Lookout Pass and along the South For k  of the 
Coeur d 'Alene River . 

Response : The route of least environmental impact is the Taft Plan as it  
is defined in  Volume I of  the EIS . The route you describe ( Route L in Area 
Routing Alternative 3 ,  Appendix A, Attachment 3 )  was eliminated from further 
study because it would have significantly higher land use , socioeconomic , and 
natural systems impacts than alternative routes. 

6 .  Comment : Hy f irst comment is a general comment regarding the non
treatment in the EIS of the preliminary routing alternatives through north 
Idaho . The northern route along the existing r ight-ot-way • • •  seemed to 
have been dismissed off-hand. The reasons I was g iven :  that the r ight-of-way 
is too narrow and that Coeur d 'Alene is a population center are no doubt true , 
but I 'm sure other considerations came into play that I don ' t feel were 
adequately addressed in the EIS . 

� Response : The route referred to above ( Route 0 in Area Routing 
Alternative 4 ,  Appendix A, Attachment 3) was a preliminary routing 
alternative , eliminated from detailed discussion. Of the six route options in 
this comparison, Route 0 was tied for least preferable because of signif icant 
concern for impacts on visual, socioeconomic , forestry , land use and 
prehistoric resources. 
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7 .  Comment : Hould the impacts o f  "A " [Hot Springs Plan] be reduced i f  the 
"c" route [Taft Plan] were used • from Gar rison to Clinton? 

Response : The impacts would be greater if plan C were used to its Rock 
Creek Crossing , then rerouted across to BPA ' s  existing 230-kV line to the 
Clinton area and continued to Hot Springs,  while paralleling the 230 -kV line . 
From Clinton through Missoula, this alignment would have adverse vlsual , 
social , residential , agricultural and other impacts associated with a 
transmission line located in a developed valley . 

8 .  Comment : \Jhy do two of the three alternatives avoid the Flathead 
Reservation? Hhy didn ' t Montana Power Company look at these alternatives? 

Response : The reasons behind the development of alternatives that do not 
cross the Reservation are outlined in Volume I ,  under Background of the 
Project (Chapter I) . The Plains alternative was developed initially to ensure 
a viable connection to the Federal Columbia River Power System in the event 
that an agreement to use right-of-way on the Reservation couldn' t be reached . 
The Taf t  alternative emerged from feasibility studies to determine possible 
ways to complete the Colstrip transmission system and to provide for 
reinforcing the Hashington Hater Power Company ' s  service to north Idaho . 

The need for these alternatlves did not tU.lly surface until after the I10ntana 
Power Company had turned over responsiblity for the proJect to BPA. 

9 .  Comment: • There is really no alternative route basically from where 
the three suggested alternatives merg e there dlrectly north of Kellogg some 
miles;  • • •  

Response : The surrounaing area west of th�common point was looked at 
extensively but no route alternatives were identified , because there are 
relatively few places to exit  the mountains and avoid land use conflicts and 
terrain constraints between Coeur d 'Alene and the south end of Lake 
Pend Ore ille . 

10 . Comment: • • •  isn ' t there an existing subline from Noxon, Montana , to 
the Bell substations? • • • It is not possible to consider that as a potential 
route, • • •  even though there was an existing line , the r ight-of-way was 
already purchased? 

Response : An existing line does run fr om Noxon to Bell. This was looked 
at extensively early in the study but was not deemed viable because of the 
severe impacts that would occur along the Clark Fork Valley and because of its 
greater leng th. 

I I .  B .  2 Alternatives to Building 

Suggested alternatives to building the Garrison-Spokane ProJect fall into a 
wide range of categorie s .  Hany commentors stated that they simply preferred 
tl1e No Action alternative because of the environmental impacts associated with 
each of the plans to build the line . The comments that proposed other courses 
of action are outlined below. 
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rmny co mnentors stated that nuclear , wind ,  solar , geothermal , and hydro ene rgy 
so urces were better options than coal-fired power plants and transmiss ion 
lines . Others favo red a stronger conservation effort in the Pacific Northwest 
instead of bui lding this line . Some co mmentor s  cited the advantages of 
renewable energy so urces and conserva tion and saw them as providing more 
permanent jobs in the constr uction,  manufacturing ,  and service sectors of the 
eco nomy than did transmission line construction and operations . 

Some people suggested shipping coal to the Pacific Northwest by train or truck 
o r  using existing transmission lines . Some proposed that the pro ject be ended 
at Garrison or that new industry be encouraged to locate at Cblstrip . And 
finally , several s uggested that Colstrip power be transmitted to othe r places 
in the United State s .  

1 .  Co mment : The No Action conse quences and impacts should be identified and 
measur ed in comparison with the Action alternative in such a way that the No 
Act ion a lternative can be considered by dec is ionmak ers as a real possibility 
even though it may not be shown to be the enviro nmentally prefe rred 
alternative . 

Response :  The reasonably foreseeable consequences of a No Action 
alternative are presented in Volume I ,  Chapter I I  of the Final EIS : 
ALTERNATI VES I NCLUDING THE PRO POSED ACTIO N. Other environmental conse quences 
may occur as a res ult of no action , but they are too remote and s peCUlative to 
evaluate meaningfully . 

2 .  Comment : In view of the great ly reduced load projections , a re the 
decisio nmake rs ta king into consideration seriously the No Action alternati ve? 

Response : The No Action alternative is given ser ious cons i de ration . 
However , this alternative would not meet the purpose and need for which the 
transmiss ion projec t is  proposed . 

3 .  Comment : • • •  The NEPA regulations and so forth , one thing that they 
cont inually harp on is that No Action has got to be conside red as one of the 
poss ible alternatives an d then they go further into detail about procedures 
whereby you come up with a concep t of reasons for no further consideration of 
any alternative . Now, as far as I can tell , No Action wasn ' t  given any 
further consideration, but it was never explained that it was not going to be ; 
i t  was never really fully addressed . I noticed No Action was not in any of 
t he LRA' s ,  t he compa risons with other alternative s ,  nor with any of the area 
routing alternatives, and generally , was not given the kind of environmental 
analysis and comparison that the othe r routes were . Also , there is a question 
of,  is that an active alternative now because it wasn ' t  stated as no further 
considerat i.on . I ' m under t he impress ion from reading that EIS that there are 
four alternatives r ight now , three different preferred or three different 
routes and No Action, correct me if I ' m wrong . 

Comment : Is it not misleadi ng when you include in your enviro nmental 
impact study the No Action alternative whe n ,  in essence , that is not an 
alternative? 
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Response : The alternative of No Action must , by regulation be addressed 
in the environmental impact statement . Chapter II  of Volume I :  ALTERNATIVES 
INCLUDI��G Trill PROPOSED ACTION contains an evaluation of the reasonably 
foreseeable environmental and technical consequences of No Action . No Action 
wou ld not allow BPA to meet the needs for which the project was proposed , 
namely to integrate the energy from Colstrip Units 1 - 4 and maintain an 
electrically reliable and stable power system . Additionally , the need for 
power and the transmission system were established in previous environmental 
studies (Colstrip Project EIS , 1979 ; Hot Springs-Bell Environmental Statement , 
1975) • 

No Action was evaluated as a major alternative to building any of the 
transmission plans. No Action was not used as a choice in local routing 
options because it  cannot be logically compared with route options . The 
consequences of not connecting parts of the line are equivalent to not 
realizing any public benefit from the project yet sustaining most of the 
impacts of its development . 

4 .  Comment: • • •  The many benefits of not building this line . These 
include the many environmental and social costs foregone , land not taken out 
of production and the elimination of possible adverse health effects caused 
by the lines . yJe feel that these benefits far outweigh the decrease in 
reliability that may occur in the Pacific Northwest grid system without these 
lines . 

Response : The environmental consequences of building the proj ect,  
described in Chapters II and IV of  Volume I ,  would not occur if a No Action 
alternative were selected . However ,  the energy from the Colstr ip generating 
units could not be integrated into the regional transmission system ; the 
existing transmission system would not meet utility standards for reliable 
and stable operation ; and regional energy losses in transmitting power would 
increase significantly . 

5 .  Comment : Furthermore , there is the larger question of whether the 
t-brthwest needs more electrical powe r .  vJi th the Bunker Hill  mines crisis 
still unsolved and the HPPSS disaster , it seems that industry is moving from 
the area or is likely to move from the area now that we can no longer boast of 
cheap power rates . Do we actually need these transmission lines? 
Conservation of our energy resources is apparently working better than 
anticipated . Reliance on "appropr iate technology" could do even more . 

Response :  The question of need for these transmission lines is addressed 
in responses to comments 1 ,  2 ,  and 5 in Part I I .  A .  The project is required 
to reliably integrate power from coal-fired generating units in eastern 
r,'lontana . Regarding the " larger question" on the Northwest ' s  needs for 
electr ical power , The Northwest Power Planning Counc il (representing the 
States of Washington, Oregon , Idaho , and Montana) is responsible for preparing 
a long-range plan for the region ' s  energy supply , including plans for energy 
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conservation rneasures to reduce demand tor electr icity .  This energy plan 
should be issued in Apr il 1983 . The "larger question" is beyond the scope of 
this environmental statement . 

6 .  Comnent: • • •  Consideration should be g iven to ending the line at 
Garr ison and using the power elsewhere , and this should be one of the other 
alternatives of the f inal environmental impact state@ent • • • • 

Response :  The energy scheduled to be integratea into the Federal Columbia 
River Power System by the Garrison-Spokane SOO-kV Transmission ProJect is 
contractually obligated to the Colstr ip ProJect participants to serve their 
loads in Montana and the Pacitic Northwest . Ending the line at Garrison and 
using the power elsewhere would not be a viable alternative to meet the needS 
defined in Volume I ,  Chapter I :  PURPOS£ OF AND NEED FOR ACl'ION. Energy from 
Colstrip Unit 4 could not be reliably integrated into the regional power gr id 
and the energy could not be adequately deliverea to the service areas o f  the 
Colstr ip proj ect participants (r�ntana POwer Company , Pacific Power and Light , 
Portland General Electr ic , The ��ashing ton \Vater Power Company , and Puget Sound 
Power and Light) • 

I I .  C .  CORRIDOR DEVELDpt!iENT/FUTUHE PLAlmING 

People expressed concer n over the need to construct f uture Ilnes and establish 
additional corr idors .  They also questioned the need to develop a new corr idor 
instead of using existing right-ot-way . Also , concern about the capability ot 
existing r ight-of-way and future corridors to accommodate additional lines was 
expressed . Additional concerns include the fate of the corridor when the 
lines are no longer needed ana the impacts associated with substation siting .  

1 .  Comment : Hany comments were received on both sides of the issue ot 
whether to site a line through existing corr idor or through new r ight-of-way . 
Those who favored use ot existing corridor cited : stated Federal policy 
preferences for using existing corridors where possible ; the minimal increase 
in visual quality reduction where lines and other utilities already exist;  the 
advantage of reducing costs ( since existing lines tend to follow valleys and 
f latter land and would require less complex engineering to build) and ot 
reducing amount of new clear ing ;  the minimizing of impacts on natural 
resources , including wildlif e ;  and the fact that the originally approved State 
of Montana route did follow the Clark For k  Valley and the existing corridor to 
a point. 

Those who favor avoiding the existing r ight-ot-way and creating a new corr idor 
cite the advantages to private ownership found in siting the line on a greater 
percentage of public land (concentrated not in the valleys but back in the 
mountains ) ;  a lesser degree of land use conflict;  the advantage of having the 
line out of sight of a greater number of people ; political preference as 
expressed in scoping and by Congressional delegates as well as by other 
governmental bodies ; and opportunity to prevent further degradation of visual 
quality in the valleys of the study area. 
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Response : The process of environmental study , by definition,  must 
establish a balance of impacts on resources . The aim is to affect the fewest 
resources and to incur the least environmental impact . Some goals of the 
tradeoff are contradicted by other s :  for instance, avoiding impacts on people 
often means increasing impacts on natural resource s .  The arguments presented 
in the comment above accurately retlect the kinds of traaeoffs that were 
balanced when deciding where to site the line for the proJ ect--in an existing 
right-of-way or through a new corr idor . Much of the scoping for this proJ ect 
reflected a concern that the line be kept away from people and out of the 
valleys. BPA has a policy to parallel existing transmission line 
r ights-of-way where feasible . The interdisciplinary team weighed all 
consequences of building the line in determining such feasibility .  

An entirely parallel route between Garrison Substation and Spokane was 
considered . It would require the least access and remove the least amount of 
forestland from proauction. t1uch of the existing corridor it would use is 
located through or across valleys, such as Flint Creek, Clark Fork ,  and 
Rattlesnake . These valleys have , since the construction of the 230-kV line , 
been subdivided for residences and developed for irr igated f arm land . If the 
SOO-kV line were to parallel the existing line , it  would have a socioeconomic 
and visual impact on the valley areas because the 500-kV double-circuit line 
is considerably larger than the existing 230-kV line . The line would also be 
the longest alternative . 

The best-ranked routes for each plan parallel where that is the best 
environmental choice and open up new corr idor where that option is the best 
choice . The proposed action has very little paralleling , and thus will remove 
more forestland from production, will require more access roads,  will cost 
more ,  and will be slightly less preferable electr ically . However , the 
advantages of reducing impacts on people and on associatea land uses were 
considered to be more important. 

If the SOO-kV double-circuit line were constructed on the existing 
right-of-way , i t  is not likely that a new line in the future could parallel 
the existing corr idor through the valley areas . The new routes could 
accommodate a future line , should one ever be needed . 

2 .  Comment: vvill more lines be built in the corridor chosen? 

Response :  Hhen a new corridor i s  planned for a transmission line , the 
location cr i ter ia take into account paralleling of possible future lines . No 
ultra high voltage (UHV) lines such as the proposed double-circui t SOO-kV 
lines are anticipated in BPA ' s  20-year forecast . However ,  it  conditions 
change , a UHV line could be needed . The uncertainties which sur round new 
lines include the location of the generating facility ,  the destination of the 
transmitted power , and the purpose (load growth, reliability) of the line . An 
environmental impact statement process would be conducted with any new line . 

3 .  Comment :  I f  the present right-of-way is used , would more lines b e  built 
there in the future? 
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Response : Ter rain and land use constraints make i t  unlikely that a future 
UHV line WOUld parallel BPA ' s  existing 230-kV line i t  the vacant right-ot-way 
were used by the proposed 500-kV line .  It is possible that all or part of the 
230-kV line could be replaced by a future UHV line , i f  studies indicate that 
replacement is feasible . The Salish and Kootenai Tribal Council i s  also 
challenging BPA ' s  legal right to build the proposed 50 0 -kV line on BPA ' s  
existing vacant parallel r ignt-of-way on the Flathead Reservation and 
questioning BPA ' s  ability to parallel this cor ridor with future UHV lines.  
( See Part I I .  D .  3 of this Volume) . Negotiations are continuing between BPA 

and the Tribal Council.  

4 .  Comment :  Hhat effects will other future proJects such as Hontana Power 
Company ' s proposed Great Falls Project have on this line? 

Response : The proposed Montana Power line in the Great Falls area is not 
part of this project and will not directly tie into the proposed Colstrip 
lines.  

5 .  Comment: Hhat will happen when you don ' t need the line anymore? 

Response : If a transmission line is no longer necessary i t  could be 
replaced by a larger line , sold to another utility ,  left standing idle , or 
scrapped . In the latter case , rights-of�ay easements would be relinquished 
by BPA. (Also see comment/response #5  under Part I I .  L .  1 - Technical 
Considerations,  and p .  1 1 -7 of Vol�me I . )  

6 .  Comment: Have other corridors been considered? 

Response :  Other east�est electrical utility cor ridors were identIfied 
and evaluated in BPA ' s  Pacific Northwest Long Range East-\�est Energy Corridor 
Study , Phase I ( 1977 )  report . This report found seven corridors to be 
feasible . Of these , three have been eliminated because areas they crossed are 
as of now in Wilderness status.  Of the remaining fou r ,  two go through the 
Missoula area , one through the Salmon River area , and one through the Snake 
River Basin area. 

7 .  Comment: Hhat determines the location of a substation and is there a 
thought of one between Bell and Rathdrum? 

Response : Substations are located so that existing and/or future lines 
could be tied together in the most economical fashion for all participating 
utilities. They are also located central to areas witn electr ical demand . 
Substations should be situated on relatively t lat terrain, be geologically 
stable , have adequate drainage , have good access, and be compatible with land 
use plans . 

There is a substation at Rathdrum. No new substation is planned between Bell 
and Rathdrum. 

8 .  Comment: Goal number four , is to provide for potential future 
reinforcement of the electrical service to Missoula. That ' s  a nebulous thing , 
probably more of concern to BPA and the people there . 
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Comment : • • •  You want to provide for potential future re inforcement of 
electr ical service to Missoula. I think that the headlines on the Mi ssoulian 
tOday about a decrease in population in Missoula would kind of take the weight 
out of that one . 

Response : The routing s  are not contingent on supplying future power to 
Missoula. Due to other constraints such as Wilderness and Primitive areas ,  
the transmission l ine corr idor must g o  through the Hi ssoula area . If 
additional power should be necessary , the Hot Springs Plan could , in the 
f uture , be t ied into the Hontana Power ' s  Rattlesnake Substation. The Taf t  or 
Plains Plans could be tied into Montana Power ' s  Miller Cree k Substation. 

An additional source of power is li kely to be needed in the 19 9 0 ' s  or possibly 
later . Location of this line reasonably near the Hissoula Valley would 
provide a convenient source of energy , thereby minimizing f uture line 
construction. 

9 .  Comment: Concern for future corr idor cievelopment in Mineral County ; a 
comprehensive plan i s  needed . 

Response : If a corr idor i s  developed through .Hineral County , further 
study and coordination with planners would be unde rtaKen.  BFA , through its 
environmental studies , evaluates local lana use patterns and land use or 
comprehensive plans in order to minimize impacts on specific land use s .  

10 . Comment : Paralleling the existing route is pr efer red because removal of 
existing lines would open up farm f ield s .  

Response : Paralleling doesn ' t  imply removal .  The only place BPA i s  
contemplating removal of existing lines i s  i n  the Hot Springs to Thompson 
Falls section (Hot Spr ings or part of Plains Plan) • Th is would not open up 
new land because the line would be rebuilt on larger tower s .  

1 1 .  Corrunent : I t  i s  apparent that long-r ange plans have not been addressed in 
these community meeting s  • • • •  v�e would like to know more detail,  what we can 
seek in the way of additional power lines, pipelines, coal trains , nuclear 
power plants , hydroelectric darns , etc . , within the next fifty year s .  I don ' t 
think f ifty years is an unreasonable planning hor i zon e ither • • • •  

Response : The task of developing a long -range energy plan for the next 
50 years is outside the scope of the Garr ison-Spokane Transmission Pr oj ect 
EIS .  Howeve r ,  the Nor thwest Power Planning Counc i l ,  createa under provisions 
of the Pacific Northwest Electr ic Power Planning and Conservation Act ,  i s  
responsible for long-range planning for the reg ion ' s  energy supply . Thi s  
energy plan should be issuea in Apr i l  19 83 . 

12 . Comment : Is i t  possible tor you people to project on past the nineties to 
the t ime when, • • • you are going to br ing all the power to the west coast? 
Ar e you ,  the n, planni ng eventually to sell it to Califor nia? 
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Comment : • • •  I • • • understand that most of th is power that is be ing 
brougnt in for this line i s  basically for even west of us? • • • [are] all 
existing lines west of Spokane • • • larg e enough to carry th is additional 
power or are we going to be adding even more lines to run across the state [of 
�vashington] ? 

Response : As stated in Volume I of the EIS , th is proJ ect is pr oposed to 
integrate energy reliably from Colstr ip generating units.  It will be a major 
east-west energy tr ansmiss ion path, and it will be part of the backbone power 
gr id transmitting energy to �10ntana , Idaho , Washing ton and Oregon. The line 
will not simply br ing all the power to the �vest Coast , it  will serve the 
resion ' s  interconnected utilitie s .  The existing transmission system west of 
Spokane has enough capacity to carry power to load centers west of there . 

I I . D .  LEGAL CONCERNS 

Comments on legal issues have tocused on the Draft E IS ana BPA ' s  compliance 
wi th the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the Montana 11ajor 
Fac ility Si ting Act ,  and on the perceived segmentation of the Townsend-Spokane 
transmission line into two pieces for EIS purpose s .  A few people also 
addressed the proJect ' s  compliance with local land use plans , the legal status 
of the r ight-of-way across the Flathead Inaian Reservation, the timing of the 
socioeconomic report , and impacts on corporate timoer land . One cornmentor 
addressed compliance with the State of \lashington ' s  Facility Siting Act .  

I I .  D .  1 National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) I "Segmentation" 

Hos t corrunentor s on EPA ' s  compliance with NEPA have generally stated the 
opinion that the Draft EIS is either not in compliance with or in violation ot 
NEPA because it does not adequately cover the proJ ect ' s  environmental 
impacts . A tew corrunentors stated that BPA should not commit resources which 
might prej udice selection of an alternative and claimed BPA haa done so on the 
Townsend-Garrison line . 

Several commentors also stated that segmentation of the Townsend-Spokane line 
at Garrison into two separate proJects for site selection and EIS purposes 

unfairly prej udices the location of the second line and does not allow for 
alternatives around Garr ison. Some stated that this segmentation was in 
violation of NEPA ana others simply stated that it was unfair or inappropr iate . 

1 .  Comment : The f lrst item is the piecemeal approach to the EIS 
preparatlon. Previous departures from the NEPA process by BPA have been 
signif icant . An example is • • • ordering steel for the Townsend-Gar rison 
line pr ior to approval under the NEPA process • • • in section 1502 . 2  (F)  and 
(G) ( NEPA) requires that agencies shall not commit resources preJ Udicing 

selection of alternatives and in effect make advance decisions . 

Response :  BPA has not deviated from NEPA regulations . Steel was ordered 
for Townsend-Garr ison af ter the orig inal Record of Decision for the Federal 
Cols tr ip Project EIS , but pr ior to the Record of Decision on the Colstr ip EIS 
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Supplement .  Excess steel was ordered to cover all alternatives so as not to 
prejudice route selection at Boulder , Deer Lodge and Garrison, and still 
enable the energ i zation schedule to be met .  

2 .  Comment : The regulations governing NEPA, published by the Counc il on 
Environmental Qual ity , state that , " If a drat t statement is so inaaequate as 
to preclude meaningful analysis, the agency Shall prepare and c irculate a 
revised draft on the appropriate portion" (CEQ , Sec . 150 2 . 9A) . I sul::xnit that 
an analysis of a southern alternatIve i s  warranted , and will satisfy the 
"revised draf t" portion of the regulations .  

Re sponse : The "southern alternative" ( liE" corr idor near 11axv ille) i s  a 
minor variation of the Taft Plan. This new var iation is evaluated in this 
f inal EIS . ( See Part I I I . B  of this Comment/Response Volume for further 
discussion. ) A supplemental or "revised draf t" EIS will not be required . 

3 .  Comment : I have just t inished reading your EIS summary on the pr oposed 
500 -kV Gar rison-Spokane project and find that you have almost wholly evaded or 
subverted the intent and purpose of the National Environmental POlICY Act 
regarding such statements.  

The Act requires you to submi t a statement outlining in detail the impact , 
good and bad , that your project will have on the environment : i . e . , so ils, 
watershed , streams , air , agr icultural and forest land , wildlife ,  human l ife , 
etc . , that the transmission lines cros s .  You have not done so . Instead , you 
have taken a page and a quarter to tell us what we already knew; that is,  if  
you did not build the line then such inaction would have no effect on the 
environment whatsoever except adversely economically . 

Response : The E IS Summary is a synopsis of. the overall document . The 
complete dr aft EIS contains the detailed evaluation of impacts that the 
proj ect WOUld have on the environment . 

4 .  Comment : BPA ' S  splitting the line into two pieces or separate segments 
for E IS purposes i s  inappropr iate and illegal, a flagrant violation of NEPA. 
The power line should be considered as a whole not in segments . 

Response : Segmentation (dividing a project into parts) is not in itse lf 
i llegal. Cr i teria used to J udge whether segmentation is proper were 
formulated by the Ninth Ci rcuit in Daly v .  Volpe , 514 F . 2d 110 6 (9th Ci r .  
1975) . They are : ( 1) whether a segment has Independent utility ;  ( 2 )  whether 
the length selected assures adequate opportunity for the consideration of 
alternatives ; and ( 3 )  whether the segment fulf ills important state and local 
needs.  In Distr ict Court review of the Colstr ip transmission proJ ect , Judge 
James F .  Battin found in January 1982 that "cons ideration of alternatives has 
not been unreasonably hampered by the EIS segmentation • •  ' • •  Finally , we 
believe that the segmentation of the EIS studies fulf illed certain state and 
local need s .  Each o f  the segments under consideration i s  essential to 
completion of the tr ansmiss ion gr id which, in turn will satisfy Montana ' s  
increased energy needs.  The segmentation may also facili tate more 
comprehensive study of a smaller area and thus provide a better backgr ound for 
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the agency ' s  f i nal aecision. In sum ,  we feel that the Daly v .  Volpe criter ia 
have been met and that the EIS segmentation adopted by the federal agencies 
was entirely reasonable . "  (County of !1issoula v. Peter Johnson) 

5 .  Corrment : 'Ibese hearings are premature . The Hay 28 , 198 2  corrunent deadline 
should be extended until hear ings before the Hontana Board of Natural 
Resources in Helena concerning the first segment of thi s  line have been 
completed . The placement of the f ir st segment of the line will directly 
affec t the location of the second segment . Additional hearings on the draf t 
EIS for Garrison Hest may be needed because segmentation of the lines is in 
violation of NEPA and unfairly biases the line down the Clar k Fork Valley . 

Re sponse : The question of segmentation has been addressed in the corrunent 
above . Extensive opportunities for public review already exist . The draf t 
EIS review per iod ran f r om March 16 through Bay 2 8 ,  1�82.  The S tate of 
�bntana i s  conducti ng an independent review of the Garr ison-Spokane 
Transmission pr oj ect , including opportunity for public corrunent . A leng thy 
review and corrunent per iod has already been provided for the draf t EIS . Ana 
there will be a 30-day waiting per iod after the f inal EIS IS issued before a 
dec ision i s  made on the proj ect . 

6 .  Comment : BPA has segmented the l ine into separate units with separate 
E18 ' s . 'Ibe issue of need for the line and power must be established 
independently in each EIS . BPA should then look at the pr oJ ect on a go , no go 
basi s  and not J ust where to place the line . 

Response : The needs for which th is proJ ect i s  proposed are : 1) to 
integrate and transmit additional electric power supplied by the Cols trip 
generating units , ana 2) to maintain the electrical reliability of the Federal 
Columbia River Transmission System . Chapter I :  PURroSE OF' AND NEED FOR 
ACTION substantiates these reasons for proposing the project . The orig inal 
need for the generating units and transmission system has been established 
under the Montana Maj or Fac ility Siting Act and the Feaeral environmental 
statement on the Colstrip Project . The Garrison-Spokane E IS focuses on issues 
which are ready to be decided and excludes from decision those issues already 
decided . See Part I I .  A of thi s volume for further discussion of tile i ssue of 
need . 

7 .  Comment : There has been no document for public review that directly 
compares the impacts of all potential transmission line routes for the 
Colstr ip pr oj ec t .  For example the s tate approved route and BPA ' s  pr efer red 
route . This i s  a violation of NEPA. A supplemental E IS compar ing all routes 
should be published for public review. 

Re§POnse : Numerous studies have been conducted evaluating potential 
transmISSIon line routes tor the Colstr ip Pr oJec t .  The Federal Colstr ip 
Project E IS contained a comparative evaluation of a full range of electr ical 
plans and transmission corr idors .  Subsequent studies, the Colstr ip Pr oject 
E IS Supplement and the Garri son-Spokane 500 -kV Transmission Projec t  EIS , have 
focused on more locali zed and s i te-specific var iations and/or new 
alternative s .  'Ibis sequence (called "tier i ng " )  allows focus o n  the broad 
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issues for the full range of alternative corridors,  followed by focus on 
site-specific var iations of lesser scope . The interd isciplinary team dec ided 
not to re-examine all broad scale alternatives every time a site -specific 
var iation was raised . 

8 .  comment : In conclusion , we bel ieve the DEIS has not adequately d iscussed 
the impacts this proj ect will have on Burlington-Northern timberlands (BNTI) . 
Accord ing to the National Environmental Policy Act ,  Section 1502 . 1 ,  the EIS , 
" • • •  shall provide full and fa ir discussion of signif icant environmental 
impacts and shall inform • • • the public of reasonable alternatives which 
would avoid or minimize adverse impacts • • • •  " In order to comply with 
these requirements , we bel ieve the BPA should more fully analyze our expressed 
concerns and clearly portray these f indings in the EIS . 

Response : On each alternative some Burl ington Northern timberlands may be 
affected . Concerns expressed in the letter focus on reduction in forestland 
base , potential road system impacts , future corr idor expansion, and need for 
more detailed information related to BNTI . The environmental consequences 
(Chapter IV of Volume I )  related to these issues are disclosed to the extent 

that they are known and knowable prior to the decis ion among alternatives and 
subsequent detailed survey , des ign , and landowner consultation. Mit igation 
measures that reduce or avoid many adverse environmental effects related to 
these issues are also listed in Chapters II and IV of Volume I .  BPA works 
closely with all landowners in siting transmission lines and in developing 
s ite-spec ific mitigation. 

9 .  comment : I would like to see statements in the EIS which conf irm 
compliance with NEPA standards .  Pertinent standards could be cited and the 
compl iance measures listed . 

Response : Such statements appear in Chapter IV of Volume I �  in the 
section entitled Consultation,  Review, and Permit Requ irements .  

I I .  D .  2 Compliance With Other State and Federal Facility S i ting and Planning 
Acts 

Numerous concerns were expressed that BPA should comply with ,  or should corne 
unde r ,  the provisions of the Montana State Fac ility Siti ng  Act .  Mos t  
commentors stated that BPA should comply with the Act ,  but d id not provide 
reasons . One commentor stated that BPA should be subj ect to the same rules 
that regulate pr ivate industry ; others stated that no public hea r ings on the 
EIS should be held unt il BPA sati sf ies the substantive requirelnents of the 
Act .  A few other commentors noted that Montanans should be g iven a chance to 
review the State ' s  dec ision on compliance before the comment per iod on the 
draft EIS is closed . 

One commentor also felt that BPA should comply with the Washington s i ting Act 
(Idaho has no such legislation) . Compliance with the provisions of other 

planning legislation, such as the Federal Land Pol icy Management Act and the 
l�tional Forest Managernent Act ,  was also recommended by several commentors.  

1 .  Comment : The BPA should comply with the Montana State Major Facility 
Siting Act .  
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Comment : BPA should not hold i ts meeting s to receive comments on the 
dr aft E IS until the State of t-lontana has ruled on whether BPA complies with 
the substantive pr ovisions of the Montana S tate Facility S i ting Act .  

Response : Receiving comments does not prejudice oecisions on the action 
to be taken. J:'he draft E IS review per ioo , which ran from I1arch 16 through 
��y 28 , 198 2 ,  was not extended because ongoi ng opportunities for public review 
still existed . The S tate of Montana is conducting an independent review of 
the Gar rison-Spokane Transmission Project,  including opportunity for public 
comment . A leng thy review and comment per iod was already provided for the 
draft EIS . And there will be a 30-day waiting per iod after the Final EIS is 
issued before a decision is made on the project.  

Recent court rulings aff irm that under the United States Constitution, a 
Federal agency i s  not subj ect to state regulation unless Congress has so 
specif ied . The BPA is not obligated to follow the procedural rules of the 
Montana Maj or Facility S iting Act .  However , the Federal agencies are 
attempting to mee t the obj ectives of these laws, which are generally 
consistent with NEPA, in the siting of the project. 

Judge Battin , Chief United States District Judge for the District of Montana, 
ruled in May 1982 (in County of r1.issoula v.  Peter Johnson) that BPA should 
sutmi t information to the State o f  Hontana so that the State may decide 
whether BPA has complied with the substantive standards o f  the Montana Naj or 
Facility S iting Act .  BPA has suJ:mitted that information for both the 
Townsend-Garrison line and the Gar r ison-Spokane lines . '1'0 date , the S tate has 
found that the Townsend-Gar r ison line is acceptable , with appropr iate 
mi tigation. The S tate is presently reviewing the studies on the 
Garr ison-Spokane l ine . That review i s  scheduled to be completed before a 
decision on the Gar r ison-Spokane Tr ansmission ProJect . 

2 .  Comment : 'Ihe representatives of Bonneville Power Administration would 
like you to think that all this 1S up to Gar rison and so , therefore , all we ' re 
talking about at that po int i s  from Garrison west . I respectfully submi t that 
i s  not necessar ily tr ue . Going back on the history of this j ob, as I recall 
the history of i t ,  the �lontana R:>wer Company was supposed to have built thi s  
line and supply power from Colstr ip toward the west coast and i f  I recall my 
history correctly , had a siting under the Montana t-Ejor Siting Act that was 
appr oved . That never went through Gar rison and never went through Maxville or 
anywhere near this area. And i t  was approved under the substantive standards 
of the Hontana Major Siting Act .  

Re sponse : Chapter I of Volume I contains a section o n  backgr ound o f  the 
project . It briefly traces the involvement of the Hontana Power Company , the 
State o f  Montana , and the Bonneville Power Admini stration. Regarding what was 
approved under the £lontana Major Facility Siting Act ,  the State of Montana 
approved the application for Colstr ip Units 3 and 4 and i ts transmission '
system , and granted a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Publ ic 
Need in July 1976.  The appr oved route , which was not located near Garr i son or 
Maxville , was the one applied for by the Montana R:>wer Company . 
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Subsequently , the Federal decisio n ,  based on a comparative stUdy of cor r idor s, 
found the "Townsend-Boulder" corr idor to be the pr efer red alter native . 
Because of controversy over centerline and corridor location, a supplemental 
EIS was i ssued on the Townsend-Garrison part of the Colstr ip tr ansmission 
system . Thi s  line was reviewed by the State of Hontana and found to meet 
substantive standards of the Si ting Act ,  subj ect to certain conditions. The 
Gar rison-Spokane project EIS considers alternatives north and south of the 
approved cor ridor , in response to concerns voiced by the public . As mentioned 
above , thi s  project , too , is being reviewed by the State of Hontana to ensure 
that it meets the sUbstantive standards of the Siting Act .  

3 .  Comment : Also , why is the BPA ' s  preferred site so different than the site 
selected by the State of Montana after the r igorous selection process 
undertaken by the state? Hhat does the BPA know that the state does n ' t? • • •  

they [BPA] should , at least , follow the state ' s  Siting Act . 

Response : For the Colstr ip Proj ect , the State ' s  selected cor r idor and the 
federally approved corr idor are the same for most of the route , except in 
Hestern Hontana, where some routing studies for this proj ect are still in 
progress . ·  The comparative evaluation of corr idors contained in the Colstr ip 
EIS ( 19 7 9 )  indicates that there are signif icant environmental problems 
associated with the State-approved cor r idor in the western part of the 
routi ng , particularly the constraint and feasibi lity of building a line 
through the "Jocko Pr imitive Area. I I  Although the feaerally approved routing 
does encounter some environmentally sensitive areas,  i t  was judged by the 
Federal decisionmakers to be preferable to the State-approved corr idor . For 
additIonal information, please refer to the Colstr ip Project EIS ( 19 7 9 )  and 
the Federal Record of Decision I ssued in September 1� 79 . See also tne 
response to comment # 4  in Part I I .  B .  1. 
For response on the Montana Hajor Facility SI ting Act ,  see the previous 
comment/response . 

4 .  Comment:  EFSEC (\�ashington State Energy Facility S i ting Evaluation 
Counc i l) has raised specific concerns about substantive standards and recent 
court cases involving compliance with tllese standards .  Three references [from 
the EIS ] in essence state that BPA will not meet the Hashington S tate 
standards ( 5 th edition of the National Electr ical Safety Code lNESC] ) ei ther 
substantively or actually : 

1 .  BPA will not comply with any Hashington S tate Siting s tandards f or 
transmission systems . 

2 .  BPA will meet Hashing ton State Substantive S tandards li to the extent 
pr acticable • 

II 

3 .  BPA "may not be consistent" with Hashington S tate s tandards which are 
more restrictive than the Standards BPA uses for construction. 

No reference i s  made to substantive standards relating to location , no ise , 
construction impacts which are normally cons idered in siting of energy 
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facilities. EFSEC has been more concerned with these impacts and mitigations 
than the NESC . 

The only way to determine EFSEC standards has been through the hear ing process 
and much more detai l  than can be found in thi s  EIS . The reasons BPA must 
consider substantive standards are two court cases [Columbia Basin Land 
Protection AssocIation, etc . , v s .  Schlesinger and the State of Montana v s .  
Peter Johnson] which reached substantially the same findi ng s .  • It 
appears the draft EIS is aef ic ient in that it doesn ' t  reference the necessity 
for Washington S tate concur rence or approval of compliance with substantive 
standards of EFSEC. 

It also appears that BPA on the basis of the draft EIS intends to make no 
effort to comply with the Cblumbia Basin case by providing sufficient 
information to EFSEC to evaluate the tr ansmission l ine for compliance with 
substantive standards .  

Response : These comments have been addressed by revIsIng the EIS Summary 
and Chapter IV ( Consultation, Review, and Permit Requi rements) . Also , in 
specific response to the S tate ' s  request , BPA has met with representatives of 
the washi ngton EFSEC . Unless otherwise notif ied by the State , we assume that 
the information submitted through the NEPA process , including the direct 
contacts , has provided suf ficient information to meet the State ' s  needs .  BPA 
will attempt to respond promptly to any other requests for information. 

5 .  Comment : In the Federal Land fulicy and Management Act ,  Section 503 
requires that r ights-of-way in common should be used to the extent practical , 
and that the Secretary concerned shall take into consideration State land use 
policies. It is my under standing that the USDA has stated that the For est 
Service would not require BPA to comply with the mandatory right-of-way 
condition contained in the Federal Land Policy and Management Act ,  that 
right-of-way permittees must comply with state siting laws.  It seems that a 
highly signi ficant condition in this law has not been addressed- -that existing 
rights-of-way be utili zed to the extent practical .  It is distressing that the 
BPA dr aft EIS on the Garrison-Spokane power lines proliferates separate 
r ights-of-way across Montana.  It appear s that BPA is not in compliance wi th 
Section 50 3 .  It is my understanding the the "Secretary concerned" has the 
legal obligation to direct the BPA to utili ze existing right-o f -way . 

Response : The issue of whether the Federal Government i s  subj ect to state 
siting laws is a complicated one that is in part be ing clarifiea through court 
rulings.  In general , though , Federal projects should meet substantive 
standards def ined in State siting acts ,  but Federal agencies are not required 
to follow S tate administrative procedural requirements . (See previous 
response s .  ) 

The issue of following existing r ights-of-way to the extent practicable is 
addressed in Volume I under the heading of Cor r idor Development and in 
Part I I .  C of this Volume . As discussed , there are pros and cons to 
paralleling existing r ights-of-way . Findings on the environmentally prefer red 
alternative and determination of the proposed action dId take into account use 
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of existing right-of�ay as much as i s  practica l ,  considering the goal of 
minimal environr.lental e f fec t .  

The Forest Service and the Bureau ot Land Management are cooperating agencies 
and decisionmaking agencies on this project because of the ir re sponsibility to 
allocate land use on Federal lands in a manner consistent with Federal Land 
Policy . 

6 .  Cor.unent :  The requirements of both the Federal Lana Policy and �1anagement 
Act, and the National Forest Hanagement Act ,  both enactea in 19 76 • • • must be 
str ingently enforced by the Forest Service . 

Response : The Forest Service and the Bureau of Land �Enagement are 
cooperating decisionmaking agenc ies on this proJect, and as such can be 
expected to adher e to the ir governing regulations. 

7. Corrunent: Most counties through which alternatl ve segments pass have 
adopted some form of land use plans. All the plans state that undeveloped 
landscapes are to be protected in oraer to malntain environmental quality and 
preserve existing rural atmospheres .  This goal i s  not being accomplished by 
choosing a pr eferred route that goes througt1 an area where there is virtually 
no existing power lines or easements. 

Response : Both developed and unaeveloped resources are aadressea by 
county plans,  with an overall goal to maintain envHonmental quality and to 
preserve the existing atmosphere of many areas . ��here any route Qinimizes 
conflict with developing land use s ,  it will initiate or increase conf licts 
with undeveloped land uses . In response to extensive public comment , BPA has 
attempted to site the line where the least overall environmental impact on all 
resources will occur . ( See also responses in Part I I .  G. 3 . )  BPA wlll 
develop the projec t  in such a way as to minimize the adverse effects on 
environmental quality ana to avoia or minimi ze alteration of an area ' s  r ural 
atmosphere . Mitigating measures to reduce adverse effects of the project wlll 
be i ncorporated as part ot the proposal . ( See Volume I ,  Chapter I I  for more 
detail on such measures ;  and in Chapter IV , Consultation, Review, and Permit 
Requirements . ) 

8 .  Comment : • • •  How does Bonneville Power plan on what sort of deal ings 
they ar e going to have with the Department of Natural Resources after they ' ve 
gathered all these mater ials? Just ignore the Department of Natural Resources? 

Resp?nse : The Bonneville Power Administration has entered into a 
cooperatlve agr eement with the State of Montana to facilitate review of the 
project by the S tate and ensure that the projec t  i s  consistent with 
substantive standards of the MaJor Fac ility Si ting Act .  

I I .  D .  3 Flathead Indian Reservation Right-o f-Hay 

The legal status of the present r ight-of-way held by BPA across the Flathead 
Indian Reservation and uncertainty of making an accord wi th the Confederated 
Salish and Kootenai Tr ibes remain concerns should the Hot Spr i ngs route be 
selected . 
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1 .  Comment : Selection ot a transmission line route cr ossing the Flatheaa 
Reservation without bringing the position ot the [Confederated Salish and 
Kootenai] Tr ibes to the attention of the decisionmakers, in our opinion, would 
make the f lnal impact statement defic ient . For example , the Tribes have 
raised specific legal points questioning Bonneville ' s  r ignt to utilize the 
existing 230 -kV right-of-way to construct the proposed double-c i rcui t line s .  
The Tr i bes '  position regardlng the availability and the scope of the exist ing 
right-o f -way also bears on whether the proposed Hot Springs Plan otfers 
suff icient options for f uture power development . The Draft EIS , however , 
g ives only the most curso ry treatment of tne Tr ibe s '  arguments . (See Draft 
EIS , pp . 11-1 1 ,  IV-46) • • • •  The Tr ibes ( are opposed] to the transmission 
lines crossing their Reservation. The rl'r ibes will proceed to court , i f  
necessary , to receive j udicial conf irmation ot the ir r ignts . 

Response : The Hot Springs Plan requires crossing of the F'lathead 
Reservation of the Confederated Sal ish and Kootenai Tr ibes .  In 1951 ,  the 
Tribes granted a 250-foot-wide r ight-of-way to BPA for a 230 -kV wood pole 
transmission line (Hot Spr ings-Anaconda l ine) which was constructed on 
one-half of the right-of -way , wi th the other half reserved for future use . 
The Hot Springs Plan proposes to use the vacant half of the existing 
250 -foot-wide Hot Spr i ngs-Anaconda r ight-of -way . 

The Tr i bes take the position that use of the right-of-way to locate , 
cons truc t ,  and operate the proposed double-circuit ,  500 -kV Cols trip facilities 
would be beyond the scope of the original grant . The Tr ibes also take the 
position that the duration of this r ight-of-way is limited to 50 year s 
(1951-2000) • 

In contrast ,  i t  is BPA ' s  position that it applied for , appraised , and paid for 
a perpetual right-of-way easement , that the existing 250-foo t-wiae 
right-of-way is of suf ficient wiath to support a double-circ uit,  500-kV 
transmission line , and that such use is within the terms of the r ight-of-way 
easement . 

Implementation of the Hot Spr ings option would require settlement with the 
Tr ibes for a presently undetermined amount of consideration, or , i n  the 
alternative , would require j udicial or legislative resolution with the 
attendant delays and uncer taintie s .  

I I .  E .  �mo PAYS/WHO BENE.FITS 

Commentors expressed the opinion that i t  was unfair for one group to be the 
primary beneficiar ies of the project while another group would have to bear 
i ts environmental costs.  

1 .  Comment: The social and environmental costs of the l ine will be borne 
largely by Hontanans ,  while the power itself , and thus the benefi ts of the 
line ,  are destined for the Hest COdSt. 
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Response :  In addition to transmitting the outpu t of Cbls tr ip Generating 
Units 3 and 4 ,  these tr ansmission tacilities wiil streng then the tr ansmiss ion 
sy stem w ithin hmtana in that outages ana loss of loao will be reduced . 
Re liability of service will be improveo , tor exaraple , for t1issoula , Anaconaa , 
Great Fall s, and the ir sur rounding areas . Additional transmiss ion will be 
ava ilable for emergency power transfers of var ious kinas .  

!'lore than 4 0  IJercent o f  the power produced by Cols trip 3 ana 4 will go 
di rectly to tlontana and Idaho customers .  Two investor-owned utilities which 
are pa rtic ipating in the construction of these generating units- -Hontana Power 
Cbmpany and Pac if ic Power and Light Company--serve retail users of electr icity 
in f'1ontana . �Je estimate that the Cblstrip lines will supply 5 6 0  megawatts ot 
power for the Hontana loaas of these two companies . Present loaas ot Pacit ic 
Power in northwest I10ntana are being served from the �yest Cbast by generation 
that incluaes the large coal-f irea plant at Centralia , ��ashing ton, in wh ich 
Pacif ic Power is a participant . 

Finally , the social and envHonmental costs of the bu ilGing and operation of 
this line ar.e taken into account in trying to aetermine a location for the 
line which w ill create the least environmental impact .  

2 .  Cbmment I woula like to know why we have to put up with thi s ugly eyesore 
when we receive l ittle or no benef its from i t .  To my unaerstanding we w ill 
receive no money , few if any jobs which will be shor t-temled at best ,  no tax 
relief and no power . In fact , it ' s  my understanaing that our power bi lls will 
be increased to cover the cost of this line that we don ' t  want . I also 
understand that it will af fect our school f unding by aecreasing i t .  So in 
fact , thi s  powerline is a threat to our children ' s  education . 

Response : The project will generate short-..term economic benefits to local 
communi ties dur ing construction.  Hhen all of the worker s employed on the 
proj ect make expenditures in the local economy , they will g enerate several 
million dollars wo rth of income (see Chapter IV of Volume I ) . l1uch of the 
cost of the transmission f aci lities would be recovered from wheeling use 
charg es to the Cblstr ip project participants ; remaining costs would be added 
to BPA ' s  rate base . The transmission project would not appreciably increase 
pmver bills . ( See Pa rt I I .  L. 2 for further discussion. ) Addeo school 
funding costs or other increased local

-
government service costs requirea as a 

result of the project construction wor k force may be compensated for through 
an impact aid formula BPA is developing . The impact aia provis ion is meant to 
allev iate extra local government service expenditures needed as a result of 
the project . ( See also responses in Part I I . K.) 

I I .  F .  ��HY BPA I S  BUILDING THIS PARI' OF YrlE LINE 

The history of the proJect is leng thy ana rather compl1cated . · Commentors most 
of ten asked why BPA, rather than f.Iontana Power Company , was building this pa rt 
of the line ,  s ince Montana Power was orig inally SCheduled to do so . Since 
that change meant that tax revenues anticipated from pr ivate owner ship would 
not mater ialize , the question was linked to other f inancial concerns ( see also 
Part I I .  K, Taxes/�act Aid) • 
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1 .  Comment : t�hy is Bonneville Power Administration building the line instead 
of Montana Power Company , since i t  will be used to transmi t pr ivate power ?  
Do e s  BPA have the r ight to build this f ar east? 

Comment : And I really wonder what kind ot a deal BPA had wi th Montana 
Power in the fact that they went ahead , they took over this line ,  they built 
it and then they didn ' t have any agreement from Montana Power . It almost 
makes you think that this thin� was all preJ udged many , many years ago . 

Response :  BPA i s  permi tted by the Federal Cblurnbia River Transmission 
System Act to integrate all federally produced , as well as all non-federally 
produced , power within its service area .  That service area extends as far as 
75 miles east of the Continental Divide . The proJ ect study area i s  within 
those limits. 

BPA was orig inally scheduled to integrate this power through i ts Hot Spr ings 
Substation and had planned from the beginning to build the line from thi s 
substation west .  However ,  i t  extended the point ot power integration f arther 
east , at the request of the Montana Power Company . The State-approved route 
crossed the Flathead Indian Reservation, where �WC had no r ight-ot-way . BPA 
currently possesses a vacant r i9ht-of�ay across the Reservation.  ( Also see 
Part I I .  D .  3 . )  

2 .  Comment: BPA should return the proj ect to the Hontana Power Company so 
that affected county governments will be able to tax the facili ties and 
provide a stronger tax base . 

Comment: ��hy , since Montana Power Company orig inally planned to bui ld the 
line all the way to Hot Spr i ngs or elsewhere ,  is BPA now proposi ng  to build 
it? Hhy won ' t BPA reverse itself and return the pr oJect to Hontana Power 
Company? 

Re sponse : Or ig inally , the Colstr ip Pr oJ ect Management (CPM) consortium 
was scheduled to build transmission facilities to a point west of 
Townsend- -probably Hot Spr ings- -for integration of power into the Bonneville 
Power Administration (BPA) main transmission grid . After The Montana Power 
Company ' s  request in September 19 7 7  that BPA build the integr ating 
transmission westward from the Helena area ,  BPA sought ana received 
Congressional author i zation to undertake such integration. public Law 9 5-482 
(earlier , House Joint Resolution 113 9 ,  passed October 18 , 197 8 )  incorporated 
language from the earlier H . R. 12928 : 

"Pr ovided , that expenditures from the Bonneville Power Administration Fund 
established by Public Law 9 3 -954 are hereby �ifically approved • • • 

for the construction of facili ties to integr ate new generating fac i li ties 
at Colstr ip , Montana , and the Bonneville Power Administration transmission 
g r id . " 

Based upon this leg islation , BPA negotiated an agreement with C:R-l to build the 
needed transmission fac ilities from TOwnsend westward to the Spokane area. 
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BPA is legally obligated by thi s agreement to build the line ; construction 
needs to be started soon and completed on tlIne .  De.lays of the pr oJ ect 
to-date have ser iously jeopardized our ability to provide integration 
of the generating units as they corne on line . For BPA to abandon I ts 
responsibili ties would render impossible thi s  timely integration ana would 
be extremely costly to Northwest ratepayers, incluciing Montanans. 

Federal law currently prohibi ts BPA from making in-lieu tax payments.  
However , the BPA Administrator , under provisions of the Pacif ic Northwest 
Electric Power Planning and Conservation Act ,  may make impact aid payments to 
local governments to compensate for increased services requirea because of the 
trangai ssion project . ( See also responses in Part I I .  K . ) 

3 .  Comment : I f  the preferred route [Taf t Plan] does not pass through the 
Flathead Inciian Reservation, why is BPA and not BPC bu ilding the line? 

Re sponse : As stated above , the Montana Power Company , in September 19 7 7 ,  
requested that BPA, under the provisions o f  the Federal Columbia River 
Transmission Act (P . L .  9 3 -4 54) , construct part ot the CO.lstr ip integrating 
transmission system . BPA conditionally agreed to do so . In studying 
alternative routes, BPA evaluated routes on ana off the Flathead Reservation. 
The Hot Springs and Plains Substations were evaluated in the Federal Colstrip 
Pr oject EIS . The Taft Substation terminal was a new alternative in 1979 and 
one of the primary reasons for revising and reissuing the Hot Spri ng s  to Bell 
EIS . 

4 .  Comment :  I th ink another alternative you ought to consider is j ust 
breaking the contract , cutting ['lontana Power loose and le t the private 
utilities wor k it out ,  let them pay for i t ,  • • •  

Response : Based on Congressional authori zation,  the Federal ColumbI a  
River Tr ansmission System Act and other considerations, BPA IS r esponsible for 
construction of the Garrison-Spokane 500 -kV Transmission Projec t .  The pr ivate 
utili ties through contractual arrangements will be charged for that port ion ot 
the Federal facilities they util i ze to serve their customers.  

I I .  G. HOh HE DID THE SI'UDY 

Comments on how we did the study can be separated into comments on public 
involvement and decisionrnaking , processjmethodology , and evaluation cr i teria. 

I I .  G. 1 Public Involvement and Decisionrnaking 

Many commentors on this SUbJ ect stated that BPA had not involved enough local 
landmmer s  in the initial selection of route alternative s .  A nwnber of  these 
cornrnentors asked why a meeting had or had not been hela in a particular 
community ( i . e . , Alberton, Huson,  Hall) . Some simply complained abou t  bei ng 
excluded from the scoping process and others asked for the names of those 
landowner s  or residents who had been consulted during the initial siting 
process . Other comments requested that all landowners within one mile of 
proposed routes be not i fied of that fact in writing .  
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A few commentors stated that BPA ' s public involvement program was being used 
to find a place of "leas t resistance" for the location of the transmission 
l ine route . Others posed questions about whether new routes were part of the 
scopi ng process or part of the comment proces s .  A few expressed a desire to 
have decisionrnakers present at the dr aft EIS hearings or to arrange a special 
meeting between the dec isionrnakers and the public . 

Several commentors expressed tile viewpoint that BPA had already made up its 
mind and would not listen to any comments . Others requested that the hearings 
and comment per iod be extended until after the State of Montana had completed 
its review .  A few stated that because o f  the necessity t o  beg i n  construction 
of the line ,  the public was not being g iven enougtl time to consider the points 
raised at publIC meeting s .  

And f inally , numbers o f  people asked questions about how publIC input trom 
scopi ng meeting s  and the draft EIS hearing s  would be incorporated into the 
f inal EIS and would affect deci sions. 

Numerous commentors on the topics above simply made statements or expressed 
opinions that could not be responded to . These comments frequently included 
statements that the public was excluded from the scoping process ( "By 
excluding the public from the scopi ng proces s ,  you have clearly proven EPA to 
be the most unresponsive and short-s ighted agency operatIng tOday" ) ;  that BPA 
wasn ' t  li stening to public comment ( " I think that these comments everyone is 
making are falling on deaf ears" ) ;  and that the adequacy and intent of the 
process was questionable ( "You have chosen to ignore us until now when you 
find yourselves in need of our cooperation" ) • 

1 .  Comment : 'Ihroughout thi s  whole thi ng ,  you do not address what ' s  good for 
the people of Montana , what ' s  good for the pr ivate c it i zen her e .  Hhat you ' re 
expres sing in here are for the welfare of BPA and for the weltare ot Montana 
Power Company . 'Ihat ' s  hog wash, you better start paying attentlOn to the 
people that yo u ' re hurting with thi s  thing • • • •  

Response : BPA ' s  scoping ana hearing pr ocesses for the Garrison-Spokane 
project were designed specifically to inco rporate people ' s  feelings in route 
identification and selection. The route selection and impact identif ication 
process attemptea to minimize the number of people adversely affected by the 
proposed l ine by examining their needs and attitudes from socioeconomIc , 
urban/residential , and esthetic viewpoints.  

2 .  Comment : How will the decision on where the line is to be r un be made? 
�mo , exactly , will make the decision? And when will the dec ision be made? 

Response : The pr imary Federal decisionrnaking agencies are the Bonneville 
Power Administration, u . S .  Forest Service , and Bureau ot Land Management . 'rhe 
decisions to be made are descr ibed br iefly in Chapter I of the EIS . About a 
month after the Final EIS has been filed wi th the Environmental Protection 
Agency and distr ibuted to the public ( schedulea for ��rch 1983) , the Federal 
dec isionmakers will issue a public Record of Decision (scheduled for Apri l  
1983) . The Record o f  Decision will carry the signature ot the responsible 
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officials of each agency . It will document the decision, spec ify alternatives 
considered , identify and d1SCUSS f actors relevant 1n making the decision, and 
state means selected to mitigate and monitor environmental impac t .  

3 .  Comment : A number of comrnentors expr essea concern about how citizens 
could gain i nput to the decisionmaking proces s ,  questioned how public meeti ng 
comment would inf luence the content of the EIS , and questioned whether the 
comments wil l  really have an impact on the decision. 

Response : Public COmTIlents have been actively sought on repeated occasions 
since planni ng was begun on the proj ect . Opportunities for citizen 
involvement have i ncluded scoping meetings, workshops , open-house infonnation 
meeting s ,  and public hearing s ,  as well as opportunities to submi t written 
comments ( see Chapter IX ot Volume I ,  "Errata" ) .  Information g athered dur ing 
the scoping process has helped to determine subj ects of controversy , siting 
concerns , and resource concerns . These concerns helpea BPA to formulate and 
analyze the routing alternatives and mitigation measures presented in the 
dr aft EIS .  Public comment from review of the Draft EIS has inf luenced the 
proposal in many ways. Route adj ustments ,  spec ial tower des igns ,  ana 
additional mitigation measures have been adaed to the proJects ' alternatives 
in response to concerns expressed by the public . The i nformation gathered 
from the public review process will also have an impact on the f inal 
deC1S10n. All comments are assessed . Responses to comments are documentea in 
this Volume of the final EIS . And the proJect Record ot Decision ( to be 
issued about a month after the f inal EIS )  will discuss how all factors,  
including public comment , were balanced in reaching a decision. 

4 .  Comment : • • •  I j ust encourage you to go away a little bit humble 
because we realize that you do have a job that you ' ve got to do , but don ' t be 
scared to go back to the men that are in charg e 'Clear back into Washi ngton and 
say , "Hey , fellows , you better come out and take a look at some of this.  It ' s  
easy to push us out there ,  but they are human and they ' re what makes thi s  
country exist and go . "  

Response : The interdisciplinary team will ensure that public concerns 
will be carr ied forward to the agency officials responsible for making the 
decisions regarding this pr oposed tr ansmission l ine proJect.  

5 .  Comment :  I am di sappointed that you did not extend the comment per iod to 
allow for review of the State of l-lontana ' s  decision with regard to the line . 
My request was log ical and should have been granted . I make the further point 
that your response to me was sloppy . You did not answer my request in a 
timely fashion, but instead delivered your response to my office one day 
before the comment deadline , and then only after being requested to do so by 
my off ice . The delay is indicative of the attitude BPA has displayea to all 
Montanans concerned about thi s  pr oJ ect throughout the EIS process. 

Response : We considered your suggestion in relation to the agreement maae 
on Hay 17 with the State of Montana. The agr eement provides for State agency 
and Board review of the Montana po rtion of the Gar rison-Spokane transmiss ion 
l ine to determine whether Bonneville Power Administr ation has complied with 
the substantive requirements of Hontana '  s t1aj or Facility Siting Act .  
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He have worked c losely with the S tate agenc ies in reviewing the public and 
other cormnents on the draft EIS , and will be working with individuals and 
groups on centerline adJ ustments to mi tigate impacts. S tate requirements for 
construction activities developed for the ongoing TOwnsend-Garrison segment 
will be analyzed for inclusion in the mitigation measures of the f inal 
construction specif ications for the Garr ison-Spokane line . 

In light of the extended opportunities for State-BPA coordination and of the 
longer-than-normal review period ending Hay 2 8 ,  1982 , we decided not to extend 
the draft EIS comment per iod. 

He appreciate your concern that Montanans have the opportunity to consider the 
State ' s  f inding s  for application to the Gar rison-Spokane segment . \Je believe 
that the S tate-BPA agreement and the ongoing work with individuals and g roups 
will provide thi s  opportunity in an atmosphere of closer cooperation between 
the S tate and the Bonneville Power AdministratIon. 

6. Cormnent : The plan for environmental studies as revised in April of 19 81 
called for public workshops to be held in July of 19 &1 concerning route 
locations and route evaluations.  These workshops were never held in the 
Garr ison-Nissoula study area. No scoping meetings were ever planned or hela 
in the area of the southern route of the Flint Creek Valley . 

Comment: • • •  We never had any scoping . We have one incorporated town 
in the County that was never allowed to have informational hearing s  ana 
testimony ei ther . 

Re sponse : The Plan for Environmental S tudies did call for wor kshops in 
July 19 81,  as par t  of the public involvement process for route review and 
evaluation. For several reasons that wor kshop activi ty was consolidated into 
the scoping meeting activity for the Gar rison�issoula part of the study 
area : 1) the public part icipation objectives for Phase I - Project Planning 
and Phase I I I  - Route Identification and Review were s imilar and partially 
overlapping ; 2) preliminary route locations were known at the t ime of the 
scoping meeti ngs ; 3 )  the scoping meetings and wor kshops would have been 
scheduled very close together ( between late May and July) and , trom 
experience , were not l i kely to provide much different or supplemental 
information. 

7 .  Comment: The " Dear Reviewer" letter enclosed with the EIS said our 
comments and the February 4 meeting comments would be " treatea as though they 
were comments received on the Draft EIS , "  even though they were made s ix weeks 
prior to the publication of the EIS . In a l'1arch 25 meeting in Hall ,  Dan 
Bisenius called treatment of our comments "a gray area" , and Tim Murray tr ied 
to suggest that our comments and the meeting were somehow "outside the EIS 
process . "  • • • The February 4 meeting and comments was not even acknowledged 
in the Draft EIS . And in a March 16 letter to Granite County Alliance , George 
Eskridge tr ies to j ustify one of these many methodological manipulations in 
terms of the National Environmental Policy Act .  But when challenged in our 
t4arch 3 0  letter , he simply arops the NEPA defense in h is April 9 letter . 
Clear ly these many varying and formulating methodologies [the apparent 
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indeci sion on how to treat GCA ' s  comments ] leave us confused about BPA ' s  
ability or intention to receive public comment . 

Response : Comment letters submitted after the close of project scoping 
but be fore i ssuance of the draft EIS have been included with comments f r om 
public review of the dratt EIS . Comments have been evaluated and are 
responded to in thi s  Volume of the final E1S . The letters are pr inted at the 
end of this Volume (Part VI ) • 

8 .  Comment : vve already have [BPA] r ights-of-way through this area here 
[Rathdrum-Bell ] . ��hy is i t  necessary to have these meetings here ana kind of 

waste your time? 

Re sponse : Public meetlngs were scheduled throughout the proJ ect area to 
obtain public comment on the environmental unpacts of the proposed line . Even 
though there is an existing r ight-of-way available between Spokane and 
Rathdrum ,  BFA wanted to see k comments on any additional effects of another 
line within the r ight-of-way easement .  

9 .  Comment : I also asked a t  that time why no scoping meetings were to be 
held in Hineral County . I had attended some scoping meetings in Hissoula 
County . Of course , the whole point of that matter was we ' re j ust li ttle fish , 
and that ' s  the reason why we didn ' t qualify for that,  so wnat I ' m saying is 
yo u ' ve got this • • •  draft EIS which has in i t  supplemental information that 
came from scoping sessions In areas like Missoula , but if you looked through 
this carefully you wouldn ' t  find anythi ng  related to r1ineral County in that . 

Response : As listed in Appendix A, "lYlethodology" (Attachment 1 ) , for the 
initial project , the Hot Spring s-Bell Supplement ( 197 9-April 19 81) study area 
(of which tVlineral County was a part) , scoping meetings were held only in 

Coeur d ' Alene , Idaho , and Hissoula , [\10ntana ( September 19 79) . Subsequently , 
in Harch 1980,  eight workshops were held across the study area , including one 
in Superior , Hineral County on i1arch 26 , 198 0 .  Hhen the scope of the projec t 
and the study area were expanded in Apr il of 1981 , more scoping meetir�s were 
held in the new area (Hay 19 1;1) . These meetings were followed by eight "open 
houses" in the or ig inal study area in June 1981 . An open house was [leld in 
Super ior , Mineral County on June 23 , 19 81 . Both meetings were conducted to 
hear concerns of Mineral County residents . 

10 . Comment : Hhy can ' t hearings be scheduled for towns like Hall ,  Alberton , 
or Huson? Residents ot these areas may be af tected by the proj ect.  

Re sponse : Fourteen public hearing s  were held throughout the project 
area . It was not possible to have a hearing in every community in the 
reg ion.  The locations were selected to provide everyone in the project study 
area a reasonable opportunity to attend a meeting . In addition to the public 
meeting s ,  BPA widely advertised and announcea that written comment was welcome 
throughout the corrunent per iod. BPA also pr ovided toll-free phone l ines to 
answer questions o r  forward information on the project . Even though meetings 
COUldn ' t  be held in every town that requested one , an effort was made to 
provide other convenient avenues for information or comment . 
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11. �ornment: \vhy then can ' t  we have a meeting with the decisionmakers;  why 
do we have to go through so many channel s ,  not know whether your comments are 
going to the right people? 

Comment: I would like to see a real change in F'ederal agencies to where 
the individual with whom they deal has input and has meaningful input • • • 

you have [ said] that these transcr ipts will be avai lable , and , yes , I bel ieve 
they will be available , but I also believe that they won' t  be reaa . They 
won ' t be paying any attention to i t  in the least by anybody that makes the 
aecision. That ' s  why I asked to have Peter Johnson here tonight , he i s  the 
man that ultimately this decision lies with • • • see , why should I believe 
anything we say is really going to have any i nput in your organization? It ' s  
darn fr ustrating out here .  \Je corne out her e ;  we ask you ; you can ' t g i ve us 
answer s .  You say you can ' t speak for the Department . v�ho can, and why aren ' t 
they here? 

Response : The decisiorunakers have delegated the responsiblity for 
conducting the envi ronmental studies and project hearing s  to the interagency 
project team under the direction of the proJ ect manager . Although the 
decisionmakers were unable to attend the public review meeti ng s ,  the proJec t  
manager and representatives of the decisionmaking agencies d ia part icipate in 
nearly all of the sessions . The projec t  team has been directed to r igorously 
assess and evaluate all comments received trom the review and channel i ts 
findi ng s  to those who will make the decisions . \le are doing so . 

12. Comment : • • •  Instead ot a summary when you pr int the comments , pr int 
the comments word for word . You put out lots of stuf f . \Jhen you set out the 
draft a few more pages , let ' s  have all the comments from S t .  Reg is word for 
word , not $ummation and j ust the way i t ' s  said here tonight . 

Response : Whi le the complete public comment record i s  avai lable for 
review at BPA, i t  is not economically or analytically practical to repr int i t  
i n  i ts entirety i n  the f inal EIS . The eleven-hundred-plus pages o f  public 
meeting transcripts are summari zed for the final EIS . All comment letters on 
the dr aft EIS are repr inted verbatim .  Comments from this voluminous public 
comment record have been assessed and considered individually and 
collectively . Responses to these corrments are the pr imary subject of thIS 
Volume (I I )  ot the final EIS . 

13 . Comment: I see one [EIS] si tting r ight nere.  The problem i s  that two of 
those , as far as I know, came into S t .  Reg i s .  I haven' t read either one ot 
them • . I didn ' t have access to them. Tonight is the night for comment on this 
Draf t E rs , not a month from now or not some other time , i t ' s  tonight . \ve 
didn ' t have the infonnation. \le have no way of evaluating what you did 
because it isn' t in the bulk of the material that everybody else around here 
received . We [only] got Summar ies. 

Response : EIS Swrunar ies were broadly distr ibuted to individuals who had 
not requested a complete EIS . However , the cover letter did list toll-free 
phone lines where copies COUld be requested . The Summary i tself contained a 
list of libraries and government off ices where complete copies of the docrunent 
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were available . Comments could be presented either at  the public meetings or 
in writing any time during the review per iod . 

14 . Comment : And speaking ot homewor k ,  why i f  the BPA has worked very hard 
at notifying landowners in the Haxville area , was there a woman f inaing out 
ownerships less than 3 weeks ago at the courthouse in Philipsburg? I thought 
all this was done before decisions like what or what not is the better route . 

Response : Printed advertisements , radio announcements,  ana direct mailing 
were used to notify people who may be potentially affected by the project . In 
addition, the project mailing list is continuously updated . In the instance 
mentioned above , landowner records were probably being reviewed as part of 
that update . Knowledge of all landowner identities is not needed for the 
interdisciplinary team to concluae its analysis.  

15. Comment :  Comparison o f  the newspaper ads Hay 14 , 19 81,  to aa dated 
Apr il 8 ,  1982.  Maps are vague • • • Apr il 82 ' s  map , although an improvement 
over nay ' s , shows r1axville and Philipsburg , does not show Hall. And the scale 
that the map is could have the line going anywere north of Haxville when we 
were under the impression that it  passes over the top of this small community . 

Response : Maps used in the newspaper advertisements were intended to show 
general information accompanied by text describing the project review activity 
taking place and the person to contact for more detailed information 
( including detailed reference maps if desired) . The route in question passes 
slightly north of the corrununity of Maxville . 

16 . Colmnent : BPA, in response to inquiry ,  has provided no evidence that i t  
tried to contact any landowners south o f  Hall other than two resiaences out of 
thirty-eight . • • • In the EIS , it tells of community meetings in the Maxville 
area with Haxville residents and the BPA on July 7 ,  1981 , to discuss the 
transmission line routing through this area. And this is a direct quote from 
the EIS statement, Appenaix A, when askea the names of residents who attended 
this meeting and the Alliance was told it  was confidential .  "Residents" means 
several , not one or two . No one else knew of this meeting other than the BPA 
itself and a few of the BPA ' s  own choosing . 

Response : In response to a request made j ust after the DEIS was issued , 
BPA requested permission from the people attending this July 7 meeting to 
release their names.  That information was then includea in an Apr il  9 ,  198 2 ,  
letter from George Eskridge to Lee Tavenner o f  the Granite County Alliance . 

17 . Comment : • when you select a final route among the three that you ' re 
talking about ,  for example . �{ill there be any opportunity then for public 
input or would construction be started? 

Response : The proposed route is identified in the final E1S .  Although 
there is no formal public review per iod on this document , written comments may 
be suJ::mi tted to BPA. 'Ihese COlnrnents would be available to the decisionmaker s 
who will prepare a Record of Decision on the proj ect about one rnonth after the 
f inal EIS is distr ibuted and filed with the u . S .  Environmental Protection 
Agency . 
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18 • .  Comrr�nt: I f  this process o f  public participatlon is to be �eaningful and 
not j ust political wind , please evaluate and address all comments submi tted to 
BPA both oral and wr itten. 

Response : AlL oral and wr itten comments were evaluated and are addressed 
either on an indiVidual or collective basis in this document ,  as specif ied in 
CEQ regulation 40 CFR 1503 . 4 . 

19 . Comment: You should notify all people living within one rnile of each of 
the proposed corridors in writing so that everyone is fully aware that they 
would possibly be confronted by these �onstrous power lines. 

Response : Researcher s visi ted each of the county records offices to try 
to identify landowners along the corridors of each of the major transmission 
alternatives and to include them on our mailing list . �Je do continue to get 
some letters back whenever we make a mailing . It is dif ficult to determine 
whether that is because there are errors in the county records or i n  our 
records. However , we are continuing to try to f ind all the landowners 
potentlally affected by the proj ect,  to make them aware of the project via a 
powerline newsletter . 

2 0 .  Comment: Hhy didn ' t you spend time going over the EIS draft before you 
published it , explain it to the people before they respond before the deadline . 

Response : The draft EIS was distr ibuted over 3 weeks before the start of 
public review meeting s .  It was written in a standardized format specif ied by 
the Council on Environmental Quality . The document incluaes a summary ,  table 
of contents, index , list of references , and appendices to ease review and 
minimi ze the need to explain the EIS to people before receiving comment . 

21.  Comment : �Jould it be the same impact of a thousand people? If a 
thousand people wr ite one letter or a thousand people signed one letter , would 
that have the same impact as a thousand letters? 

Response : The subj ec t of a commentor ' s  concern is what we focus on so 
that we may address and respond to that concer n.  1ne number of people making 
a comment does g ive us additional information on how strong ly a concern is  
felt.  

22 .  Comment: Bonneville has taken a number of steps over the past year to 
roake its process more responsive and its people more available to the pUblic . 
Nevertheless , it is essential that the f inal environmental impact statement 
show clearly and specifically how each of the local concerns and ideas has 
been addressed . 

Response : In Volume II ( this Volume) of tne f inal EIS ,  a substantial part 
of the discussion is devoted to geographic areas of concern (Part IV) . This 
was done to allow more spec ific response to local concerns as you suggest . 

23 . Corrunent : Bonneville should closely review all local initiatives and 
proposals for center line routing .  I am particularly concerned about reports 
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from several affected communities that local concerns are  not being considered 
adequately. I will take this opportunity to make clear for the decision 
record that especially with regard to the lvlaxville , Miller Cree k ,  St . Regis 
and Thompson Falls areas, my repeated requests for more and improved meetings 
between local residents and Bonneville personnel have met with only limited 
success . Further , I have had repeated indications that Bonneville has not ,  to 
date , respondea to particular routing ideas and problems raised by local 
residents . 

Response : The f inal EIS devotes substantial attention to addressing local 
geographic concerns as you have suggestea . Part IV of Volume I I  contains an 
assessment of comments from each locale you mention. BPA has met and wlll 
continue to meet with local residents and community groups on request . 

24 .  Comment : BPA representative , George Eskr idge, at a public meetlng in 
St . Regis,  told us the BPA really wasn ' t  interested in the people of Mineral 
County ' s  opinion, economic or environmental future nor that tile property 
owners didn ' t  want the lines running through their property ; the only impact 
the BPA is tuned into is the political impact.  

Response : The comment is incorrectly attributed to Mr . Eskridge.  ( The 
assertion may have been made by a member of the public . )  Public comment , 
economic , and environmental considerations will be vital factor s in 
decisionmaking on the project . 

I I .  G. 2 Process/Methodology 

The comments on process and methodology posed questions and cr iticisms on a 
wide variety of subjects . Some cornrnentors on the E IS stated that it 
identified controversies but not impacts, did not present the methodology in 
enough detail to be easily understood , and �t it did not present enough 
information to j ustify route ranking scores in Appendix A. Other commentors 
stated that the E IS did not disclose human impacts or present enough back-up 
data to j ustify route comparisons . 

More specifically, commentors stated that while several resources such as 
soils, elevation, forests, and streams had been considered several times,  the 
human population had only been considered once . Others telt that the 
identif ication and weighting of impacts was arbitrary , random , and/or 
untraceable . One commentor stated that communities and residences had not 
been counted until after route selections were made ; another one felt that 
potential effects of mitigation measures had not been considered in the route 
selection process. 

Other commentors on process/methodology stated that inaccuracies existed in 
the agricultural ,  undeveloped/subdivided land , and other maps. Some comments 
questioned the accuracy of stream crossing numbers and soils maps and askea 
why a population density map had not been prepared . 

Commentors on the socioeconomic analysis stated that it should have g iven more 
consideration to crossings of flat , developable land , and that it should not 

II-35 



Garrison-Spokane EIS 
Hg0046 : 02-0 7-8 3 

have been " lumped" together with other resource areas . Other commentors 
questioned how views of local residents were incorporated into the 
socioeconomic analysis . 

The study process is discussed in general in Chapter I I  of Volume I and more 
specifically in Appendix A .  Additional responses are provided below . 

1 .  Comment : All route alternatives should be compared before the Final EIS . 
'Ibis requires another Draft E IS .  v�e asked that such a comparison be included 
in the draft document . 

Re sponse : All route alternatives are compared in the EIS . The scoping 
process was used to def ine a study area within Which a complete range of 
alternative routes could be def ined and evaluated . These routes are evaluated 
in Chapter IV of Volume I in the text , tables ,  and maps.  However , only those 
alternatives determined through a comparative evaluation to have the least 
adverse environmental impact for each alternative plan of service were car ried 
forward to the final EIS . For further discussion of this question, se� 
Parts I I .  B Other Alternatives and I I .  D Legal Concerns.  

2 .  Comment: Goal number f ive , identify with the Hashington Hater Power 
Company an electrical plan. What does this have to do with it? 

Response : BPA ana the Hashington Hater Power Company have proposed 
transmission projects that may be built in the same area.  By evaluating both 
projects at the same time , a decision can be reached that avoids unnecessary 
duplication of facilities and minimizes environmental harm . 

3 .  Comnent: The EIS does not dIsclose effects of the proJect on the human 
environment . It merely lists them as areas of controversy . Table 2 . 3 ,  
Ranking Summary , and Tables 2 . 4 -2 . 6 ,  Advantages-Disadvantages, do not indicate 
the extent or importance of the impacts . For example , the ranks of l=least to 
3=rnost are misleading as they don ' t reflect where plans might be very close or 
very far apart . 

Response : Discussions of impacts become more detailed the farther one 
reads into the E IS . The "areas of controversy" discussion (in the SU1>ll"lARY) is 
intended only to highlight issues that are not agreed upon--those for which no 
ready answer exists . For some , the issue may well be whether there is an 
impact ( L e . , health and safety) . For others the question is how to weigh one 
effec t against another in the overall comparison. 

Chapter I I : COMPARISON OF ALTERNATIVES discusses impacts for combinations of 
segments into best alternative routes .  The focus of this chapter is to 
compare the effects of one route with those of the others in a complete and 
meaningful manner .  

Chapter IV : ENVIRCNr1ENTAL CONSEI..!UENCES aetails both general and particularly 
noteworthy effects of every possible variation of the project.  Magnitude , 
intensity ,  and significance of impacts for eaCh resource along each segment 
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are covered in  the text and tables .  For instance , table 4 . 3  - Resource 
Considerations provides hard data (miles, acres, numbers) about resources 
encountered . Table 4 . 2  treats impact source s ,  duration ,  and likelihood . 

rrhe Route Ranking Summary and the Advantages/Disadvantages tables were not 
intended to indicate the extent , importance or location of impacts ,  but were 
designed to help make those compar isons. The terms " 1 , " "2 , "  and "3 " ,  as well 
as "most"/"leas t" are relative measures derived from the detailed analysis in 
Chapter IV. Thus,  table 2 . 3  - Environmental Ranking Summary is intended to 
show relative ranks among routes,  not to show the intervals separating them. 
From this table , one may see which plan best satisf ies the most evaluation 
criteria.  Actual differences among plans and information on the ranges of 
these differences are characteri zed in the text and in tables 2 . 1 , 2 . 2 ,  2 . 4 ,  
2 . 5  and 2 . 6 .  

4 .  Comment : Access roads were considered in four separate " scoring "  
categories o n  the route ranking option forms [used by the resource analysts to 
compare routes--see Appendix A] . Other data categories , such as erosion, 
elevation, forestry and stream crossings, were used multiple times.  Human 
population was only used once , showing technical bias at the expense of human 
consideration. 

Response : Access roads were treated as a cause of impact,  not as a data 
item . They are important because they affect wildlife habitat , erosion, 
long-term forest productivity and short-term agr icultural production; increase 
access to recreation or cultural sites;  create inconvenience effects 
associated with use of roads and gates on pr ivate land and attendant social 
effects; cause visual scar ring ;  and increase cost considerations. Many of 
these are strong human concerns. 

Furthermore , human population was a major var iable in the Urban-Residential , 
Socioeconomic , and Esthetics resource topics.  In the ranking summary (table 
2 . 3 ) , which compares the plans against ten important cr iteria , two of the ten 
(la and 2 )  relate directly to human population. Four more evaluate related 
human considerations having to do with land use or economics ( lb, lc) , 
esthetics (3 ) , and (4 )  cultural resources .  Furthermore , examination of the 
environmentally sensitive areas cr iterion (6 )  reveals that virtually every 
area categorized is one where sensitive human population conditions prevai l .  

5 .  Comment: The statistics tend to be encyclopedic and not analytical . For 
example , the clearance of timber is indicated as a hundred twenty-five feet 
wide . Acreage was computed on the total linear length of the line where it 
crosses through timber areas. care and placement of the lines can greatly and 
very mater ially reduce this acreage . Also , there are dlstinct differences in 
line impacts. Some impacts need to be measured at tower sites only whereas 
others must be measured along the entire route . These should be reanalyzed 
and put into perspective . Additionally , the general mitigation measures are 
mentioned but are not brought into the analysis.  Basically we recomnend a 
proper analysis of the actual impacts of this line . 
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Response: The data presented i n  the Resource Considerations tables 
(tables 2 . 2 ,  4 . 3) are not merely a listing of resource information. 1hey were 
intended to show the range of potential impact for selected resources , as the 
f irst step in the analysis of impact .  After a site-specific examination ot 
the routes themselves , resource specialists assigned meaning to the numbers by 
estimating the actual nature , level,  intensity ,  and probability of impact .  

A site-specific examination would involve close estimation o f  a number ot 
factors ;  for forest clearing , for instance , the topography , type of 
vegetation, and growth rate all entered in. Although towers are placed to 
minimize clearing , an average of 125 feet of timber would have to be cleared . 
Some locations would require more clearing , others less . The mileage f igures 
used in the tables and text reflect this average . 

Different activities do result in distinctly different impacts. Such 
differences,  an important part of each analyst ' s  impact evaluation, are 
reflected generally in table 4 . 2  and in the gener ic impact discussion and , for 
specific impacts, in the section discussions in Chapter IV (Volume I)  • 

Mitigation measures and their effects were integral parts ot the analysis as 
wel l .  Th e  impacts discussed i n  Chapters I I  and I V  (Volume I )  are considered 
to be the actual effects which would occur should the facilities be built . 
Although standard BPA mitigation measures were assumed for many resources,  
these effects would occur regardless of mitigation. The mitigation measures 
discussed separately in Chapter II and at the end of the section discussion in 
Chapter IV could affect the degree of intensity of many impacts . 

6 .  Comment : The segment resource data are not used directly for any route 
compar isons . These resource numbers are reviewed and interpreted by j udgment 
calls.  The identif ication of significant impacts and their corresponding 
scoring weights is thus arbitrary , random, and very unreasonably weighted . 

Response : The segment-by-segment data measurements are general indicators 
o f  potential impact.  They are not ,  by themselves, a complete or accurate 
analysis .  Impact assessment , by definition, requires j udgment ana 
interpretation, in this case by experienced professional resource specialists 
(see Chapter V of the the EIS , LIST OF PREPARERS) . Each analyst assessed the 
nature ,  likelihood , timing , duration, intensity and significance of potential 
impacts according to a consistent set of assumptions derived from his or her 
knowledge of the resource,  the data, and the study area. These standards , 
documented in the Introduction ot Topics section of Chapter IV, wi thin the 
section diSCUSSions themselves, and in Appendix A, Attachment 2 ,  were applied 
by each specialist thoroughly and consistently for the entire project . 

7 .  Comment: 'Ihe fact remains that the public doesn ' t get to comment on the 
economic or , I believe you said , not engineering but econom�c considerations. 
I suppose some people are eng ineers and would like to make a comment when some 
engineers say that isn' t feasible . It seems to me that our engineer has a 
right to say , "well , certainly that ' s  feasible . "  Hhy isn ' t  that information 
made publi c? 
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Response : One goal of the envirorunental impact statement process is to 
detail the proj ect ' s  effects on the envirorunent . The EIS is not intended to 
contain detailed technical and economic studies that may be used in the 
decisiorunaking process . I t  does , however,  contain summary cost and technical 
data helpful in characterizing the alternatives and their impacts. The EIS 
(Chapter I) also lists as needs and purposes those considerations in addition 
to envirorunental quality that are likely to be relevant and important to a 
decision. 

8. Comment: An adequate level of review is possible only after very 
difticult and time consuming study of materials ( i . e . , segment resource data) 
not readily available in the EIS or appendixes, ana is not fairly summarized 
elsewhere .  The methodology is designed to discourage review and comment and 
to make substantive comments on EIS material almost impossible . 

Response :  The material in the EIS , includi ng the appendices and map 
volume , adequately details general or "average" impacts for each resource 
along the routes,  discloses areas where noteworthy or more serious effects 
would occur , and indicates the envirorunentally preferrea option for each 
plan .  This satisf ies the goal of the envirorunental analysis within the page 
limits set by the Council on Environmental Quality . Given the size and 
complexity of thi s study area, and the scope of the issues under 
consideration, the EIS is obviously not a brief and simple document . We have 
attempted to present the results and methods in a manner as simple and 
straightforward as possible . For the reviewer interested in greater detail 
about a specific area, BPA has made virtually all of the analysis products 
available at various offices. This includes segment-by-segment data 
summaries , large-scale resource maps , and aerial photography . 

9 .  Comment : The corridor impact maps are developed by the analysts applying 
their  j udgments to a matrix scheme to the resource maps . The matrix scheme , 
in turn, is an application of the analyst ' s  j udgment of level of impact of 
various combined resources .  There are no measurements in either the matrixes 
or their application to the maps . The entire impact rating is an unstructured 
j udgment call of the analysts,  and as such, is virtually untraceable for 
review. 

Response : Impact assessment , by aefinition, requires j udgment and 
interpretation. Each professional resource specialist (see Chapter V of 
Volume I :  LIS'E OF PREPARERS ) assessed the nature , likelihood , timing , 
duration, intensity and signif icance of potential impacts according to a 
consistent set of assumptions derived from his or her knowledge of the 
resource , the data, and the study area. 

These standards were applied by each specialist thoroughly and consistently 
for the entire proj ect and were used to develop the matrixes referred to in 
the comment . The matr ixes are models which show relative values of resource 
data in the study area. Each matrix value is derived from the analyst ' s  
interpretation of the nature and significance o f  the resources and their 
sensitivity to impact . The matrix is not used to measure tmpacts along linear
routes. The terms which were used--Very High (VH) , High (H) , Moderate (M) and 
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Low (L) - -are relative values v/hich correlate to specific impact possibilities. 
The assumptions for these terms for each resource are also documented in 
Appendix A, Attachment 2 - Location Factors . 

10 . Comment : The development of further data on any particular segment is  
dependent upon i ts being a part of a two-segment comparison. If no 
alternative segment is  identified for comparison, the data collection process 
stops on this segment and most of tl1e relevant impact data for the segment is  
not gathered . Some further data is  gathered on the impact summary forms but 
only impacts deemed "noteworthy" at the wide-open discretion ot the impact 
summary form analyst is even mentioned here . Clearly errors of omission are 
not available for review here . 

Response : Data was collected first tor 33  data i tems for the entire study 
area. 'Ibis information was used to define corridors and help locate route s .  
Then each resource analyst identif led and collected additional data i tems for 
his or her route irr�act resource analysi s .  The same level of information was 
collected for the entire route network, and all segments were field reviewed , 
regardless of whether a segment was part of a two-segment comparison. The 
impact summary forms referenced in the comment were used to synthesize all 
existing infollThation on noteworthy impacts in order to write the Draft EIS 
most clearly and succinctly . These forms contain no "additional" data. All 
impacts identif ied in the analysis have been treated here under either part 1 
of Chapter IV (general impacts) or part 2 (more ser ious or noteworthy 
impacts) . As directed by the Council on Environmental Quality ' s  regulations, 
the analysis focused on disclosing the project ' s  more important consequences. 

11.  Comment : Route comparison scores summaries are shown in Appendix A but 
without any site-specific explanation or J ustification of these scores. The 
scores are based on analysts ' j udgments that are noted in route option ranking 
forms. 

Response : As noted in the comment, these are summar ies of route 
compar lsons made during involved and lengthy interdisclplinary team 
workshops . For each comparison, each analyst characteri zed the nature and 
occur rence of impacts on his particular resource , rankea the route s ,  and 
stated the reasons for the rankings. The overall ranks represent the 
consensus of the team, following comprehensive discussion of all resource 
tradeoffs. The best-ranked plan became the environmentally preferred route . 
Departures from this route would be considered to have higher impact .  Except 
for segments eliminated from further consideration, information on nature and 
signif icance of impacts is  presented for all route segments considered . ( See 
Chapter IV: ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES . )  

12 . Comment : ��p volume , Appendix C ,  Hot Springs-Bell study area, wildlife :  
big game sensitive habitat; wildlife : Peregr ine Falcon; wlldlite : Bald 
Eagle ; wildlife : Osprey ; wildlife : Grizzly Bear ; wildlife : waterfowl , all 
fail to mention the Bureau of Indian Affairs,  �vildlife Branch, as a source of 
information for on or adjacent to the Flathead Reservation resources .  
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Response : Although the data maps provided by the BIA, Hildlife Branch, 
were used in compiling the project data base , the source designation was 
inadver tently omitted from the maps. This information has been added to an 
errata sheet . 

13 .  Comment: • • •  ��e are skeptical about the a<:lencies ' ability to present a 
thorough, obJective , and accurate asses�nent of the project • • • • part ot 
the problem with the BPA producing an unbiased analysis is that the BPA is 
acting in this instance , as the j udge ,  j ury , and prosecuti ng attorney . BPA is 
overseeing BPA ' s  work .  Due to the self-f inancing nature of the BPA, careful 
congressional scrutiny appears to be sorely lacking . Its role as the lead 
agency in the Colstrip EIS , while it was, at the same time , a proponent of the 
project , is a clear example of the problem. BPA functions as an inaependent 
Federal agency that is responsible to no one but i tselt . 

Comment : How does BPA prevent bias from slippi ng into the EIS when i t ' s  
fairly clear that BPA wants to put in a power line? 

Response : A well-defined system of checks and balances operates to insure 
that BPA conducts and presents objective and accurate assessment. First of 
all,  BPA is ultimately responsible for the environmental consequences of all 
i ts programs and projects . As part of our mission, we are charged to assure 
the region an adequate , economical,  reliable , efficient and environmentally 
acceptable power supply. AlSO , the National Environmental Policy Act directs 
us to perform accurate and complete analyses and disclose all signiticant 
environmental effects of our programs and proJ ects.  ��here a proJ ect would 
cross Federal land , land management agencies ( i . e . , the Forest Service ana 
BLM) have to be satisf ied that this has occurred before they will grant a 
permit to cross the land . BPA is also subject to other appropriate laws and 
regulations . 

BPA and other agencies cooperating on the EIS have tollowed a mutually agreed 
on plan for environmental studies to insure a systematic evaluation. llhe work 
has been performed by reputable professionals whose responsibilities and 
credentials are listed in Volume 1 .  Hork  is periodically reviewed by agency 
officials for comment and direction. The work  is subject to cr itical review 
and comment by the public . Additionally , the method followed in doi ng the 
studies is published as an Appendix to the EIS titled Appendix A, 
It1ethodology . "  

BPA, in following an open, public , systematic , and well-docillnented planning 
process ,  has endeavored to control and eliminate bias,  slanting , or 
prej udicing of information and to demonstrate accountability for its actions. 

14 . Comment : Other technical statements sutxnitted in all these hearings,  both 
orally and written, with aifferent conclusions from the BPA should be 
investigated and addressed in the final EIS . The author s should note their 
sources and any conflicting views , studies , or f indings. 

Response : This volume (Volume I I :  Comment/Response) analyzes and 
responds to each comment and conclusion drawn by all commentors on the draft 
EIS . Changes are also made , where pertinent , in the EIS itself (Volume I) . 
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15 . Comment: Affiliation for all consultants engaged in the preparation ot 
the E IS should be noted--i . e . , BPA quoting BPA employees on health and safety 
effects is less than truly believable . 

Response : Tile training and background for every resource specialist who 
helped to prepare this document is presented in Chapter V:  LIST OF 
PREPARERS . As discussed in Chapter IV of Volume I and in Part I I .  H of this 
Volume , information on health effects currently reflects all research being 
performed in the world . 

The discussion of safety concerns reflects BPA policy developea after years ot 
operating thousands of miles of transmission line by specialists recognized as 
experts in this f ield . Most of this information was derived from pamphlets 
and brochures about behavior near powerlines which BPA updates periodically 
and widely distr ibutes to the public . 

16 . Comment: Flatter land is generally more valuable and more suitable for 
human use .  Steep ground is less likely to be used by people for future 
development . The BPA methodology does not consider this cr i tical 
socioeconomic factor . Rather ,  methodology considers only the opposite 
consideration for technical construction considerations . The powerline should 
be placed on less valuable , steeper ground not only for human use of the 
flatter ground later , but because long-term land use costs will far outweigh 
short-term construction costs . Any socioeconomic consideration that does not 
take account of long-term land use cost impacts is ser iously lacking . 

Response : The concerns above were captured in project scoping meetings 
and workshops . They are considered under the scoping issue called "Use of 
Public vs.  Private Land" (see Chapter I ,  Volume I)  and in Part I I .  I of this 
Volume . As with other human development, it is easier and less expensive to 
build a transmission line on flatter ground . '  

Although the socioeconomic considerations did not include a comparison between 
flat land and steep ground , the socioeconomic route selection process assessed 
the impacts of crossing pr ivate property, dispersed development, and 
undeveloped/subdivided land , three characteristics which serve as excellent 
measures for the land ' s  potential for future human use . 

17 . Comment :  I think the socioeconomic factors are traditionally separated 
out on EIS work .  I think lumping them tCXjether [ in with "traditional" natural 
resources ]  is causing more problems than it ' s  solving . 

Response : A complete descr iption of the consideration o f  socioeconomic 
factors considered is available in Appendix D - " Social and Economic 
Considerations . "  These factors were considered along with several other 
resource factors in the interdisciplinary route rankins proces s .  

In Volume I , socioeconomic factors are discussed alone in Chapter IV. 
However ,  because socioeconomic factors are closely related with several other 
resource topics ( such as urban/residential , agr iculture , and recreation) , they 
were discussed and considered along with several other topics in the E IS . 
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The interaction that took place between the socioeconomic team member s  and 
those of other resource topics was very important in the overall impact 
identif ication and route ranking processes ,  as it tended to strengthen the 
analysis of each individual resource area. 

18 . Comment :  The socioeconomic analysis presented views of individuals that 
could be affected by the line , but it did not specify those views held by 
residents of any particular geographic area . How did the socioeconomic 
analysis incorporate the views of local residents [and particularly those of 
Mineral County residents] ? ��hen was the study conducted and who did they 
contact in Mineral County? Hho conducted the socioeconomic study? 

Response : The socioeconomic study of the proposed transmission line was 
conducted by Hountain ��est Research , a pr ivate firm located in Billings,  
Montana since 197 4 .  Under contract to BPA, Mountain Hest evaluated the 
proposed line ' s  social and economic effects on local residents . The analysis 
included 52 formal interviews and more than a hundred infonnal interviews witl1 
landowners,  residents, and government and pr ivate officials in a nine-county , 
three-state study area. The results of these interviews are summarized in 
Appendix D, "Social and .Economic Considerations . II 

As noted in Appendix D ,  the interviews were organi zed arouna potential effects 
on different types of land uses (farming , ranching , residential, forest, 
etc . ) .  The results of these interviews revealed a highly consistent set of 
expected impacts for each type of land use . Hence , the socioeconomic analysts 
assumed that the impacts on a mile of irrigated farmland would be about the 
same , whether the land was in Mineral or Missoula County . The analysts then 
gave more preference to lines which avoided sensitive residential,  
agr icultural , and recreational areas. This approach was highly obj ective and 
avoided a more subjective approach which could have "pitted" neighbor against 
neighbor . 

Several landowners, real estate agents, and government off icials in S t .  Reg is 
and Superior were interviewed . H::>weve r ,  because these individuals were 
assured of confidentiality at the time of the interviews , their names cannot 
be released . 

19 . Comment: There are also sections in the EIS map volume on big game 
habitat , peregrine falcons , grizzly bear s,  waterfowl, but there were no maps 
of human population density .  

Response : Human population density maps were not needed because existing 
data maps showing towns, communities,  and residences di splayed the actual 
distr ibution of human population and could be used to make more accurate 
impact predictions . Towns and communities are indicated as urban/residential 
and dispersed development land uses on figure 4 . 3  - Land Use/Land Cover ( also 
included in the map volume) . Although the scale of this map is too small to 
reflect locations of individual residences, such residences were mapped at the 
larger USGS quadrangle scale for use in route location and impact assessment .  
Other maps which reflect human population concerns ana which were used in the 
impact analysis include EIS figures 4 . 2  - Land OWnership and 4 . 10 - Viewer 

II-43 



Garr ison-Spokane EIS 
Wg0046 : 02-0 7-83 

Sensitivity ,  and the Proposed Development , Land Use Constraints and 
ACXluisi tion Cost maps in the Hap Volume (Appendix C) • 

2 0 .  Comment: There are problems with many of the maps. The ciata base maps 
are of such small scale and without section lines such that identif ication of 
known areas is extremely difficult. 

Response: There are limitations on the amount ot detail that can be shown 
at the scale of the £IS . The EIS and map volume maps provide sufficient 
detail to determine approximate locations of most geogr aphic features . Tney 
are not intended to provide pinpoint locational data but rather to show 
resource patterns over a 9 , 000  square mile study area. More detailed maps and 
air photos have been and will continue to be made available at the BPA 
Transmission Coordination Off ice in Missoula , Montana . 

21 . Comment : It says that the Taf t  route has the fewest stream crossing s .  
How many were there i n  the other route and \�hat are you talking about when you 
say stream crossing? 

Response : The Taft route crosses the highest number of streams. The 
number of streams crossed by a route is a general index of the amount of 
potential disturbance on water quality ,  aquatic wildlife and strearnsiae 
vegetation from clearing for rignt-of-way and access roads.  Initial stream 
counts were made using the Hydrology-Perennial Streams and Rivers Hap ( see Map 
Volume) , which was based on the USGS 50 2 series 1 :  250 , 0 0 0  scale maps and 
tallied in tables 2 . 4  - 2 . 7 .  

A revised count based on USGS 7 . 5- and 15-minute quadrangles shows the stream 
counts for the top-ranked route in each plan to be : Plan A - 7 7 ; Plan 
B - 100 ; plan C - 106 .  The EIS is being revised accordingly .  

2 2 .  Comment : !1any of the landowners shown havi ng undeveloped subdivided land 
don ' t know anything about their land being subdivided . 

Response : The map reflects recent activities in subdividing parcels of 
land in order to predict where future development might occur . The map is 
based on county subdivision, certificate of survey , and deed records .  It does 
exaggerate the extent of the resource because information was mapped by 
quarter-section. That i s ,  wherever any subdivided parcels occurred ,  the 
entire quarter-section was mapped and counted in that category , even though 
the corridor itself might miss the particular subdivided parcel .  

The maps , nonetheless , present a good general picture of the extent and 
distribution of undeveloped subdivided land across the study area. Although 
it was impossible to f ield check every parcel in the study area, most parcels 
of undeveloped subdivided land crossed by routes were verified for the impact 
analysis.  

23 .  Comment: t1aps showing erosion susceptibility and mass movement potential 
are incorrect and do not reflect the actual potential . �Jhat are your sources 
for these maps? 
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Response :  The main sources for these maps are the 1976 USFS map ana 
pUblication "Land Suitability Pattern for Electr ic Transmission Lines" and 
C . P .  Ross '  Geologic Hap of Idaho . General U . S . Forest Service mapping units 
were combined into similar classes to show general levels of erosion 
susceptibility and mass movB�ent potential . Data reflected in the USFS 
mapping units refer particularly to road cutbanks and other road cut and f ill 
areas.  The interdisciplinary team was aware of the limitation of this 
generalized information for detailed analysis,  but determined the maps to be 
helpful in the regional analysi s .  These maps were combined with other data 
( i . e . , slope , elevation) and used to identify broad corr idors.  More detailed 
information--including f ield reconnaissance and air photo interpretation--was 
collected at the route-specific level to supplement these maps for route 
impact analysi s .  

2 4 .  Comment: The agr iculture maps shows no irr igation on Tarkio Flats a t  all , 
and there has been since ' 7 3 .  

Response : The map dOClllnent entitled " An  Atlas of Hater Resources in 
Montana by Hydrologic Basins , "  Inventory Ser ies Report No . 11,  Hontana Hater 
Resources Board , shows irr igated lands in Montana as of approximately 1970 . 
This document depicts irrigated lands in small areas along valleys of 
tri butary streams flowing into the Clark Fork  River between Tarkio and 
Lozeau . These irrigated lands did not appear on maps for agricultural lanas 
in the draft E IS ,  apparently as a pr inting error . No routIng alternative 
comes within 3-4 miles of these irrigated lands,  so thei r  existence would not 
influence results of the environmental analysis.  New irr igated lands in the 
'Iarkio area also VJould not be directly affected by the proposed routing 
alternatives. 

25 .  Comment: On page IV-54,  segments of the Taft plan are listed . Segment 
148 ( the Ninemile Valley) is not included . Yet in the body of the text , 
segment 148 is compared and evaluated using the same cr iteria as applied to 
the other listed segments of the Taft plan. 

Response :  Segment 148 was inadvertently omitted from the list o f  other 
segments also part of Plan C .  It is included on table 4 . 3  and in Attachment 3 
of Appendix A.  This omission has been corrected in the f inal EIS . 

2 6 .  Corrunent: Technical bias . Segment identification within corridor s was 
determined pr imar ily under direction of the siting eng ineer whose expertise is 
civil engineering rather than environmental studies.  Furthermore , the 
decision of whether or not to identify alternate route segments for comparison 
purposes was under the direction of the same siting engineer . Although the 
eng ineer was supposed to consult with other team members in this  segment ' s  
identification, no explanation, j ustification, record , tables,  notes or other 

, documentation explains this segment identification for any specific segment 
alternatives or lack of segment alternative s.  • • • This clearly leaves the 
segment identification process at the direct mercy of extreme technical bias 
without any possible review. 
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Response :  The initial routes were placed i n  the least-impact areas , based 
on analysis of available available resource data and field information. vvhere 
multiple segments were located across an area , it was because no one segment 
was the best overall choice environmentally . Generally , where only one route 
alternative was located across an area, it was because that location was 
determined to be the best overall .  Route options were identif ied from 
information supplied by members of a team whose individuals have extensive 
environmental backgrounds (see Chapter V,  LIS� OF PREPARERS ) . Route locations 
were studied and analyzed by all team members. The siting specialist is part 
of this team . During public review, additional information and intense public 
concern led to the identif ication of alternative routes in certain sensitive 
areas . Four such alternatives were considered by the entire team in 
comparison to the or iginal route locations ( see in this Volume , parts IV.  B,  
E, I,  and N . ) • 

2 7 .  Comment:  Indian concerns have been listed in the draft environmental 
impact statement , however ,  saying that they were g iven a fair presentation 
would not be accurate . This is especially true in the several instances where 
the draft refers to the "potential diff iculty of crossing the Flathead 
Reservation, "  as opposed to saying , " the concerns of the Confederated Salish 
and Kootenai Tribes relating to health and safety issues,  jurisdiction, legal 
issues, environmental issues, social and economic considerations, etc . , "  with 
a presentation and discussion of each . The Confederated Salish and Kootenai 
Tr ibal Council should not be perceived as a problem to be dealt with,  but 
given the respect and consideration due to the governing body of the tribal 
membership , the tr ibal homeland and of all the resources found there . 

Re§POnse : BPA, aware of the quasi-sovereign status of Tribal governments, 
held numerous meetings with the Tr ibal Council of the Confederated Salish and 
Kootenai Tribes throughout the EIS process .  Envirbnmental,  social, and 
economic issues raised by the Tr ibes are consistent with issues raised by 
non-Indian commentor s .  Thus , the term "potential difficulty o f  crossing the 
Flathead Reservation, "  as used in the draft EIS , refers only to uncertainty 
surrounding the legal status of BPA ' s  existing right-of�ay across the 
reservation. See Part I I .  D .  3 for a detailed response to the r ight-of-way 
issue . 

28 . Comment : Not considering such vital population data as actual number ot 
people within a half mile of the line is evidence that the study is flawed . 

Response : An obj ective of the EIS is to predict changes ( impacts) that 
may occur in local populations and communities as a result of building the 
proposed transmission line .  Even if it had been practical to conduct a census 
with in the area one-half mile to either side of each alternative route , this  
was not necessary . It was much more d irect to consider the residences and 
other settled areas ( i . e .  communities) in thi s  zone . But knowing data about 
numbers of people--whether actual population numbers or counts of dwellings 
and settlements--did not complete the analysis  of human impact .  Other 
factors ,  such as landform and vegetative screening ,  needed to be considered to 
ascertain actual impact . The number of residences within one-half mile of the 
line was considered in the route comparisons. (Also see responses in Parts 
I I .  G. 3 and II I .  A, and other responses in this  section. ) 
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2 9 .  Comment : 'Ihere are several areas that deserve further study before final 
location is determined . These include Maxville , Rock Creek,  Blue Mountain and 
St . Regis,  all in Montana. We [U. S .  Forest Service]  would be happy to 
participate in the analyses or studies since they would affect national forest 
system lands. 

Response : Further j oint route location review and study in the areas 
mentioned has taken place . Specific resource concerns and resolution of the 
studies are detailed in Part IV of this Volume , GEOGRAPHIC AREAS OF CONCERN . 

I I .  G .  3 Evaluation Criteria 

Many people had comments about the factors used to site and evaluate the 
alternative routes .  Some commentors on evaluation criteria addressed the 
weighting of resource concerns and the j ustification of the Taft Route as 
being "environmentally preferred . "  

11any asked how weights were attached to resource concerns to ensure fair 
application of the evaluation criteria.  Others stated that the evaluation 
critieria underemphasi zed human and land use concerns at the expense of 
natural resource concerns. 

Commentors on the Taft Route asked how it could be called "environmentally 
preferred" when its impacts on wildlife , forestry, vegetation, soils,  and 
water were higher than the impacts of other routes. Several stated tne Taft 
route had simply been routed through an area that didn ' t have enougn political 
clout to do anything about it . Others stated that the Taft route should be 
abandoned in favor of a route that makes more use of existing cor ridor s  where 
people are "used to" the effects of a transmission line . 

1 .  Comment : How are weights or values attached to the various evaluation 
factors so that the results are fair? 

Response :  Impacts within each resource topic were rated against each 
other to determine how important and how severe impacts would be as a result 
of building the line . Each analyst used information on impact sensitivity and 
probability in making these assessments. Impacts among different resource 
topics were not compared or weighted . This was done to minimize the 
possibility of favoring one interest group over another or of affecting a 
regionally or nationally important resource considered locally not to be 
significant . In addition, the interdisciplinary team recognized that 
society ' s  values in Western Hontana may not be those of Northern Idaho, or of 
Eastern Hashington. 'Ihe system of equal weighting was used to eliminate a 
sway or bias of special interests. 

That system also fostered group discussion and interaction among team resource 
and regional specialists so that they could arrive at consensus in evaluating 
impacts and alternatives. This method did not rely solely on an abstract 
numer ical process (weighting ) that would dominate the analysis and therefore 
the f indings. Instead , it focused on accurately depicting the effects of the 
proJ ect in specific areas , particularly where multiple resource concerns 
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overlap , and it relied upon established group procedures to seek out and 
reflect the wide range of values and concerns with which analysis must deal.  

2 .  Comment: Human population, land use and socioeconomic concerns have been 
downplayed and underemphasized in the analysis and comparison of alternatives 
in favor of natural resource concerns . These include visual, urban, 
residential,  health and safety , social and economic effects . 

Response : Scoping meetings held by BPA largely determined public issues 
of concern.  These issues were used to determine the significant resource 
concerns to be analyzed in depth in the EIS ; the types and detail of data to 
be collected ; and the criteria used in cor ridor identification,  transmission 
route siting and the overall evaluation of alternatives. Of the 15 topical 
resource concerns used to analyze environmental consequences,  six dealt with 
land uses (plans , urban-residential, forestry , agr iculture, recreation and 
corridor development) , three dealt wi th additional vital facets of the human 
environment (esthetics, social and economic considerations, and health and 
safety) , and two dealt with the related human concerns of air quality and 
cultural resources . Only four resource topics dealt with the proJect ' s  
impacts o n  resources that aren ' t primarily related to the human environment . 

The evaluation cr i teria (table 2 . 3 ) , usea to guide the route location process 
and then to summar ize how well the routes had been located , are similarly 
divided . Of the 10 equally considered cr iteria, only one j udges effects 
solely on natural systems . Two examine planning and location concerns related 
to development of existing and future transmission line corr idors.  Another 
evaluates the effects on multiple sensitive resources (whether natural or 
social) occurr ing together in sensitive areas . The remaining six cr i ter ia 
assess var ious effects on the human environment .  Although health effects is 
not a separate cr iter ion, the concern for health effects is included in the 
first two criteria which evaluate how well the alternatives avoid effects on 
people and the quality of life. Human population was clearly the prominent 
consideration of the EIS . 

3 .  Comment: The word "environment" suggests such natural resources as 
timber ,  wildlife , scenic quality and soils . How is i t  possible that the Taf t  
plan better reduces impacts o n  people , but not o n  natural resources, yet i s  
still considered to be the environmentally preferred plan? 

Comment: Actually, it seems the Taft plan has higher impacts on the 
environment-�ildlife , forestry , vegetation, soils and water . How are you 
using the term " environment? " 

Response : An important objective of an environmental statement is to 
discuss all significant effects of a project on the environment . The National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) indicates that this discussion should consider 
not only the natural environment , but rnan;nade or developed environments as 
well. The scope of the Garr ison-Spokane EIS , therefore , was the environment 
as a whole , considering both " the natural and physical environment and the 
relationship of people with that environment" ( 4 0  CPR Part 1508 . 14 ) . Because 
one environmental value must be balanced against another , identifying the 
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environmentally preferable alternative involves difficult J Udgments. BPA has 
sought the views of the public and other agencies to assist in conducting the 
studies and determine the environmental preference . These analyses concluded 
that the Taft Plan would reduce impacts on people and most land uses but have 
higher effects on the natural resources (see response to comment # 2) . Ihe 
overall determination of preference was based on tour comparisons ( see DEIS , 
p .  11-3 ) : Resource Data ( table 4 . 3 ) , Technical Considerations ( table 2 . 1) , 
Advantages/Disadvantages ( tables 2 . 4  - 2 . 6 ) , and Evaluation Cr iter ia 
(table 2 . 3 ) . Based on these comparisons, the Taft Plan was found to be 
environmentally preferred, considering overall effects. Its lesser effects on 
human environmental considerations ( Socioeconomic ,  Land Use , Visual,  and so 
on) counterbalanced its greater impacts on natural resources. 

4 .  COmment : The route through Mineral County (Montana) has been identified 
as the environmentally preferred route and yet it has the highest impact on 
forestry , esthetics ,  recreation and water--the mainstays of life and economics 
in Mineral County . It isn 1 t reasonable that this route could be identified as 
the environmentally prefer red route . 

Response : The Taft Plan was designated as environmentally preferred for 
reasons discussed in the response to comment # 3 .  In a study area of thi s 
size , any route is liable to encounter sensitive areas. The Taft Plan is 
preferred because it  crosses fewer such areas, because effects in these areas 
are generally not as severe as those in similar areas crossed by the other 
plans,  and because impacts on these areas can more readily be mitigated . 

5 .  Comment: Also , you cannot prove that the Taft Plan avoids environmentally 
sensItIve areas (as stated on table 2 . 3) . Forests and river s are what is 
environmentally sensitive , not areas near treeways and highways . 

ReSponse : Environmentally sensitive areas were def ined (Appendix A, 
Attachraent 4 )  as areas where activities from tr ansmission line construction, 
operation and maintenance could cause hignly intense or otherwise signif icant 
impacts on one or more resources in the same general area. wve agree that 
forests and r ivers are environmentally sensitive . This criterion, however ,  
focuses on identifiying high impact or problem areas wnere significant intense 
problems would be probable , generally for a number of resources ,  and where 
mitigation efforts would not be enough to reduce the effects substantially . 

As mentioned in response to comment # 2 ,  effects on people were considered of 
paramount importance , based on scoping and puolic involvement . Moreover , such 
impacts are often difficult,  if not impossible , to mitigate , except by 
avoiding the resource to begin with ;  effects on natural systems except under 
extreme conditions can be significantly reduced using proper mitigation 
techniques .  Therefore , most maj or environmentally sensitive areas have a 
significant social- or land use-related component . 

6 .  Comment: Regarding table 2 . 3  COmparison of Alternatives--Environmental 
Ranking Summary : the Taf t  plan doesn I t avoid residential and inhabited areas 
any more than the other two routes . 

I I -49  



Gar rison-Spokane EIS 
Hg0046 : 02-0 7-8 3  

Response : The team used a s  measures the nw-ilbers o f  ind ividual residences 
close to the routes (within one half mile) , small developments or communities 
close to the routes (within one mile) , and the amount of subdivided , but not 
yet developed ,  land actually crossed . The numbers below (also see tables 2 . 2 ,  
2 . 4 ,  2 . 5 ,  2 . 6  of Volume I )  are for portions of the preferred routes which are 
not in corrunon: 

Hot Springs 
Plains 
Taft 

Corrrnunities/ 
Developments ( # )  

13 
5 
4 

Individual 
Residences (# ) * 

323 
139 

97 

* Includes all residences in communities within 1/2 mile . 

Undeveloped/ 
Subdivided 
Land (miles) 

7 . 7  
3 . 1  
3 . 6  

These number s ,  along with factors such as the amount and location o f  parallel 
construction, the degree of vlsibility ,  and the compatibility of the lines in 
the landscape , were used to evaluate impact potential and severity .  

The analysis found the Taf t  Plan to best avoid--and avoid impact on--inhabited 
or developed areas. 

7 .  Comment: The Taft plan will also cost more and have greater line loss. 
These factors do not support i t  as being the prefer red alternative . 

Response : Taft is the environmentally preferred alternative . Factors 
such as cost and electrical performance contribute to this determination to 
ensure that the route is feasible to build on. They are important 
factors--along with the environmental preference--in making the ultimate 
decision about which plan will be selected . Taft has also been designated as 
the overall preferred alternative and is the proposed plan. 

8. Comment: On balance , the Taft Plan is not the environmentally preferred 
plan, but rather it is the politically preferred plan.  It is  routed to 
destroy the resources in areas that don ' t have enough clout to do anything 
about it . 

Response : The fact that the Taft Plan does avoid the more populated areas 
is not due to any attempt by BPA to place a line where fewer people will be 
able to organi ze strong obJections. Rather , it reinforces a commitment to 
locate a route that will have as little environmental effect as 
possible--part icularly on people . 

One of the cri teria used in the socioeconomic ranki ng  of the var ious routes 
was avoidance of concentrations of people . Unfortunately, i n  order to avoid 
one concentration of people , it was sometimes necessary to select a 
"least-impact" route that also passed by another , often smaller concentration 
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of people . Hence , it may appear that "larger " counties were avoided at the 
expense of " smaller " counties. 

The determination of preference reflects both a popular mandate about the 
importance of human resources and a professional analysis about the nature and 
severity of impacts and the potential for mitigation of those effects. Such 
analysis is performed by an interdisciplinary team of professional resource 
specialists . The preferences of the var ious political interests within the 
study area may coincide with this determination. 

9. Comment: Finally , I would like to again bring up the idea of esthetics 
and viewer sensitivity . Although fewer people may be affected by Plan C ,  it  
seems that the effect would be far greater in amount . The change in 
appearance of the land to those who are sensitive to this is too much to bear . 

Response : It is true that the potential for visual alteration is greater 
along the Taf t  Plan. However , the potential for reducing these effects 
through mitigation is also greater . This, combined with the fact that there 
would be significantly fewer viewer s ,  led to the conclusion that the overall 
visual impact would be lowest for the Taft Plan. The sensitivity of viewers 
is high along all the routes and was not a differentiating or deciding facto r .  

10 . Comment : The graphs in Appendix A (Attachment 4 ,  p .  6 )  do not account 
for existing visual intrusion along parallel lines and in fact rate the Taft 
Plan as being the least visually obj ectionable . This is wrong . It would be 
better to keep all visual intrusion in one area and not make an additional 
area look bad . 

Response : The transmission line would have a high visual impact 
regardless of whether it  follows an existing cor ridor or goes through a new 
one . The extent of impact does vary ana was determined by analyzing four main 
elements : visual quality ,  visual compatibility , viewer exposure , and viewer 
sensitivity .  O f  these , visual quality and visual compatibility took into 
account the existing transmission line on the northern route . Both these 
elements favored the northern route , partially as a result of this existing 
intrusion. Other factors such as the extent of visual exposure and the 
potential for mitigation in sensitive areas tended to favor the Taft Plan. 

'Ihe graph refer red to above was used to illustrate the differences between the 
three plans for each data item by showing the percentage of "high impact zone" 
crossed by each plan.  The graph shows that the Taft Plan crosses a higher 
percentage of high visual quality and low compatibility landscape than the 
other s,  but that this is offset by a significantly lower visual exposure . 

11. Comment: The EIS summary lists on page 3 the reasons why the Taft Route 
is environmentally preferred . Most of these reasons are only a matter of 
opinion. These six reasons are not proven to me : 

1 .  least social impact . 

2 .  Best avoids developed and developing urban and residential areas 
(although it crosses through two developing sUbdivisions) . 
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3 .  Avoids environmentally sensitive areas . This is addressed in the 
Appendix A,  IV : l l .  Miller Creek and Blue Mountain should be listed 
separately , and South Hissoula should be added to the chart .  

4 .  ��ould affect fewer recreationists on a year round basi s.  

5.  Fewest r iver crossings, it minimizes the impacts on wildlife and 
avoids affec ting the bald eagle .  

6 .  Minimizes visual impacts . 

If these reasons are going to be included, I would like to see some accurate 
counts of people using ,  viewing ,  and living on each route . I would also like 
to see proof that one area is more abundant in wildlife and eagles than 
another area.  The other reasons listed are easier to prove 1) crosses least 
amount of agr icultural land and 2) minimizes impact on archaeologic and 
historic resources.  

Response: Each environmental cr i terion was applied to each route 
possibility , and each decision was supported by hard data ana the best 
professional j udgments of the analysts . Their conclusions are reported in the 
EIS . Further discussion of the points raised above is found in responses to 
comments in Parts III . I (social impact) , III . A ( urban/residential land use) , 
I I .  G .  3 (envirorunentally sensitive areas) , and I I I .  J (visual concerns) .  See 
also the response to comment above . The remaining points are discussed below. 

Point 3 :  Hiller Creek and Blue Ivlountain were considered together , based on 
the first two factors listed on page 10 , Appendix A, Attachrnent 4 .  Considered 
together ,  this area 1) would have a number of diverse resources susceptible to 
impact in the same area, and 2) would be large enough to be considered 
important at the study area scale . If the areas were to be treated 
separately , both factors might not be met ,  causing the areas to drop from 
consideration. South Missoula was not considered a separate problem area 
because impacts would be pr imarily on one resource (visual effects on 
developed land) and the effects would not be severe . (Also see the EIS section 
discussions in Chapter IV : ENVIROl�1ENTAL CONSEQUENCES . )  

Point 4 :  there are no recreation use counts that can be applied to specific 
line segments, but portions of the study area are used more frequently and 
more year-round than other portions.  Examples of these are Blue Hountain, 
Rattlesnake Creek,  Ninemile Valley , and Rainbow Lake as opposed to Black 
Mountai n, Ninemile Divide , Siegel Hountain and camel i s  Hump . Judgments on 
impacts to recreationists were based on the proximity of line segments to 
these known higher use areas. For points based on consultation with U. S .  
Forest Service and Montana Department of Fish, \Jildlife , and Parks personnel 
and on review of data maps provided by these agencies, we have determined that 
bald eagle abundance does vary throughout the project area. In comparing the 
amount of habitat crossed by each of the plans, we have found that the Taft 
Plan crosses less habitat and fewer river crossings and therefore \vOUld avoid 
effects on bald eagles which would be sustained by the other two plans.  (See 
fig .  4 . 6  and tables 4 . 3  and 2 . 2  in Volume I for statistics on this subject. )  
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For bald eagle distribution and census counts ,  refer to the following 
pUblications : 

Lingel-Pate , T. , 1981 . Status of �Hntering Bald Eagles on the Lolo 
National Forest . Lolo National Forest , Missoula,  MT .  3 9  p . ; 

Raptor Information Center . 1979. Bald Eagle Distr ibution Dur ing The 
�VF ' s  Fir st Annual Midwinter Bald Eagle Survey 13-27 January , 197 9 .  
National Hildlife Federation, Hashing ton, D . C . ; 

Pramstatte r ,  M .E . , 19 81 . Final Results of the Second Annual Midwinter 
Bald Eagle Survey . Raptor Information Center , National Hildlife 
Federatio n,  ��ashington,  D . C .  

12 . Comment: The other plans (Hot Spr ings, Plains)  cross extensive areas o f  
open range and run parallel to r iver valleys and thus would cause less 
environmental impact .  

Re sponse : It i s  tr ue that the Hot Spr ings Plan cr osses significantly more 
open range and r iver valley land than the Taft Plan, and that effects on most 
natural resources would be proportionately lower for thi s  reason. It  is not 
accurate to characterize the Hot Springs plan as being located primarily on 
range and/or in a r iver valley . Hore than half of the plan crosses forested 
mountains or foothill s ,  particularly in the Garnet and Coeur d IAlene 
mountains , where impacts similar to those for the Taf t plan would occur . 

It  needs to be emphasized that whi le i n  places the Hot Springs Plan avoids 
affecting many natural resources by crossing open range and routing down the 
Clar k For k , i n  other places i t  creates another set of problems by crossing 
nearer to people , by increasing potential for land use conflict and by 
encounter i ng  sensitive land uses such as agriculture . 

13 . Comment:  On these plans , particularly Hot Spr ings, impacts caused by the 
existlng transmission lines were ignored , making the comparison unfai r .  

Re sponse : For about half of its length , the Hot Spr ings plan would be 
built parallel to an existing line . ( See also table 2 . 1  in Volume I . )  For a 
short d istance , rebuilding would take place on an existing r ight-of-way . For 
some resource s ,  impacts would occur ir respective of the existing line . For 
others , there would be an incremental increase in impact above an existing 
level .  Each resource analyst considered the existing line i n  hi s impact 
analysis. The overall plan compar ison does fairly reflect the effects of the 
existing line . 

14 . Comment: Forest management should be added to the list of land use 
related constraints which detract from the decision to fu rther develop the 
corr idor r ight-of-way . 

Re sponse : Forest management i s  ref lected i n  the Evaluation Cr iteria as 
Crite r ion lC - Avoids Intensively Managed Forest Land ( see DEIS p. 1 -13/14 ; 
table 2 . 3 ;  and Appendix A,  Attachment 4 ,  p .  3 ) . 
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1 5 .  Comment : The Forest Service • • • r ight-of-way , i f  grantea , must be 
satisfactory to Hontana citizens or it must not be granted at al l .  • • •  The 
right-of-way must avoid residences and must not adversely impact visually or 
aesthetically on Forest Service land or on pr ivately owned land . • • • The 
[Forest Service ] r ight-of-way must not impact on crop producing land unless 
speci f ically agreed to by the owner • • • • The [Forest ServiceJ  grants for 
the r ight-of-way must require bur Ial of the transmission line in areas where 
adverse aesthetic and visual impacts must be mitigated by this means • • • • 

P�l underg round bur ial of the transmission lines , must be examined to reach a 
sati sfacto ry environmental impact statement . 

Response : The goals stated in your comment have been echoed by many 
people in the project area . The essence of most of these goals are captured 
in the environmental evaluation cr iter ia (Chapter I I  of Volume I )  or 
consiaered elsewhere in the document . �Jhile these goals are desirable 
standards to be attained to the maximum extent practicable , there will be 
times when all goals cannot be achieved and a balance or trade-off among 
environmental factors or environmental economic and technical factors must be 
struck . The proposed actio n,  as stated in Chapter I I ,  best meets the goals 
offered . 

II . H .  BIOLCGlCAL AND ELECTRICAL EFFECTS 

Peo21e expressed strong concerns about potential adver se health effects 
associated with high-voltage tr ansmission lines and about a perceived lack o f  
research data on the potential long-term health effects.  They felt that i f  
BPA could not be 1 0 0  percent sure of the line ' s  health impacts , then the line 
must not be built near people .  

Hany comrnentors felt that health and safety was an important issue and that 
not enough attention was paid to i t .  Health and safety research data 
presented in the DEIS was questioned and labeled by some as insufficient and 
misleading .  Concern was expressed over the lack of research data performed by 
independent agencies . Alleged conf licts between published reports ot research 
results ,  particularly on research performed at Batelle Northwest Laborator ies , 
and conclusions presented in the DEIS w�re pointed out . Potential adverse 
effects on bee s ,  livestock ,  and wildlife were also considered important issue s .  

The safety o f  working and playing in the line ' s  vicinity was questioned . Of 
particular concern were the effects of shocks received from obj ects affected 
by induced currents , the safety of ir r igation operations near l ines ,  and 
safety of children playi ng near the line or the tower s .  Other issues 
addressed in the comments inclUded concern for airplane safety , hazaras 
presented by breakage of a conductor , the cause of conifer tip bur n,  corrosion 
of metal pipes and roofs , and the lightning hazara presented by transmission 
towers.  

Commentors felt that more research on the health effects of transmission lines 
is needed and should be adequately funded . However , residents near proposed 
routes obj ected to being made g uinea pigs for future health effects studies . 
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An additional concern related to biolog ical and electr ical effects was the 
effect of transmission line noise on humans and wildlife . Also , the effects 
of transmission lines on radio and television operations and the willingness 
of BPA to mitigate any aaverse effects was questioned . 

A comprehensive aiscussion of biological and electr ical effects i s  presented 
in Volume I (Chapter IV: ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES ) .  Additional responses 
are provided below . 

1 .  Comment : health and Safety is an extremely important issue that BPA 
does n ' t want to acknowledge .  

Response : As a result of the EIS scoping process , health and safety 
(effects of electr ic and magnetic fields and of corona) was identif ied as a 

pr lmary concern. This subj ect is the f irst area of controversy listed on page 
x of the E IS SUMMARY . In response , the DEIS devoted 11 pages to summar izing 
the state-of-the-art of f ield and corona effects researCh , citing nearly 6 0  
references .  In additio n,  two BPA repo rts were incorporated by reference that 
provided Qore detailed information on these subj ects . 

Because of the high interest in biolog ical and elec tr ical effects,  spec ial 
effort was also devoted to providing the latest information at tIle publ ic 
meetings on the draf t EIS .  A panel display was prepared to clarify the basic 
electr ical and biolog ical e ffects of transmission l ines .  A lS-page booklet 
was prepared for use as a handout at the meeting s .  In addition, BPA experts 
recogni zed as among the most knowledgable persons in the uni ted S tates on 
biolog ical effects attended the meeting s. 

Dur ing preparation of the DEIS , work was also underway on updating BPA ' s  
generic report on electr ical and biological effects of transmission lines 
(Electr ical and Biological Effects of Transmission Lines : A Review) . Th is 

report , incorporated by reference in the f inal EIS , represents one of the most 
comprehensive and up-to-date coverages ot the biolog ical and electr ical 
effects of a . c .  and d . c .  transmission line s .  

Results of this extensive ongoing information review ana th e  analysis o f  
comments received o n  the draft EIS provide no eviaence that the f ields from 
500-kV lines in themselves pose a health hazara . The same conclusions can be 
reached from the results of numerous other reviews of thi s  subj ect by agencies 
in the united States and in several other countr ies . 

The DE IS does point out several known or possible effects associated wi th the 
electr ical propert ies of 5 00-kV transmission lines. These include radio and 
television interference , audible no ise , nuisance shoc k s ,  potential 
electrocution hazards , effects on trees and honeybees , and potential ef fects 
on cardiac pacemaker s .  The first two evaluation cr iteria described in 
table 2 . 3  of the EIS sur·�� involve minimizing disruption of land uses in 
inhabited area s,  and minimizing disruption of people ' s  lives and life style s .  
Therefore , effects on people and the quality o t  lite did receive relatively 
heavy weighting . 
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2 .  Comment:  If BPA can ' t  prove the transmission l ine is 10 0 percent safe 
then it should not be built anywhere near people . 

Response: Several comments expressed opinions that not enough is known 
about electric f ield effects on people and animals .  These comments emphasized 
possible , potential , unforeseen, undetermined , or unknown effects and often 
indicated that the line should be proved 100 percent safe . 

The DEIS pointed out that it is not possible to conclude that there is zero 
risk associated with electric field exposure and that , therefore , some 
uncertainty exists (Summary p .  X i  DEIS p .  IV-23 ) .  It should be evident that , 
scientifically , nothing is ever known with absolute certainty . The DEIS 
acknowledged , therefore , that risk (uncertainty) is not unique to transmission 
lines . There are "risks" associated with the air we breathe , the many 
chemicals we use , the food we eat , and most other things we encounter in our 
daily live s .  

Electr ic f ields have been extensively researched . The unspecific statement in 
one corrnnent that "many authorities" say transmission lines are a health hazard 
is not accurate . AS pointed out in the DEIS , numerous reviews by author ities 
throughout the world basically conclude that transmission line fields have not 
been shown to represent a health risk of any consequence. The assertion that 
residents l iving near 50 0 -kV transmission lines are in effect "guinea pigs"  is 
without basis . BPA personnel who have worked around high voltage facilities 
for many year s ,  and those who conduct research on electr ic fields,  express no 
concerns about l iving near transmission l ines as far as possible health r i sks 
are concerned . 

3 .  Comment: The research by Battelle-t�rthwest Laborator ies showing definite 
biological effects should be addressed in the EIS . 

Response : Research by Battelle-Northwest Laborator ies (BNL) was 
summar ized in the DEIS (table 4 . 11 )  and was descr ibed in the special booklet 
prepared as a handout at the public meetings on the DEIS . Th is research is 
also discussed in the BPA publication Electrical and Biological Effects of 
Transmission Lines : A Review . The Battelle studies are sponsored by DOE and 
the Electr ic Power Research Institute . 

Some commentors referenced a talk by BNL researcher Dr . Larry Anderson , g iven 
in Missoula on May 13 , 198 2 ,  and articles on the talk appearing in the 
Missoulian .  The DEIS indicated that the BNL research found no effects in 
several important studies,  and detected subtle e ffects of small magnitude in 
others . Unfortunately , the coverage of Dr . �nderson ' s  talk in the Missoulian 
was neither objective nor accurate , according to Dr . Anderson . That letter is 
repr inted , in i ts entirety , below. 
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June 7 ,  198 2 

Mr .  Jer ry Fr ick 
Engineering �1anager 
Bonneville Power Administration 
P. o .  Box 36 21 
portland , Or egon 9 7208 

Dear Mr .  Fr ick : 

Garr i son-Spokane EIS 
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Dr . Richard Ph illips has requested that I re spond to your letter of May 
18 , 198 2 regarding an article in the Missoulian on a lectur e in Missoula 
on May 14 . The seminar , g iven at the Un ivers ity of Montana , was a Sigma 
xi lecture , se t up early in �rch . It was to be a scientific presentation 
of current results from the bioelectromagnetic studies being conducted at 
Battelle Pac ific Nor thwest Laborator ies . 

��en I arrived at the seminar it became quite evident that interest in the 
topic was much broader than just scientific , wi th TV, radio and newspaper 
reporter s pr esent to cover the talk . The repor ters fr om both Missoula TV 
stations and a reporter from one radio station requested interviews 
following the seminar . The following is my assessment of the accuracy and 
object ivity of the media coverage . 

Television 

Both TV stations in Missoula (KEel and KPAX) covered the lecture and 
interview (wi th Dr . Anderson) . The ir reports , aired on the 6 : 0 0  p . m .  and 
11 : 00 p . m. news casts , were objective and presented an accurate reflection 
of the Battelle studie s .  Briefly , they covered the information that some 
biological e ffects do occur in animals exposed to high strength electr ic 
fields bu t that "biological effec t" does not mean "hazard" or "benef it" . 
Rather , that a few biological perturbations can occur by exposure to the 
f ield . They also aired the observation ,  based on exper iments to date , 
that electr ic f ield effects are relatively subtle and that questions 
concerning dose-response or duration of effects have not yet been answered . 

Radio 

I have not heard the broadcast so I can ' t  readily comment on th is _ _  

except that I tried t o  stress again the meaning of "biological effect" , 
i . e . , an e ffect is not automatically either a r i sk or a benefit to the 
anima l . 

Newspaper 

Unfortunately , the ar ticle pr inted in the Fr iday , May 14 i ssue of the 
Missoulian was neither objective nor accurate in its report . In part , 
this appears to be due to misunderstanding or lack of technical 
under standing on the part of the reporter ; e . g . , "the pineal gland is the 
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center of an animal ' s  biological clock " , which i t  is  not , in all the 
animals discussed in these studie s ,  nor is it in man , which was inferred . 
More obj ectionable , however , was the heavy impl ication by the reporter 
tha t I ( Dr . Anderson) and Battelle have strong and serious concerns about 
health r i sks due to power line electr ic fields . Th is suggestion was 
conveyed by the headl ine , the opening paragraphs and especially the 
selection of "loaded" words;  e . g . , repeated use of "abnormalities" instead 
of biological effects ;  people as better conductor s of electricity than 
surrounding air ; "a definite link [between] power line electr ical f ields 
and abnormalities in the nervous system" (simply not true ) . TUcked back 
on the second page was a br ief reference to a few areas where no effects 
have been observed , although on balance these areas far outnumber areas 
where effects have been observed . 

The reporter completely ignored the several statements suggesting that the 
effects that have been observed are quite subtle and that all the answers 
are not yet in . NO space is g iven to the repeated emphas is that 
biolog ical effects do not mean biolog ical hazards but statistical 
excurs ion outside the normal range (must be where "abnormalities" carne 
from) of the animal s '  response to stimul i .  

At Battelle we have conducted a broad range of investigations into 
possible biological effects of exposure to high strength electr ic fields . 
Only recently have the studies advanced to the point where we can begin to 
address questions concerning biolog ical consequence s .  As yet very little 
work has been done to look at the rate of recovery from observed effects ; 
i . e . , whether the few observed effects are trans itory or of long 
duration . Almost all exper imental work to date has been at h igh strength , 
chronic (30+ days , 20 hr/day) exposure s .  Also the question of 
mechanisms-cr itical information needed before one can extrapolate effects 
seen in laboratory animals to potential effects in humans - i s  unanswered 
at the present time . 

If you have additional questions or if  I can be of further assistance 
please contact me . 

Sincerely , 

/s/ L . E .  Anderson , ph . D .  
ASsociate Manager 
Bioelectrornagnetics Section 
BIOLCGY DEPARI'MENT 

AS was indicated on page IV-24 of the DEIS , one reason for some unfounded 
fear s about biological effects of transmiss ion lines appear s  to be due to some 
popular art icles . These art icles often contain technical , inaccuracies , and 
place undue emphasis on the relatively few effects that have been reported .  

4 .  Comment : There hasn ' t  been enough research so no one knows if there might 
be long-term effects of the transmission line after 20 or 3 0  year s .  
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Response : BPA has been operating 500 -kV lines s ince 196 7  and there have 
been no ver i fied health e f fects from residents l iving near the l ine . As 
discussed in the DEIS , numerous studies done with both laboratory animals and 
people indicate that long-term , harmful effects on people from transmiss ion 
line fields are unlikely . This research includes studies of multiple 
generations of animals , and studies of people who have wor ked around high 
voltage transmission lines for 2 0  year s .  The DEIS did discuss some studies 
that have found actual or potential harmful effects in people and animals . 
However , these effects have not been consistently found in other studies .  
There i s  a general consensus among sc ientists who have reviewed th is research 
that no hazard has been identified . 

I t  i s  of course not possible to predict with certa inty whether effects might 
develop after 3 0  year s exposure to transmission line field s .  I t  should be 
po inted out that even people l iving adj acent to tr ansmission l ines or wor king 
on r ights-o f-way receive only intermittent exposure to electr ic field s .  
Furthermore , buildings and trees shield the f ield i n  most cases . 

5 .  Commen t :  There wasn ' t  enough information in the E IS on effects of 
electr ic and magnetic f ields and corona , and what was included was not done by 
experts , was misleading , and inconclus ive . 

Response :  The DEIS devoted 11 pages to the effects of electr ic and 
magnetic f ields and corona ; it also cited nearly 6 0  reference s .  TWO other BPA 
reports ( totaling over 8 0  pages) on these subjects were incorporated by 
reference . Thus the material represented a comprehensive presentation for 
persons who wanted more detailed information . The mater ial in the FEIS and 
the BPA publication Elec tr ical and Biological Effects o f  Transmission Line s : A 
Review were further updated . TOgether they represent the most comprehens ive 
and up-to-date mater ial available on f ield and corona effects of a . c .  and d .c .  
transmission l ines . 

The BPA personnel responsible for the f ield effects and corona effects 
mater ial are generally acknowledged , by informed persons , to be among the most 
quali fied persons in the united states on these subjects . They have 
personally confer red wi th mos t of the groups in the united States and other 
countr ies who are actively involved in f ield and corona research . In 
addition , these people have wr itten numerous technical paper s and served on 
some of the most important national committees related to these subj ects . 

None o f  the comments cited any speci fic new information or stud ie s , or 
re ferenced any conclusions by qualified researcher s or agenc ies , that differ 
wi th the conclusions presented in the EIS . 

6 .  Comment : We have been misled because not enough research , especially by 
independent groups , has been done on health effects , wh ich demonstrates a lack 
of concern for people . 

ReSponse : As ind icated in the DEIS , research on the b iological effects of 
electr ic fields has been underway for around 20 year s .  HUndreds of studies 
have been done throughout the world involving plants , animals , and people . 
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Most o f  th is research has been sponsored by utilities ( including BPA) which 
indicates the concern the indus try has for obtaining information on the 
effects o f  their facilities . The actual research has generally been done by 
independent , pr ivate contractor s .  Results of the research are openly and 
obj ectively presented in project reports and in published paper s .  

v�en the research has identified adverse effects , BPA and many other util ities 
have taken the lead in d isseminating information on the effects and have taken 
steps to mitigate them . Examples include induced shocks ,  annoyance from 
audible noise , r adio and televis ion reception inter ference , effects on 
honeybees ,  induced corona on trees , fuel ignition , and possible effects on 
cardiac pacemaker s .  

Unfortunately , many persons have apparently been misled about the effects of 
transmission lines by some news accounts and other popular publications that 
are technically inaccurate and non-objective (see response to comment #3 on 
research by Battelle-Northwes t Laborator ies ) • 

7 .  Comment : HOW much r adiation will the l ine produce ( including out to 10 00 
feet and to 1/4 mile)  and what about the combined effect of multiple lines? 

Response : As descr ibed in the DEIS , the wavelength at the power frequency 
o f  6 0 -Hz i s  310 0 mile s compared to a wavelength of around 1 foot for 
microwaves .  Because o f  the low frequency and long wavelength , tr ansmiss ion 
lines do not "radiate" 6 0 - HZ energy comparable to radio and televis ion 
transmitting antennas . Transmission line conductors ,  l ike all energ ized 
wires , do produce electric fields in the area sur rounding the line . The 
strength of these f ields , however , decreases rapidly away from the l ine . 
Field s trengths for the proposed line were g iven in the DEIS and in the BPA 
reports incorporated by r e ference . 

At 250 feet from the center of the 500-kV double-c ircuit l ine , maximum 
electr ic field s treng th outdoor s would be of about the same magnitude as the 
f ield near many household appliances , i . e . , 7 4  Vim . At 1 , 0 0 0  feet , the f ield 
would most li kely be less than you are exper iencing from lighting fixtures as 
you read th is in your horne or office ( i . e . , 2 Vim) . I f  there are trees or 
buildings between the line and these points of measurement ( i . e . , 250 feet , 
1 , 0 00 feet) the electr ic field would be even further reduced and possibly not 
be measurable . 

Even the maximum magnetic f ield directly under the 500 -kV double-c ircuit line 
( i . e . , 0 . 3 3  gaus s )  is much smaller than fields found near many appliance s .  At 
250 feet from the center of the 500-kV l ine , magnetic field strength would be 
only 0 . 00 0 6 5  ga�s s .  Thi s  is comparable to the average magnetic field s trength 
found throughout a typical home not located near a transmiss ion line . 

B .  Comment :  Several studies have shown definite adver se biological effects 
of electromagnetic radiation , some of which extend 1 , 0 0 0  feet from a 
transmiss ion line . 
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Response : These comments were apparently prompted by a talk given i n  
Missoula by j ournalist Paul Brodeur , author o f  Th e  zapping of Amer ica . Thi s  
book dealt wi th microwaves and the ir actual and potential biological effects .  
We are not aware o f  any engineer ing or scientific expert i se r� . Brodeur has 
related to 50 0 -kV transmission l ine s .  A statement attr ibuted to the author i s  
that harmful effects occur 1 , 0 0 0  feet from a tr ansmission line . AS noted in 
the previous response , a t  1 ,00 0 fee t the maximum electric and magnetic fields 
from a 500-kV tr ansmiss ion l ine are essentially the same strength as those 
produced by household wiring and appliances .  

Mr .  Brodeur apparently relied heavily on the wor k and opInIons of 
Dr . A .  ��rino in addressing studies related to transmission line s .  
Dr . Marino ' s  work i s  summar i zed i n  the EIS and the BPA Electr ical Effects 
booklet . In br ief , his views oppose the major ity of scientific opinio n ,  which 
holds that transmission lines are not a health hazard . 

9 .  Comment :  Exposure to radiation from nuclear bomb tests , and to asbestos 
were once cons idered safe . DO you see any s imilar i t ies to the statements now 
being made about transmission lines? 

Response : Nuclear bombs produce what is called ioniz ing r adiation . I t  
was known before the tes ting that thi s  kind of radiation can cause harmful 
b iological effects because of its high energy . Ionizing radiation (e . g . , 
X-rays , gamma ray s )  i s  known to penetrate tissue and alter molecular 
str ucture . There are , however , d iffer ing scientific opinions as to whether 
harmful effects occur with relatively small r adiation doses .  The threshold 
(or existence of a threshold) for known effects of ioniz ing radiation is a 

point of controversy . 

With 6 0 -HZ magnetic and electr ic fields , many years of research have not 
produced evidence for a consistent harmful biological effect (other than 
shocks) . Th i s  appl ies to f ield levels much s tronger than those produced by 
transmission line s .  FUrther , no mechanism has been identified that could 
likely cause harmful biological effects . Th i s  of course does not mean that 
some effects are not possible , but that compared to ionizing radiation such 
e ffects must be extremely subtle . 

In the 19 20 ' s  the d isease "asbestosis" was attr ibuted to the inhalation of 
asbestos particles which interfere with oxygenation of the blood . By ti1e 
19 60 ' s ,  evidence was growing that persons who worked with asbestos in 
shipyards and factor ies also experienced higher death rates from lung cancer . 
As with ionizing r adiation , definite effects in people and a plausible 
mechanism for the effects were found . M:)st of the evidence on asbestos came 
from s tudies of people rather than laboratory animals , so i t  took longer for a 
problem to be identified . In re trospect , however , the early evidence should 
have been cause for concern . 

Unlike the asbestos case , many laboratory s tudies have been done to determine 
if transmission l ines ar e a health hazard . Also , several occupational studies 
have been done of linemen and substation worker s which found no evidence for 
harmful effects of electric or magnetic field s .  The discussion in Chapter IV , 
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Volume I ,  descr ibes these s tudies and those few in which effects have been 
found or suggested . 

I t  i s  not poss ible to know the future . However ,  the best scientific evidence 
available to date provides no indication that health hazards such as those 
associated with ioniz ing r adiation and asbestos , will eventually be attr ibuted 
to transmission line fields . 

10 . Comment : There i s  not enough information on the long -term effects of 
corona discharge , e specially the amount of ozone produced . 

Response :  AS indicated in the DEIS , the amount of ozone produced by 
transmission lines i s  insignificant . Th i s  is based on results of several 
s tudies and reviews , which are re ferenced in the EPA Electr ical Effects 
Review . AS an example , BPA monitored ozone near the 110 0 -kV prototype for 
2 year s . There was no measurable increase in average background ozone 
concentr ation due to the line . 

11 . Comment : What are the effects of transmission l ines on horses , cattle , 
and other livestock including breeding and fertility problems? 

Response :  The DEIS descr ibed two studies of farm animals l iving near 
76 5 -kV lines in which no health or breeding problems were found . The BPA 
Electr ical Effects Review references f ive other s tudies which also show that 
transmission lines cause no noticeable harmful effects on l ivestock . 

The DEIS re ferenced a s i tuation in Minnesota where some people perceived that 
the ir l ivestock had been harmed by a d . c . transmission line . However , no 
reports of l ivestock problems have occurred in 12 years of operation of the 
d . c . pac ific Intertie . A recent study in Minnesota also found no evidence 
that the d . c .  l ine affected dairy cattle . 

12 . Commen t :  Th e  EPA says i t  will conduc t a 3 -year study o f  the effects of 
500 -kV power l ines on winter elk r ange in the Deerlodge National Forest . 
Mr .  Lee says i t  i s  extremely unlikely that any adverse effects would be severe 
enough to warrant moving the tower s ,  but the information will help evaluate 
future proj ect s .  It seems ludicrous to me that you cons ider building tower s 
pr ior to this research . 

Response : I t  is not possible to to determine the effects of a 
transmission line r ight-o f-way on elk unless there are elk and a transmission 
l ine to s tudy . Based on a study of elk near a 500-kV l ine in Idaho , no 
effects are expected that would be ser ious enough to require tearing down a 
5 0 0-kV l ine . However , the BPA/Forest Service s tudy to be done in the Boulder 
River area will involve a somewhat different setting , i . e .  a high altitude 
winter area . I t  is poss ible effects may differ from the s ituation in Idaho . 
Any effects that may occur would likely be related to change s  in vegetation, 
hunter access , or possibly audible noise . 
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13 . Cormnent :  �vill children climb the transmission tower s and be injured? 

Response : Ne ither children nor adults should attempt to climb 
transmission line tower s or fly k ites or model a irplanes near the line s . 
These are common sense precautions such as we must apply in many s i tuations in 
our everyday l ive s . Parents should use the same responsible j udgment in 
instr ucting children about safe behavior around powerlines , as they do for 
other potentially hazardous situation ( e .g . , crossing highways , bu ilding 
f ires , u sing household chemicals , and so on) . In pr actical terms , the r isk 
associated wi th transmission lines i s  slight . �ve are not aware of any case 
where a child has been inj ured because of a BPA 500-kV l ine . There are 3 , 500 
miles o f  those lines i n  the NOrthwest .  

14 . Cormnent : The EIS implies shocks are not harmful , and it appears that some 
children could be inj ured from shocks due to induced voltages .  

Response : There was no intention to imply that shocks are not potentially 
harmfu l .  They are . That i s  why EPA 5 0 0 -kV lines are designed to meet or 
exceed the Na tional Electr ic Safety Code l imits . The 5 rnA l imit for induced 
cur rents in the code i s  based on estimated "let g o "  levels for childr e n .  BPA 
policy i s  to design 500 -kV lines so induced currents are generally far less 
than the limi t allowed by the NESC . EPA has operated 50 0 -kV lines s ince 19 6 7  
and n o  ch ild has been inj ured by induced currents from these lines . To date , 
there has been no need identified to j ustify the additional costs of designing 
5 0 0 -kV l ines that produce no nuisance shocks at all . 

15 . Cormnent :  Transmission l ines adversely affect agricultural operations 
because they are hazardous to people and machinery and th i s  l ine has been 
rerouted [ i . e . , in Granite and Powell counties] because of these problems . 

ReSponse : Public concern for effects on agricultural land--along with 
concer n for many other resource topics--has led BPA to develop alternative 
routes which offer the options of reducing or avoiding a particular sens itive 
area . However , BPA has never found i t  necessary to reroute lines because of 
such "severe health and safety problems . "  BPA l ines cross all types of 
agr icultural areas and few complaints about electr ical-related problems are 
received . 

As indicated in the EIS and the references BPA reports incorporated by 
reference , any powerline i s  potentially hazardous i f  irr igation equipment or 
farm machinery i s  improperly used near the lines . By following s imple safety 
precautions , however , most agricultural activities can (and do) occur on 
5 00 -kV r ights-of-way . Accidents have occurred when irrigation pipes are 
extended too close to distr ibution line s ,  wh ich have lower voltages . However , 
500 -kV conductors are higher off the ground . We are not aware of any instance 
where a EPA 50 0 -kV line has resulted in an electrocution accident to an 
agr icultural worker . 

The DEIS also pointed out tha t  nuisance shocks (due to induced voltages )  can 
occur near a 5 0 0 - kV line . To prevent potentially hazardous shock s ,  EPA 
routinely grounds all fences and other metall ic objects of a certain s i ze and 
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within specif ied distances from the line . By following s imple practices , farm 
wor ker s can also eliminate or minimize nuisance shocks that occur if a person 
in r ubber boots (e . g . , insulated from ground) touches a grounded obj ect in the 
maximum field area . 

16 . Comment : will a 500-kV line affect a cardiac pacemaker , i . e . , will it 
stop operating or can a person be electrocuted? 

Response : Pacemakers were discussed in the DEIS and are further addressed 
in the two BPA reports incorporated by reference . Basically , there are no 
known cases of a BPA 500-kV line harming the wearer of a card iac pacemaker . 
However , research sponsored by utilities has shown that under some conditions 
certain k inds of pacemaker s could be affected by the maximum fields produced 
by a 50 0 -kV line . The mos t likely effect in such a case would be for the 
synchronous pacemaker to revert to pacing in the asynchronous mode , i . e .  begin 
pulsing the heart at a regular rate . This is basically a safety feature of 
the pacemaker and is not necessar ily harmful . Because a reasonable potential 
for an effect exists ,  per sons who may be concerned about the ir own particular 
s ituation may want to consult with their doctor . A further disussion is 
available in the BPA publ ication , Electr ical and Biological Effects of 
Transmission Lines : A Review .  

17 . Comment : IS there a chance that part or all of the line might be d . c .  and 
didn ' t a d . c . line cause health problems in Minnesota? 

Response : AS indicated in the DEIS , the line section between Gar r i son to 
either HOt Springs , plains , or Taft may be designed so that one of the two 
circu its could be converted to direct cur rent (d . c . )  should such a need be 
identi fied in the future . However , i f  BPA should consider converting to d . c . , 
appropr iate environmental assessment procedures would be followed at that time . 

The DEIS described the s ituation in Minnesota that developed over the 
construction of a +40 0-kV d . c .  l ine . The BPA Electr ical Effects Review also 
descr ibes d .c .  lines and the ir electr ical and biological effects .  In summary , 
there i s  no evidence that the electr ical propert ies of d . c .  lines have caused 
any harmful effects to people or animals .  

lS . Comment : Someone told me transmission lines affect bees , so will I lose 
money i f  I put hives by a 500 -kV line? 

Response : Studies sponsored by BPA and the Electr ic power Research 
Institute have shown that honeybees can be adversely affected by shock s inside 
hives that are placed on h igh voltage transmiss ion line r ights-of-way . The 
electr ic field outside the hive i s  not harmful to bees . In a practical sense , 
apparently few beekeepers intentionally place the ir hives near a 500-kV l ine . 
BPA has rece ived no complaints from beekeeper s about these existing lines . I f  
for some reason , a person would want to place bee hives on a 500 -kV 
right-o f -way , effects are eliminated by simply connecting the standard metal 
hive top to a ground rod . 
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19 . comment :  Also , the BPA i s  willing to bend over backwards to paint the 
tower s green so they are a pretty color to minimize eyesore ,  but nowhere do 
they mention being willing to bend over backwards to minimize ill health 
effects . 

Response : The DEIS did point out that BPA uses several design and 
mitigation measures to minimize or eliminate adverse electrical effect s . For 
example , large bundled conductor s are used that greatly reduce audible noise 
and ozone production . Also , BPA lines are designed so that induced cur rents 
from obj ects are far less than the level allowed by the National Electr ic 
Safety Code . BPA also goes to great effort to provide factual information to 
the publ ic about safe wor king practices around transmiss ion l ines . The above 
measures have been very effective , as no citizen has been inj ured by the 
electr ical propert ies of a BPA 500-kV l ine in the 16 years this voltage has 
been in operation . 

2 0 . Comment : Conifer tip burn i s  noted as a possible effect of exposure to 
electr ic f ields but no mechanism is ever del ineated . �at causes the damage? 

Response : Research sponsored by BPA has shown that some trees left 
growing very near the 110 0 -kV prototype were damaged on the tips of upper 
branches .  The tip damage ( i . e . , burning ) i s  caused by local ized currents due 
to corona from high intensity electric fields existing near the treetops . 
Corona i s  a part ial breakdown of air at the tips of sharp-pointed obj ects . 
OVerall growth of the trees has apparently not been affected . 

21 . Comment : The constant noise from the 500-kV l ine would be devastating to 
people and animals .  

Comment : I ' ve done a little bit of hunting in my time and I notice that 
nine out of ten times what makes the animals run is when you step on a twig 
and make a l i ttle noise . What would you th ink would happen with a 
5 0 0 -k ilovolt line buzzing overhead? 

Response : As descr ibed in the DEIS and in the BPA Electr ical Effects 
Review , audible noise from BPA 5 0 0 -kV lines is neither constant nor 
devastating . The audible noise is primar ily a foul-weather phenomenon . water 
droplets on the conductor s form corona discharge points wh ich produces a 
crackl ing , hissing noise . Dur ing snow, a 120-Hz "hum" may be pre sent . with 
the newest 50 0 -kV line design , BPA receives few noise complaints from per sons 
l iving near those l ines . As pointed out in the DEIS , some persons f ind the 
noise annoying because of its high frequency components . However , the 
intens ity of the noise rapidly diminishes away from the l ine .  

� Research has demons trated that animals show l ittle i f  any reaction to the 
noise produced by transmission l ines . A s tudy in Idaho found that the noise 
from a 5 0 0 -kV line did not deter deer and elk from us ing the right-of-way . 
However ,  the pre sence of hunters on the r ight-of-way did cause b ig game to 
avoid the r i ght-Of-way and other clearings . Hunted animal s quickly learn to 
associate the s ight and sounds of people with danger . A 5 -year-long study of 
the BPA 110 0 -kV prototype l ine further indicates that noise from corona 
d ischarge does not adver sely affect wildlife . 
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Thi s  information has been aaded to tlie EIS . More detai led dlScussion i s  
available i n  Electrical and Biolog ical Effects of Transmiss ion Lines : A 
Review, available from BPA . 

22. Comment: Hy personal opinion is I doubt BPA goes around grounding 
everyone ' s  fences and all the fences .  

Response : BPA does ground all fences and other objects ot certain sizes 
and distances from 50 0 -kV lines when the line is  constructea . 

23 . Comment : If a power line tower is hit by lightning , we could be 
electrocuted . 

Response : Lightning wlll usually str ike the highest obj ect in an area .  
In rural area s ,  th is may be a powerline tower o r  conductor . Transmiss ion 
fac ilities are designed to withstand lightning str ikes by channeling them to 
ground through the tower .  However ,  to play it safe , you should stay away from 
tower s ,  trees , and other tall obJ ects dur ing electr ical storms . 

2 4 .  Com.inent: I was with you last week at a hear ing in st . Reg i s ,  Hontana. 
The purpose of the discussion was the proposed 500-kV llne which your maps 
show as crossing directly over my horne 2 . 5  miles east of S t .  Reg is on Highway 
Rt . 13 5 .  fly property is r iverfront property below the highway and rai lroaa . 
I am opposed to this particular line . • • • 

In dry year s ,  we have a problem with grounaing the power line D1at feeds our 
property at the present time . He get electr ical shocks from water faucets and 
swi tch boxes even though they are properly gr ounded . My electr ic ian says your 
line running through thi s  area will complicate this problem and will ce rtainly 
make it worse . 

Re sponse : Electr ical shocks from water faucets , pipes,  swi tch bOxes , etc . 
are generally related to poor grounding of the house elec tr ical system . The 
addition of a high voltage power line will not contr ibute to this problem. 
Howeve r ,  the problem can and should be alleviated by having a proper grounding 
system installed in accordance with the National Electr ic Sa fety Code , by a 
qualif ied electr ician . 

2 5 .  Comment : Talking about barbed wired fences and automobile s ,  how far away 
from the power lines do you have to be before nothing happens? 

Re sponse : To pr event annoyance shocks near a 500-kV line , metal objects 
such as fences near the line are routinely grounded by BPA maintenance 
personnel.  In general , any fence more than 250 feet from the outsiae 
conductor need not be grounded . Although vehicle s less than 14 feet high can 
be dr iven beneath lines , vehicles should be 7 0  feet from the line when they 
are refueled . 

2 6 .  Comment : v�hat are electrical effects including shocks that occur near 
5 0 0 -kV lines? 
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Respons e :  BPA designs and maintains its facil ities t o  meet o r  exceed the 
rules set forth in the National Electr ic Safety Code to insure the safety and 
health of the pUblic . However ,  every kind of elec tr ical installation mus t  be 
treated with respect . Avoid br ing ing yourself or any obj ect you are holding 
anywher e near an overhead line . Mor e information on pacemaker s ,  veh icles ,  
irr igation pipes , fences , and so on is contained in BPA publication Living and 
WOrking Around High-Voltage Power Line s .  

27 . Comment: A number of concerns were raised about poss ible effects 
(corros ion or other interference ) of a 500-kV l ine on metal roofs and fences 

and on metal and/or plastic irr igation systems . 

Response : The Bonneville Power Administration has operated high-voltage 
power l ines s ince 193 7 in agricultural areas where metal or plastic ir r igation 
systems , metal-roofed s torage sheds , and wire fences are common . During th is 
per iod , many studies have been conducted to determine the influence of a . c . 
l ines and their associated electrical fields on the corrosion of metallic 
systems , including aluminum ir rigation pipe . All studies to date indicate 
that these a . c .  f ields do not measurably contr ibute to the normal corrosion 
processe s .  

FO r  safety in ongoing use of these underground pipes or irr igation systems 
located on the right-o f-way , care mus t be taken for proper installation and 
maintenance; they should be installed at an angle of 6 0  degrees or more to the 
transmission line centerline . A perpendicular crossing i s  bes t . underground 
pipes should not be installed closer than 53 feet to a BPA structure or the 
bur ied grounding system . Any necessary changes to an existing system would be 
compensated by EPA . 

In the case of metal roofs and fences near the power l ines , BPA has a standard 
policy for grounding tl1em to prevent nuisance shocks .  

28 . Comment: I f  you are farming under a line and you haven ' t  got your vehicle 
grounded , will you get shocked when you get of f? 

Response : A vehicle under an extra-high-voltage line will not normally 
car ry an induced voltage because the electr ic charge drains away through the 
t ires s ince most tires are semiconducting . An even better path to ground can 
be achieved by attaching a chain to the veh icle that reaches the ground . But 
even then , one can still get a nuisance shock if the vehicle is parked very 
near the line and on a nonconductive surface , such as dry rock . 

29 . Comment : They also said that someone did a test near lines l i ke this . I t  
l i t  light bulbs i n  someone ' s  hand . We now l ive about two blocks from a 
substation . We exper ienced underground electr ic shocks from thi s . We called 
Montana Power in and they came to our assistance . They checked it out and 
said our home was grounded and we still were continually shocked at different 
times in the home and he said that it was an underground cur rent that was 
coming from those substations . Th i s  is a problem, I bel ieve . 
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Response : Light bulbs ( incandescent) will not light when held in the 
electr ic field near a transmission line . Fluorescent tubes will glow in the 
f ields near SOO -kV l ines and in f ields near such th ings as automobile 
ignitions and C . B .  radio antennas .  OUr exper ience on s imilar problems has 
generally found that shocks are due to poor grounding of the house ' s  
electr ical wiring system . The utility (in this case Montana Power ) can and 
should determine the cause of these shocks and recommend a procedure to 
el iminate them . If such a s ituation occur s  due to the operation of a BPA 
substation or power line , it will be investigated and mitigated by BPA . 

3 0 . Comment :  I object to the Hot Springs line on reasons that we have had 
problems . You ' ve got a safety hazard as far as flying planes under these . 

Response :  Federal Aviation Admini s tration Regulations prohibit planes 
from flying under transmission lines . However ,  BPA exceeds FAA requirements 
in the marking and lighting of our transmission lines in areas where a hazard 
to a ircraft has been determined to exist . 

31 . Comment :  I think you ' ll have to explain what would happen i f  one o f  these 
l ines would break in [a populated area] and drops onto the highway . What 
happens if the top transmission line drops down onto the bottom one? Then 
what happens to the ground and surrounding people? These things I think have 
to be answered very well and very clearly to the health and safety . 

Response : If the top conductor drops into the bottom conductor , or a 
conductor drops on the ground , protective relays will deenergize the line in a 
fraction of a second . On lower voltage distr ibution lines , however , 
conductor s on the ground may still be energized and should be completely 
avoided . 

3 2 .  Comment : What about interference with radio and television reception? 

Response :  Television reception in the proximity of a S O O -kV line may 
suffer interference during rainy weather in areas with a low s tation strength 
such as those classed as Grade B (signal s trength of 2 2 4 -2S09 microvolts per 
meter ) or below by the Federal Communications Commiss ion . These areas are 
usually far from the transmitter .  In general , television interference can be 
mitigated by relocating the antenna or by extending an existing television 
cable system . 

Weak AM r adio s ignals next to transmission l ines may also be interfered with 
during rainy weather . In remote areas where signal s trengths are very low , 
interference may occur up to SOO feet from the l ine . In cities or areas where 
transmitter s are nearby , few problems occu r . FM radio reception is rarely 
affected . However , should it occur , the same measures that reduce television 
interference will wor k for FM radio . 

If residents exper ience television or r adio ( including CB ) reception problems 
due to the line , BPA will investigate such reports and provide appropriate 
mitigation to restore reception if a BPA facil ity is found to be the cause . 
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3 3 . Comment :  ��a t  effect does this transmission line have on people when they 
walk under i t  in a dry condition as opposed to a wet condition? 

Response : EPA transmiss ion lines are des igned so there are no harmful 
effects on a person walking under the line dur ing e ither dry or wet weather . 

3 4 . Comment : IS there a definite amount of money set as ide for research 
[ biological effects ] either in connection with Battelle or some other 

laboratories that are wor king? • • •  Wouldn ' t  you pursue thi s  on your own? 
[ If DOE funding were cut . ]  

Response : The u . s .  Department of Energy and the Electr ic Power Research 
Institute have been spending over $5 million annually on biological research 
involving electr ic fields . BPA has spent nearly $1 mill ion on a contract with 
Battelle-NOrthwest for biological research . It is likely that BPA would 
continue sponsor ing research even i f  some DOE programs were reduced . 

3 5 .  Comment :  Wha t is BPA ' s  respons ibility/liabi lity i f  i t  is later shown that 
the line has caused adverse health effects? 

Respons e :  'rhe united States can be sued only with the express consent of 
Congress . Congress has expressly consented to be sued for property damage and 
personal inj ury as provided for under the Federal TOrt Claims Act .  under the 
Federal Tort Claims Act ,  the Government ' s  liability for negligence is much 
like tha t of any pr ivate citizen . (This type o f  liabili ty will be discussed 
below. ) The consent to be sued is generally limited only to negl igent acts or 
omiss ions of government employee s .  Also , Congress has not consented to 
l iability for punitive damages . ( Ti tle 2 8 , U . S .C . , section 2674 . )  Further , 
Titl e 2 8 ,  U. S .C . , Section 268 0 lists several specific areas in wh ich congress 
reta ined governmental immunity .  Most of these 13 speci f ic immunities seem to 
have no poss ible pertinence to EPA cons truction of a transmission line . The 
items most likely to become pert inent seem to be the continued immunities for 
cla ims for damages caused by the fiscal operations of the Treasury or by the 
regulation of the monetary system (subsection 2680 ( i ) ) ,  for claims ar is ing out 
of assault , battery , false impr isonment , false arrest , mal icious prosecution, 
abuse o f  process , l ibel , slander , misrepresentation , deceit , or interference 
wi th contract rights (subsection 2680 (h) ) ,  and the so-called "discretionary 
exemption . "  The discretionary exemption of subsection (a) , Section 2680 , 
Title 2 8  U . S .C . , provides : 

"The provisions of [ the Federal Tort Claims Act] shall not apply to--

" (a) Any claim based upon an act or omiss ion of an employee of 
the Government , exercis ing due care , in the execution o f  a 
statute or regulation , whether or not such statute or 
regulation be val id , or based upon the exercise or per formance 
or the failure to exercise or perform a discretionary function 
or duty on the part of a federal agency or an employee of the 
Government , whether or not the discretion involved be abused . "  
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In cases of assault , battery , etc . , listed in the exemptions of subsection (h ) , 
although the government would be immune , there would be no immunity for any 
individual BPA employees who were guilty of such practices . The Federal Tort 
Claims Act provides statutes of limitations for tort claims against the 
government . The claim must be presented to the responsible agency with in two 
year s after the claim accrues .  (Title 2 8 ,  U . S .C . , Section 24 0 1 . ) The agency 
must act with in 6 months to accept or deny the claim; a failure of the agency 
to act within that per iod is taken as a denial , allowing claimant to sue . 
(Ti tle 2 8 , U . S .C . , Section 267S ( a ) . )  Su it must be commenced with in 6 months 

of the agency ' s  denial o f  the claim . (Title 2 8 ,  U . S .C . , Section 2401 (b) . )  

The l iability of the government in the most important field of torts , that of 
negligence , i s  spelled ou t in the provisions o f  the Federal TOrt Claims Act 
( 2 8  U . S .C . , Section 1346 (b)  , 2671-2680 ) .  Thi s  Act provides that the united 

States shall be liable for 

• • • "per sonal injury • • • caused by the negligent • • • act 
or omission of any employee of the government while acting 
within the scope of his office or employement , under 
c ircumstances where the united States , i f  a private person , 
would be l iable to the claimant in accordance with the law of 
the place where the act or omission occur red . " 

In general , the Federal Tort Claims Act makes the Federal government liable to 
the same extent as a pr ivate citizen in terms of ordinary negligence tort 
l iability . Thus , for example , BPA ' s  l iability for health impacts , if any , 
would be comparable to the l iability of pacific power & Light Company for 
health impacts from its electr ic service lines in the City of Kalispell ,  
M:mtana . 

From the legal point of view ,  at least two factors must exist before BPA would 
be liable for health impacts . These two factors are called "causation" and 
"negligence" by the law. The government , like a pr ivate citizen , is l iable 
only when its negligence has caused an inj ury . 

Thus , in the instant s i tuation , some person must suffer a per sonal inj ury or 
illness that i s  actually caused by the transmission l ine or its cons truction . 
The government could be liable only if the inj ury or illness was caused by the 
line or by the construction of the line . Thus , one who i s  inj ured by a 
government constr uction vehicle could show that he had sufferd an inj ury 
caused by the cons truction of the transmission line . In the case of an 
individual claiming some disease , such as a respiratory or coronary illness , 
he would have to show that his illness came from the transmission line or its 
construction . The routine way of doing this is to hire a physician or other 
expert witness who will testify that the illness was caused by the government 
activities in connection with the transmission line or i ts constr uction . 

The other factor which i s  necessary to government liability IS negligence . 
The government can be l iable under the Federal Tort Claims Act only when the 
government ' s  conduct which causes the health problem is found to be 
negligent . Without negligence , BPA would not be l iable . Negligence " is 
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def ined for individual State situations by State law . �vhether some government 
conduct i s ,  or is not ,  negligent must be determinea in each situation by the 
particular facts and is adj udged on the bas is of whether the government failed 
to act as a reasonable pr udent per son woula have acted unaer tile same or 
similar ci rcums tances .  

The probability o f  a valid claim against BPA tor health impacts a s  a result of 
the construction of the transmiss ion line in Montana can be estimatea to be 
the same as for the construction of other transmission lines. Except as to 
vehicular and cons truction accidents ,  BPA does not know ot any such claim . 
The claimant , if any , would have the buraen ot prov ing that the government was 
negligent and that such negligence caused the claimant ' s  health probleln . 1he 
Uni ted States Di str ict Court for the Di str ict of I'Jlontana would make the 
determination as to whether BPA was liable in the case of Montana . 

3 6 .  Comment : As part of this response , please explain for me the etfects the 
lines might have on f1ineral County ' s  law enforcement radio communications .  

Response : The line will have no effect on Mineral County ' s  law 
enforcement radio communications . Interference due to transmiss ion line 
corona occurs only dur ing rainy weather ana is usually limIted to with in bOO 
feet of the line even when broadcast signals are weak . In rare instance s , the 
police vehicle may have to dr ive several hundred feet from the line to enable 
communication. This would only be during rainy weather ana when the police 
vehicle is far from the base transmi tting station , such that s ignals strengths 
are low , and communications would be diff icult even if the line were not there.  

3 7 .  Comment: You have no idea of the long-range health effect due to • • •  

the defoliants you intend to use in forested areas . 

Response : The statement on page IV-8 of the EIS ( "No present evidence 
indicates that any harmful effects to humans or animals have occur red from 
exposure to herbicides in BPA ' s  Vegetation Hanagernent Program . " )  is 
substantiated by detai led evaluations of BFA ' s  var ious herbicide formulations 
appear ing in the Final EIS on BPA ' s FY 19 tH Pr ogram ( ooE/EIS-0 060) . That E IS 
(which is incorporated by reference i n  this E IS on the Gar rison-Spokane 50 0 -kV 

Transmission Pr oject) discusses the general toxicological consiaerations of 
BPA ' s  herbicide formulations (acute and chronic) , dr i ft , volatility , absorp
tion , leaching , microbial breakdown, chemical breakdown in soil , chemical 
breakdown in plants , and photodegradation.  Copies of the E IS on EPA ' s  FY 1981 
Program ( ooE/EIS-0 060) , as well as the Environmental Assessments on BPA ' s FY 
198 2  and FY 198 3  Vegetation Management Programs are available upon request .  

I I .  I .  PUBLIC VERSUS PRIVA'IE LAND AS A S ITING CONCERN 

Many commentors expressed opinions about what concerns should have priority in 
deciding where to site the line .  One "umbrella" issue included many of those 
concerns : the issue of whether to site the line more on public or more on 
pr ivate land . Because so many different concerns came under this heading , 
the issues are summarized at leng th below as one major comment . See also 
Part I I .  C for related discussions . 
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1 .  Comment :  Those who advocated placing the l ine o n  public land often felt 
tha t  publ ic pro j ects belong on public land . Many also felt s trongly tha t  a 
transmiss ion l ine--and particularly a line of th is magni tude--should be kept 
as far as possible away from people and residences (and thus from pr ivate 
land) . Reasons c i ted include fears for long-term biological and electr ical 
effects on people and livestock , fear s of property devaluation and other 
negative economic impacts , concern for esthetics , and concern for impairment 
of orderly land use development . �mere the line would follow existing 
corr idor (pr ivate land) , people felt that further visual impairment would be 
"the last s traw . " '!hey also were concerned that federally built facilities 
would pay no taxes to the counties , an additional economic impact (revenue 
foregone) .  '!hese arguments were given additional force where people perce ived 
that much or all of the power transmitted through the lines is going elsewhere . 

Those who opposed placement of the lines on public land often felt that the 
values of that land- -especially esthetically appealing backcountry and 
mountainous areas- -were important to many people , including and going beyond 
particular landowners . Many saw placement of the l ine in existing 
cor r idor s- -which tend to follow valleys , and hence , private land 
development--as a means to protect and preserve valuable natural resources , 
including unique esthetic qualities of the environment , wildlife , vegetation ,  
timber , and opportunities for special recreational exper iences . I n  the case 
of this proj ect , they pointed out tha t  Plan A (Hot Spr ings ) , which follows the 
existing corridor (more pr ivate land) is less costly , more economical .  They 
also argued tha t  the esthetic impact of an additional line in an existing 
corr idor is less than the impact of opening a new corr idor . 

Response :  BPA policy has been to parallel existing r ights-of-way wherever 
possible . For thi s  pro j ec t ,  such a parallel route (the Hot Spr ings Plan) was 
developed , wi th a second plan var iation through plains , ��ntana .  However , 
these or iginally proposed routes met with cons iderable public opposition , in 
large part because of the ir impacts on people and consequences for private 
land . Results of public involvement and of active and increasing 
Congress ional interest in reducing those impacts led to the development of the 
Taft Plan , which reduces the amount* of pr ivate land crossed : 

Hot Spr ings 
Plains 
Taft 

Pr ivate 
2/3 
1/2 
1/3 

Public 
1/3 
1/2 
2/3 

Although no choice to s i te the line on public land was directly built into the 
analysi s  of alternatives for this project , numerous rank ing factors--including 
esthetics , urban/residential , other social , and social inconveniences--include 
pr ivate land crossed as one of the ir indicator s of impacts . �ere social and 
economic concerns became dr iving factors ,  routes with greater proportions of 
public lands tended to be prefer red . 

*approximate proport ions 
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However ,  i t  i s  virtually impossible i n  this study area and for a line o f  this 
length to locate a transmission l ine solely on publ ic land or no closer than 
one mile or even one half-mile from any res idence or community . Building a 
l ine between Gar r i son and Spokane necess itates cross ing numerous r iver 
valleys , most of which have concentrations of pr ivate land and are dotted with 
settled areas . The possibility of future re inforcement to a populated area 
( i . e . , Missoula) , also requires a location reasonably close to the load 

center . Physical constraints , such as terrain ,  engineering factor s ,  or snow 
and ice loading , and need for access to the r ight-of-way , are other factor s 
which enter into the location process .  Because of the imposs ib ility of 
staying out of all valleys and off all pr ivate land and away from all 
residences or developed land by an absolute distance , the approach was to 
locate routes which would have the least possible effects on people while 
balancing the other locational cr iter i a .  The alternative routes studied 
reflect thi s  approach . 

I I . J .  PROPERTY VALUES/COMPENSATION 

The property value comments varied from questions about possible devaluation 
to statements about the specific reasons for devaluation to concern about a 
specific piece of property that could be devalued . 

Many commentors felt that much of the value of property in the area is der ived 
from scenic beauty of the environment . They maintained that a transmiss ion 
line would detract from the environment ' s  scenic beauty and would there fore 
devalue local property . Other commentor s felt that the line ' s  potential 
health/safety and inconvenience effects could also serve to devalue property 
under , adj acent to , and near the l ine . 

Several commentors stated that landowners who currently had land for sale near 
many of the proposed routes had been unable to sell i t  because potential 
buyers were wary of purchasing land where visual amenities were so uncertain . 
Other commentor s stated that the line would severely limit the developability 
of s ubdivis ions . 

A few people asked questions about EPA ' s  appr aisal practices ; others felt that 
BPA should purchase affected parcels in full rather than s imply acquire an 
easement across a port ion of a parcel . A few people stated that BPA had 
attempted to bypass the property value concern in the EIS as being 
controver s ial and unproven . 

In addition to the comments descr ibed above , a few people also made 
observations such as " The ir [EPA] idea of a fa ir price and the landowner ' S  
idea i s  mighty far apart . "  Others made statements such as "No amount of money 
can replace the damage that would be done to my land . "  Finally , one or two 
commentor s stated that because people would be paid by BPA for easements , they 
had no basis for complaint . 
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1 .  comment : When a tr ansmission l ine i s  located on land , it devalues the 
property because of its unpleasant visual characteristics and because of the 
annoyance and inconvenience of l iving and work ing around the l ine . Th is 
devaluation should be quant ified and included as a cos t  of the proj ect . 

Response : The reasons given as to why a transmission l ine could devalue a 
parcel o f  land are :  location , noise , visual , economic , social , health , 
danger , and so on . The reasons are j ust as var ied as there are individuals 
who own , sell , or buy land . Many feel that they are be ing deprived of the 
anticipated appreciation of their land due to a change in the land ' s  h ighest 
and best use . For example , the potential of farmland that could be subd ivided 
for residential purposes in the foreseeable future could be reduced . 

A property may have a special use which is created and maintained by the owner 
and , if so , is re flected in the overall land value at the time of evaluation . 
such things as the owner ' s  personal attachment to the land , for whatever 
reason , are not necessar i ly reflected in the land ' s  mar ketability . 

property appraisals consider all the factor s that create and maintain value . 
The appraisal reflects what the real estate mar ket is doing in a given area as 
of a spec ific date . The estimated j us t  compensation (mar ket value )  for a 
perpetual r ight-of-way easement , over and across a part icular parcel of land , 
i s  based on what sales of comparable properties in the vicinity of the subject 
(or this ownership) has sold for within the recent past . The real estate 

market is dynamic and ever -changing and the value of land is also 
ever-chang ing . 

AS noted in Appendix D ,  " Social and Economic Cons iderations , "  p .  2 -17 , an 
extensive literature search on transmission lines ' effects on property values 
d id not yield conclus ive evidence about whether these effects occur . Much of 
the l iterature reports that transmission lines have little or no effect on 
property values . A smaller number of studies reported somewhat reduced values 
for residential property . TO date , no studies have shown any appreciable 
effect on residential property value at d istances greater than 500 feet from 
the line . 

If there are adverse effects on resident ial land values , they would be 
concentrated near the line and the ir extent would be influenced by the 
or ientation of a property with respect to the line and opportunities for 
vegetative or topographic screening . 

Because so much uncertainty surrounds land value effects , it is not poss ible 
to determine whether they exist and , if so , to what extent . Hence , it is not 
poss ible to forecast what BPA ' s  easement payments would be in a part icular 
area or incorporate these payments into the overall cost of the line . 

2 .  Comment : In an area where people place a premium on scenic beauty and 
tranquility , a transmission line s ' visual , health/safety , noise, and r adio/TV 
effects would devalue property . 
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would adversely affect land 
but the evidence presented so 
FOr a more detailed discussion 

Response : The extent to which a new line 
values has been addressed in several studies , 
far has been contradictory and inconclusive . 
of land value effects , please see the response 
and Economic Considerations , "  p .  2-17 . 

above and Appendix D ,  "Social 

3 .  Comment :  We have land for sale along an existing corridor and along a 
proposed corr idor through which the proposed Garr ison-Taft line could run.  
potential buy�rs have exh ibited reluctance to purchase the land because they 
are aware of the possibility of the line being constructed in the cor r idor . 
When a final decis ion is made about the lines ' location , property values in 
the area selected will decrease . 

Comment : v�e are opposed to the power line being built near homes . The 
power line as proposed would be in close proximity to a number of familie s .  
On the route now being considered the power line would only be about 100 yards 
from our home . We feel that not only would it affect our lives healthwise and 
noisewise , but would devaluate our property drast ically wh ich has been for 
sale since August 198 0 previous to this decision . 

comment :  Should I ever need to sell my new home , [ in upper Rattlesnake] 
having the power line so close to it would definitely reduce its value . 

Response: In the open market , buyer reluctance can be attr ibuted to a 
number of factor s .  Uncertainty of the location of a proposed facility such as 
a transmiss ion line may be such a factor . Although a number of studies has 
been conducted regarding changes in property values due to proximity of 
transmission lines , the results have been contradictory . ( See response to 
previous comment . )  There is no scientific information that would allow 
detailed quantitative prediction of land value changes induced by transmission 
lines or by the prospect of transmission lines . Land value effects are 
perceived differently by different buyers and case histor ies of many land 
sale s must be examined before it can be concluded that a particular entity , 
such as a transmission line ,  has decreased land values or is solely 
responsible for buyer reluctance . 

Studies on the effect of transmi ss ion lines on property values disagree as to 
whether the presence of the line reduces property values .  Some indicate that 
property values are not noticeably affected . However , effects vary widely for 
different types of land crossed and impacts can vary for individual pieces of 
property in a single land use category . In gener al , the effect on property 
values depends on the type of land use near the line , on the intr ins ic value 
an individual landowner attaches to the character istics of his or her land , 
and on the changes made by the transmission line and r ight-Of-way . Thus , an 
analys is of each individual case would be necessary to predict changes in 
property values for a particular line , as the effects are unevenly distr ibuted . 

property owners are compensated for any reductions in the value of their land 
which occur as a resul t of the r ight-of-way easement agreement they enter into 
with EPA . Compensation is based upon the difference between the fair mar ket 
value of the property before and after the establishment of the r ight-of-way . 
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These market values are determined in appraisals made by exper ienced BPA or 
independent real estate appraiser s .  Each estimate is examined by a review 
appraiser to ensure that it is wr itten in accordance with the "uniform 
Appraisal Standards for Federal Land Acquisitions" ( Interagency Land 
Acquisition Conference 19 7 3 ) . Each appraisal must be supported by recently 
consummated comparable sales in the area which are compared with the property 
being evaluated . 

It is recognized that , in some instances ,  the impos ition of a tr ansmiss ion 
line right-of-way may so adversely affect a particular parce l of land as to 
leave the owner with an uneconomic unit . BPA ' s  appraisers are alert to 
poss ible damage to portions of the ownership exter ior to the transmission l ine 
easement . 

Each property is evaluated and considered individually in arrlvlng at a f igure 
for j ust compensation to affected property owner s .  I f  the affected property 
owner voluntar ily sells the land or an easement to it , there is pr ima facie 
evidence that he is satisfied . If a settlement must be reached in the courts , 
the courts will adequately compensate the owner for any fair market value loss . 

4 .  Comment: We the unders igned res idents of Mineral county , are strongly 
opposed to the placement of the Bonneville Power Administration ' s  SOO-kV power 
line in Mineral County . The negative impacts on land values and the tax base 
[among other factors] • • • make the "southern route " [Taft Plan] totally 

unacceptable to u s . [Pet ition with 7 9  names] • 

Response : In r1ineral County , the scarc ity of pr ivate land and its tax 
base implications make potential land value effects a very sens itive issue . 
Although the evidence on transmission l ines effects on land values is not 
conclusive (see Appendix D ,  p .  2-17 , and the response above) , a significant 
decrease in land values could adversely affect the County by reducing its tax 
base . However ,  very little pr ivate land would be affected by the line in 
Mineral County . Effects on land values and the tax base are likely to be 
neglig ible . 

Although the potential for land value effects is one subject of controversy 
among local res idents , the Taft Route affects the least amount of pr ivate land 
and thereby would have the lowest potential for land value effects . 

S .  Comment : I and many others have a considerable investment in real 
property in the impact area of the power lines . The studies mentioned in your 
draft EIS state that there is no conclus ive evidence of real property 
devaluation on or near power lines ' r ights-of-way resulting from power line 
construction .  I conducted a local area survey on this matter , the results of 
which make your nonconclusions to be vague and misleading at best . I surveyed 
local realtor s ,  prospective rural acreage buyer s ,  developer s ,  and property 
owners along existing similar transmiss ion lines . The result was that for 
this area , power line construction would result in major devaluation of nearby 
real property . 
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Response: As noted on po  2 -17 of Appendix D, I lSoc ial and Economic 
Considerations ll , an extensive literature search was conducted regard ing the 
effec t of transmiss ion l ines on property values . The studies reviewed 
exhibited a wide var iety of methodologies which ranged from informal surveys 
of developers and landowners to statistical samples of property sales near 
transmission l ines . In general , most tended to conclude that transmission 
lines have little or no effect on property value s .  However ,  some concluded 
that transmission l ines adversely affect nearby residential proper ty values . 

Since past studies were conducted in other geograph ic areas and not in the 
Pacific Northwest , there is a need for research in th is region before 
conclusions can be drawn . FUrther research may yield more appl icable 
conclus ions about land value effects , including causes , when they occur , how 
long they last , the ir relationship to proximity to the line , and ways to 
reduce or avoid them . 

6 .  comment : • • •  In Appendix D ,  IISocial and Economic Considerations . II A 
summary of cor r idor res idents '  perceptions on page 2 -5 lists seven maj or 
concerns including II • • •  concern about transmission lines ' effects on property 
values . "  page 3 -8 further defined the property devaluation issue . yet only 
one paragr aph on page 2-17 and a few l ines on page 4-14 and 4-17 are devoted 
to thi s  "major concer n . 1I In essence BPA attempts to bypass the concer n as 
"controversial" and lIunproven . "  

Response : The concern over whether property is devalued by a transmission 
line and its r ight-of-way is listed prominently in the EIS SUMMARY as a 
subject of controver sy , under the heading of Economic Impacts . Research was 
conducted to determine what was known on the subject of property value changes 
induced by transmission facilities . In Append ix D ,  "Social and Economic 
considerations , "  property value issues are dealt with from both a social and 
an economic perspective . As noted on pages 2-5 and 3-8 , local residents were 
extremely concerned about the project ' s  potential effects on land values of 
properties located in or near the transmission l ine r ight-of-way . Because of 
these concern s ,  Mountain yvest Research , Inc . (the team ' s  socioeconomic 
contractor ) undertook an extensive l iterature review of previous research on 
transmission line effects on property values . ( See previous comments and 
responses for results of th is research . )  Detailed prediction of potential 
property value effects was not attempted because the data is not conclusive 
enough to allow reliable assessment of possible impacts . 

However , because residents ' concerns about land value effects will continue to 
remain an important social issue , this fact was noted in the social impact 
section on page s 4-14 and 4-17 . FUrthermore , two impact measures were used to 
incorporate concern about land value effects in the analysis.  These measures 
favored routes which cross less pr ivate land and corne near fewer pr ivate 
landowner s .  Hence , although it was not possible to predict whether or in what 
magnitude land value effects would occur , the socio-economic assessment 
recognizes the importance of the issue and its route-rank ing procedure 
expl ic itly favor s routes which might have less potential land value effect . 
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7 .  Corrunent : 'I'he impact o f  tbese power lines o n  t.h e  r eal estate value o f  our 
land and bomes is not addressed under the Taft Plan ,  p .  IV-6 2 ,  "Socio-Economic 
Cons iderations . "  

Re sponse : The environmental consequences of developing the project are 
discussed in two parts : a general impact evaluation for each subJ ect of 
concern and route-specific discuss ions of the noteworthy impacts associated 
with each alternative . Potential land value effects are addressed pr imarily 
in the f irst (general) part of Chapter IV : ENVIRONNENTAL CONS.E.QUENCES 
(Volume I ) . Transmission lines ' potential effects on the real estate value of 

land and homes is not addressed under plan-specific discussions in Chapter IV 
because an extensive literature search on land value effects did not yield 
conclusive evidence about whether or in what magni tude land value effects 
occur . (See responses to corrunents above and Appendix D ,  p .  2-17 . ) 

8 .  Corrunent: • • •  I am not in favor of the pr oposea BPA power l ines and 
specif ically , I am not in favor of the Bonneville Power Administration power 
line crossing my property lSegment 119 ] . I have lived on my r anch for thirty 
year s .  I was aware that it had a federal power r ight-of �ay on the property , 
and I was prepared to live with what was there when I moved on the property . 
Howeve r ,  not in my wildest dreams did I imag ine that a power line of the 
proposed s ize would ever be built in my backyard . The proposed 5 0 0 -kV l ines 
are larger then anything I was prepared to accept.  It is my opinion that this 
installation will gr eatly depreciate the value of my property . 

Response : The existing r ight-o f �ay through which segment 119 would pass 
is wide enough to accept an adaitional 5 00-kV transmission l ine . Hence , BPA 
could install a line in the r ight-of-way without acquiring additional 
r ight-of-way . The extent to which a new line would aoversely affect land 
values has been discussed in the responses above . 

9 .  COmITlent: Another major effect , adjoining property values will be gr eatly 
reduced as a result of the power line . No mention is made in the repo r t  of 
th is or of any possible compensation because of the visual Ollght resulting 
from construction on property owner s  that are not actually on the corr idor 
itself . This will, in the long r un ,  dr amatlcally r educe land values and 
adver sely affect the economic health of the corrununity and more so as 
additional power lines are constr ucted on- a corr idor or the s i ze of the 
existing tower s  increases .  This effect i s  exponential , that i s ,  double the 
number o f  lines more than doubles the impact . 

Comment :  Property owner s  who own land adj acent to but not i n  the 
right-of-way should be compensated for pr operty devaluation. 

Re§Ponse : Although the Gar r ison-Spokane Transmission Project would have 
adverse vi sual impacts on people who view the l ine from nearby , non-adjacent 
land , BPA is not legally able to compensate the owners of thi s land . Many 
residents of Western Hontana feel that property values on non-adj acent lands 
would be reduced as a result of their visual proximity to a transmission 
line . The results of research done in other areas is contradictory and does 
not provide conclusive evidence on whether or to what magnitude transmission 
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lines may change nearby property values . Appraisals prepared for the 
Bonneville Power Administr ation , as for any other Federal agency , must be 
prepared in accordance wi th "uniform Appraisal Standards for Federal Land 
Acquisitions" . Federal law prohibits any cons ideration of Just Compensation 
for consequential damages to adjoining ownerships . 

10 . Comment : Compensation to the forest landowner as a result of reducing 
the resource land base is also inadequately discussed in the DEIS . Payment 
should be based on both loss of existing timber and loss of use of the land 
for future timber management . 

Response : The compensation for a transmission l ine r ight-of-way over and 
acros s forest land i s  based on the land value ( including reproduction 
stocking ) , plus the value of the timber , less a residual land value . Th is 
approximates the full fee value for the land and trees . The imposition of a 
transmission l ine easement changes the present highest and best use . The land 
can be used to grow Christmas trees or nursery stock . The market value pa id 
for the land and timber includes the r ight to grow future forest products . 
The one-time payment doe s ,  in effect , consider the future loss of forest land 
to the owner . 

11 . Comment :  The speci fic port ion of this [plan C] to which I am opposed 
crosses section 4 and 9 in TaN and Rl3W in Granite County , Montana . This line 
will cause great economic hardship by interfer ing with our future mining 
operat ions in this area . This area has been mined extensively in the past and 
will again be mined when the economy improves . Your route crosses directly 
over patented mining claims with one of the towers located in the middle of 
one of these claims . Th is crossing will result in the major ity of the mining 
claims becoming ster ilized . The lost revenue due to the in-place ore not 
being mined can easily run into the millions . An extens ive diamond core 
dr illing program would be needed on your part to def ine the exact limits of 
the extensive core veins and ore pockets . This dr illing will cost you from 
$250 , 0 0 0  to $40 0 ,000 if properly done . If  this dr ill ing is not done , there is 
no way you can legally or legitimately determine the fair market value of the 
power line r ight-of-way across these patented claims . 

Response : Compensation for a transmission line easement across a mining 
claim i s  based on the present mar ket value of the property . The appraisal 
includes the land and mineral value . The appraisal of mineral value is 
conducted by a geologist and/or a mining engineer and includes taking samples 
of the mater ial found on the claim . The l ine ' S  impact on a claim depends on 
whether a tower is located on the claim or whether it is simply crossed by a 
conductor . Fair market value can be determined for any mineral claim . 

12 . Cormnent: I talked to Mr .  Eskr idge about the method of compensation for 
tower sites on pr ivate property , and on my part icular ranch , I ' m blessed with 
seven tower s ,  part of them 230 wood post , part of them is Bonneville Power ' s  
230 steel . In any event , I think tower sites cost a man that ' s  trying to farm 
around . Five of them are in cultivated fields . They cost you money every 
year . They cost you fr ustration . I could go on and on , but I felt my feeling 
is instead of a one-time payment and a life-time problem , that these sites 
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ought to be on an annual lease basis.  In other words ,  you should be 
compensated for the problems that the particular indiviaual is caused by the 
site , and , at that time I discussed with Georg e ,  he saia he thought it was a 
reasonable consideration ,  ana that they would probably discuss i t  some mor e .  
Has anything ever progressed f urther o n  that? 

Comment : Adequate compensation for easements must be established on other 
than a one-time per-acre payment basis . Property aevaluation, loss ot 
agr icultural productivity , loss of flexibility of mining operations and 
aesthetic impact are examples of the other factors which must be consiaered in 
determining adequate compensation. 

Comment :  Payment for the power line ,  • • • I think it should be renewable 
every f ive years and as the property ' s  value goes up , so does the money that 
you pay the landowners . 

Comment : BPA ' s  land payment pol icies shoulo be discussea . Is BPA 
forbidden from mak ing annual payments or is it  current practice not to make 
them? 

Response : Inconvenience effects to lanaowners have been discussed in the 
E IS (see Chapter IV) . Such ef fects are considered as part ot the 
environmental assessment process and in compar ing alternatives . 

Compensation, in the form of a lump sum payment , for a perpetual transmission 
l ine easement is considered fair and reasonable to both the landowner and the 
government according to standard government practice s .  The appraisal 
considers the e ffect of the transmission l ine on the property as a whole and 
how it affects the highest and best use ot the land . 

The annual payment or specified adJ ustment every � 1/2 to 5 years has been 
proposed ; after consideration,  BPA maintains that the one-payment concept is 
more valid and appropr iate . Implementing a per iodic payment plan would be 
expensive because of the miles of transmission line , the number o f  parcels in 
pr ivate ownership , chang ing land uses as well as landowners,  and setting up a 
formula for such payment s .  This will also adversely affect the ratepayer s of 
the reg ion because the cost of implementing an annual payments program is 
passed on to the ratepayer s .  

13 . Comment : BPA should adequately compensate lanaowners for tr ansmiss ion 
line r ights-of �ay . In cases where the enti re parcel i s  devalued , BPA should 
pay the owner the fair market value of bhe ent ire property . 

Comment : Private landowners should be g iven the option to sell the ir land 
to BPA rather than s imply grant BPA an easement.  In these cases the pr ivate 
landowner should also be reimbursed for moving costs . If necessary , BPA 
shoula appr oach Congress for permission to make outr ight purchases. 

ReSponse : BPA is only authori zed to purchase that land actually needed 
for the project unless imposition of the tr ansmission line leaves an owner 
with an uneconomic remnant . If the occasion arose where we dia purchase an 
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entire ownership , as for a substation , we would indeed re imburse for moving 
costs and other expenses as well . As for Congressional authority ,  it would be 
difficult , especially in the present political cl imate , for an agency to make 
much of a case for taking large pieces of property out of pr ivate ownership 
when they were not needed for a project . 

14 . Comment : What is the term of the easement? 

Response :  '!he term of the easement i s  perpetual and thereby applies for 
an unl imited length of time . 

15 . Comment : The BPA must be responsible for any land damage , gates or fences 
and be held responsible to restore it to the or iginal state . 

Response : BPA pays crop damage and restores the land to its or iginal 
state , including reseeding , and repair of any damage to gates and fences 
damaged dur ing construction . 

16 . Comment : How does one get BPA to appraise [property] ? What steps do you 
have to take? 

Response : The landowner does not have to ask that the government make an 
appraisal .  '!his will be done as a matter of course after the property has 
been surveyed and a descr iption of the property is available to the 
appraiser . 

17 . Comment : BPA ' s  land appraisal practices should be discussed . 

Response:  All Federal agency appraisal practices including those used by 
BPA are guided by standards cited in the publication Uniform Appraisal 
Standards for Federal Land Acquisitions . This publication is available at any 
of BPA' s offices . In addition , our work is subject to review by appraisers of 
the Department o f  Justice . 

Many pr ivate appraisers also use the above noted publication as a guide in 
the ir wor k .  In easement appraising , the most important consideration is the 
highest and best use of the property before imposition of the easement and the 
highes t and best use after imposition . '!he difference is the estimate of just 
compensation . Before and after values are based on the value of other 
property similar to the subject property .  

lS . Comment : • I am extremely upset by the possibil ity that a 500-kV 
transmission line is proposed to cross my property in Missoula County . The 
property is first and foremost a recreational acreage (but with no timber 
potential )  and nothing could be more distasteful to me or any future owner 
than a powerline crossing the property . The distinct implication in your 
letter is that should this route be selected , I will in some measure be 
compensated by means of an easement . Though the route is planned to cross 
only the northern edge and northeast corner of the property , its value to me 
or anyone else is diminished to virtually zero--it might as well run through 
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the middle . I therefore insist that should this route be the f inal one , that 
I be compensated fully for the entire fair mar ket value of the property . 

Response : As discussed above , the compensation for the SOO-kV 
transmission line easement on your property would be based on the difference 
between recent sales of s imilar land before and after impos ition of a 
transmission line easement . If the mar ket data shows no "after " value then 
the j ust compensation will reflect the entire fair mar ket value of your 
property .  

19 . Comment : Our range for our cattle will be affected by tl1e l ines and 
towers and roads . We ' ll have to r ide under them and around them six months 
out of the year . Definitely the l ine will be a detr iment to the value of the 
property and the scenic value of the entire area . The noise , interference , 
and electr ic fallout from these lines will be much too close for comfort !  

Response :  TO our knowledge , the transmission lines do not have an effect 
on the l ivestock us ing the land . ( See Part I I . H of th is Volume for further 
discussion . )  The tower locations may affect your farming practice , (see 
Part I I I . C)  but the transmiss ion lines are designed to keep the noise , 
interference , and electr ical effects well within the National Electr ical 
Safety Code standards . 

2 0 .  Comment : We are deeply concerned with what th is transmiss ion l ine will do 
in depreciating land values , especially ir r igated meadow lands . We note that 
one of these better irr igated ranches would be g iven away with this monstrous 
line cutting through the middle of it . We are sure it couldn ' t  be sold to 
us.  Most of the people with the better ir r igated ranches have spent a 
lifetime of wor k  and savings to put them together and for Bonneville to come 
along and cut the value fifty percent and render it [ un] usable is absolutely 
cruel and unj ust . This SO O -kV line must not be allowed to cross this type of 
land in lower Fl int Creek Valley . 

Comment : When a tower or tower s interfere with an irr igation system , 
spr inkler system , or otherwise , what happens then in our values? 

Response : Any change in the ir rigation system is considered in the 
appraisal proces s .  The appraiser looks a t  what happens to the present 
irr igation system and estimates the cost to cure the problem . The added 
farming costs are also considered in the final estimate to be paid for the 
r ight-of-way easement . 

21 . Comment : We don ' t  feel that BPA has given the proper consideration to the 
private landowner s .  They have gone on pr ivate land without permission or 
s igned easements . The compensation they are offer ing is unacceptable when you 
consider the damage that is being done . 

Response : BPA is not aware of inc idences of trespassing by its 
employee s .  We secure signed permission to survey forms before authoriz ing 
surveyors to enter . BPA is not currently negotiating easements for the 
Garr ison-Spokane project . Th is comment may refer to the landowner ' s  
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expectation of compensation once a final route i s  selected and r ight-of-way 
negotiation beg ins . 

22 . Comment : I suggest that the Bonneville Power Admini stration contract with 
an outs ide , disinterested third party to provide our landowner s  wi th the 
ser ies of model contract to make clear to each individual landowner of their 
opportunities to modify the contracts to account for all the special 
considerations that each individual party feels they should have and are 
reasonable • • • •  When it is the taxpayer s '  dollar who is initiating the 
developing public works projects , then the government has a clear 
responsibility to protect the individuals ' r ights and the communities ' 
interest . • • • In other words , BPA has a spec ial obligation to protect local 
interests . 

Response : BPA must follow Department of Justice procedures in the type of 
legal document it obtains .  However ,  individual owner s will have the 
opportunity dur ing negotiations to work out spec ial terms and conditions 
acceptable to both parties . 

2 3 . Comment: Eminent domain is an undesirable practice and should not be used 
as a threat by EPA. When it is used , it should be used fairly so as not to 
interfere with pr ivate c i tizens ' enjoyment of their proper ty . Pr ivate 
citizens who must pay for lawyer s and bear the cost of going to court are 
unfairly burdened in eminent domain proceedings . 

Response :  Bonneville ' s  acquisition policies follow uniform Federal legal 
guidelines designed to ensure that assessment of property is fair and 
impartial , and that the easement necessary for a right-of-way is proper ly 
compensated . BPA uses eminent domain only as a last resort and makes every 
effor t to reach a negotiated settlement . However ,  EPA ' s  abil ity to invoke 
eminent domain may be perceived as a threat by local landowner s .  

24 . Comment :  BPA should provide affected landowner s with better notice o f  
their intent to survey . BPA should notify all landowners adjacent to but not 
in the proposed r ights-of-way . 

Response : It  is BPA policy to obtain the signature of the person in 
possession of the property on a document granting the r ight to enter the 
property and perform a number of actions , including surveying . No surveyor is 
author ized to enter property unless such a document has been s igned or the 
r ights have been obtained through the courts . 

Adjacent property owner s are advised of BPA plans through the public involve
ment process ( See Part I I .  G .  1) . I t  would be difficult to individually 
contact every landowner who l ives near to but not in the proposed r ight-of-way . 

2 5 .  Comment : • • •  I 'm a farmer in the Rathdrum area where the exist ing 
transmiss ion line crosses our property • • • •  We understood clearly that the 
easement purchased at that time would compensate two additional l ines for the 
future . But , • • •  [ I  feel]  that we have lost more than we were compensated 
for at that time . Even though the Bonneville Power Administration has a 
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present easement for more lines, . • • I would like to ask that reasonable 
consideration be given for the cost of the second line that would be equitable 
as if they were building a ne\� line in an ar ea where you cio not have the 
easement . 

Response : �Jhen a new transmission l ine i s  constr ucted i n  an existing 
r ight-of-way , the landowner i s  compensatea tor agr icultural losse s .  �Je will 
consult the landmmer regarding tower placement and any aaaitional access we 
may need to acquire for the new tacilitie s .  however , E'eaeral reg ulations dO 
not allow us to re-purchase r ights whlctl we alreaay own ( i . e . , the existing 
r ight-of-way easement) • 

26.  Corrunent: Each landowner deserves to know the loss on land values ln 
dollar amount s .  

Response : Each owne r whose land lS taken for the easement i s  int onnea of 
the reduction in value of the affected property due to the imposition ot a 
transmission l ine easement . In these cases , the value or compensation for the 
loss in value is estimated by a qualif ied real estate appraiser . As noted in 
pr evious responses , i t  i s  not possible to forecast land value effects on 
property not actually in the easement .  

27 . comment : The power line also in lJebraska that he told us about , he sald 
that they were compensated one thousand four hundred dollar s per uni t for 
this.  I under stand that thlS is far below what we have been offered here . I 
don ' t  think this is fair • • • • 

Response : The payment made for an easement in one state is not the basis 
for estimating value in another state . ( There are spec ific instances of this 
happening but generally only for special purpose land uses . ) In the case of 
this proj ect , there are adequate comparable sales of the land uses that are 
similar to those over which the transmission line cr osses . 'l'hese sales are 
reflective of the local real estate activity .  Appraisals basea on thi s  method 
reflect the loss that may be suffered due to the proJect . 

28 . Comment : Additional data i s  needed on landowner compensation, 
constr uction pr ocedures , and long -term soc ial impacts of con®unities affected . 

Response : All of these concerns are dealt with in Volume I in Chapter s I I  
and IV, which have been rewr itten tor this f inal docUQent . Addltional, more 
detailed information can be found in the comments and responses in this 
volume , i n  Appendix D, "Social and Economic Considerations" ,  and also in 
references cited in that document . 

29.  Comment : A question carne to !.lind concerning f ire caused by darnage to 
power line s ,  electr ical storms, a la the Pattee canyon f ire in Mlssoula . 
There was a very lengthy lawsuit involvea with that before the thing was 
resolved . If there was a set of circumstances that created a f ire which 
burned peoples '  homes, damage the ir forests, which have a value , and so forth, 
\�ould they be facing similar lawsui t ,  or does BPA have a system alreaay 
established for compensating people , • • •  
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Response :  I t  i s  highly unlikely that this line would ever start a f ire . 
However , the un ited Statss is respons ible for any loss or damage or injury to 
persons resulting from any acts or omissions , in accordance with the 
provis ions o f  the Federal Torts Claims Act 62  Stat . 3 8 2 ,  as amended . (Also 
see part I I .  H ,  comment #3 5 . ) 

3 0 . Comment :  Do estimated costs for the line include costs for timber taken 
out o f  production? 

Response : The appraisal process considers all factors that create and 
maintain land value s .  Estimated land costs include the value of the property 
plus the value of timber , including the right to grow future crops . If  the 
land ' s  highest and best use is for timber production , then costs of timber 
taken out of production are included . We estimate the market value of the 
stumpage . 

If  the land has a higher value for recreation , homesites , agr icultural use , 
etc . , than for timber production , then the timber is valued only to the extent 
that it enhances the land ' s  value . 

31 . Comment : Can we assume that BPA will live up to its promises as stated in 
the draft report? I ser iously doubt it , as past exper ience with utility 
construction through our valley has been anything but good • • • •  I ' ve also 
had discuss ions with many of my neighbors that had exper ience wi th the BPA , 
and generally they concur that at this stage of the review process , a great 
many promises are made that are , in fact , not lived up to . These largely 
relate to the construction procedures ,  levels of compensation , return of the 
terrain and the environment to its or iginal condition all wi th minimal amount 
of hassle and respons ibility for the landowner .  In many cases , this is not 
the way it ' s  turned out . 

Response : BPA is obligated to fulfill any conditions agreed to with 
landowner s  in the r ight-of-way easement negotiation process for constructing 
facilities on their property . Monetary compensation is determined through 
negotiation wi th the landowners or as a last resort through condemnation 
proceedings in the Federal courts .  

3 2 .  Comment : The destruction of all the timbered land that would have to be 
cut for cor r idor s  and access roads would be devastating and absolutely 
unnecessary . Also , obtaining easements for a new route is time consuming and 
expens ive . 

Response : BPA recognizes that transmission l ines located in forested 
lands will affect those lands . It is not practical to try to bypass all 
forest land in siting a line because of excessive costs . Rights-of-way 
acquis ition is generally time-consuming and expensive . This is why all 
options are studied closely before a final route is selected . More 
informat ion on forest land removed from production is in Chapter IV , Volume I .  

3 3 .  Comment : I would offer the observation that when a public entity does 
obtain property for same purpose o f  easements and then they find that they 
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aren ' t  really going to use the easement or the property , that it probably 
would be best to relinquish the easement or return the property to the public 
domain , whichever the case might be . 

Re§POnse :  BPA agrees that i n  cases where easements aren ' t  going to be 
used for the purposes for which they were acquired , they should be returned to 
the public domain . 

3 4 .  Comment : What do you mean the established? Who established it? [ the 
mar ket pr ice of property] . . • • How about all these other factors that enter 
into it . He didn ' t have i t  for sale , he was going to run this land . I think 
by the time i t  gets to condemnation suits that maybe you better change your 
polic ies . 

Response: Appraisers do not establish market pr ice , but rather estimate 
the fa ir market value of the subject property by a compar ison with recent 
sales of s imilar proper ty . Th is is the standard procedure used by all 
appraiser s ,  whether pr ivate or Government . The compar ison includes 
adj ustments for size ,  location , access , topography , improvements , and other 
factor s  that influence value in the mar ket . The fair market value concept 
re flects a willing buyer and willing seller , even though not many landowners 
are willing sellers when the ir land is being acqu ired by a governmental agency . 

I I .  K .  TAXES/IMPACT AID 

Commentors on tax issues and impact aid payments focused on the project ' s  
perceived effects on the local tax base and on several ways in which BPA could 
compensate local governments for tax losses due to the project . 

��ny of the commentors ,  noting BPA ' s  tax-exempt status , stated that BPA ' s  not 
paying taxes would be unfair because counties through which the Hontana Power 
Company port ion of the l ine would pass will receive tax payments . Several 
stated that BPA should return the project to the Montana Power Company who 
would pay taxes on i t .  I n  addition , a few other people made statements to the 
effect that BPA should compensate future generations for damag ing the ir land 
or that BPA should compensate local governments for the revenues forgone 
because of BPA ' s  tax-exempt status . 

-

Others expressed concern about the project ' s  potential adver se impacts on 
property values and consequent depreciation of the local tax base . Many noted 
that particular local counties had small amounts of pr ivate land and stated 
that any land removed from the tax rolls would have an adverse fiscal effect 
on local governments . 

A few people expressed concern about the pro j ect removing forest land from 
production and the consequences for local counties ' receipts from the U. S .  
Forest Service . A few others asked questions about the proj ect ' s  effects on 
any local law enforcement agencies that might be required to patrol new access 
roads . Similar ily ,  a few people requested more information on r ight-of-way 
maintenance and f ire control responsibilities , especially when new access 
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roads might expose new areas to f ire danger o r  where additional equipment 
might be necessary . 

Many commentors suggested methods that could be used to compensate local 
governments for impacts and for revenues forgone because of BPA ' s  tax-exempt 
status . Several people stated that the Montana Power Company should pay taxes 
on the BPA portion of the line . Other s felt that BPA should make payments 
in-l ieu-of-taxes , even if it would take an act of Congress to make such 
payments legal . 

A few people recognized that BPA would be making some impact aid payments and 
requested more information about the amount of and time per iod over which 
these payments would be made . Others asked BPA to use impact aid payments 
fairly and flexibly to mitigate all impacts that could be attr ibuted to the 
project . 

1 .  Comment : I am part icularly concerned about local residents whose l ives 
and proper ty would be affected by the lines and yet who are not entitled to 
payments under Bonneville ' s  existing compensation polic ies . Every unmitigated 
local impact means shifting line costs from electr icity consumers to local 
residents . Accordingly , BPA should relocate , redesign , and , if necessary , 
bury the lines to avoid high impacts . If Bonneville f inds such activities to 
be cost-prohibitive , Bonneville should provide adequate compensation to 
affected residents and local governments--even i f  these residents and 
governments do not have property within the lines ' r ights-of-way . If  
Bonneville does not wish to use its discretionary author ity to do thi s ,  it  
must return construction to pr ivate enterpr ise immediately . 

Response :  BPA concer n for the lives and property o f  local res idents is 
re flected in the environmental cr iter ia, which incorporate numerous areas of 
human concern :  lifestyle , esthetics ,  economics , residential avoidance , and so 
on. OUr acquisition policies follow uniform Federal legal guidelines designed 
to ensure that assessment of property is fair and impartial , and that the 
easement necessary for a r ight-of-way is proper ly compensated . In addition , 
we have held several meetings in Montana to gather ideas and suggestions for 
impact a id payment policy development . We will carefully review and consider 
all these comments .  

2 .  Comment : Because BPA i s  a tax-exempt Federal agency , they would not pay 
property taxes on the Garr ison-Spokane 500 -kV Transmission Proj ect to local 
counties . We are worr ied about this loss in tax revenues and are concerned 
about local taxpayers having to make up the difference . 

Comment : If  the Taft Plan is adopted , I would like to state , based on 
some very quick f igur ing , that the cost , the f inancial cost out-of-pockets of 
these taxpayers in this county is twenty-two hundred and seventy dollars per 
year lost taxes that will have to be made up by the citizens of this county .  

Response : If the project were being sponsored by a pr ivate , tax-paying 
utility , the total f ir st-year property tax revenues to all counties are 
estimated to range from about $3 . 9  million for the Hot Spr ings plan to about 
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$5 . 5  million for the Taft plan . These estimates are probably on the high 
side . In terms o f  absolute value , the largest poss ible revenue forgone in any 
s ingle county would be $2 . 6  million in Mineral County under the Taft Plan . 

"Revenues los t "  are different from "revenues foregone . "  I f  a pr ivate operator 
of a transmission l ine were paying taxes to the county , but then sold the line 
to BPA , the county Vlould stop receiving the tax money . property tax revenues 
would be lost . The county would have to make up those revenues elsewhere or 
reduce its expenditures .  However ,  i f  a county expects that a pr ivate util ity 
will construct a transmission line and the line is then actually constructed 
by a tax-exempt federal agency , property tax revenues would be foregone . The 
expectation o f  revenue would not be fulfilled . With the Garrison-Spokane 
project , revenues would be foregone . Local taxpayer s  would not have to make 
up revenues lost from the county tax rolls . They would have to forego county 
revenues that would have been generated had the transmission line been 
constructed by a private utility taxed on its capital investment . County 
governments will not receive the positive fiscal impact . However ,  they should 
not exper ience negative fiscal impacts because of the line .  

3 .  Comment :  Alberton currently has the third highest taxes o f  any community 
in Montana , and Super ior the fourth highest . This is a direct result of 
having eighty-eight percent of the county land in tax-exempt status . BPA ' s  
actions will reduce forest receipt funds , remove even more pr ivate land from 
the tax rolls and have as yet unclear effect on u . S .  Forest Service payments 
in-lieu-of-tax payments to the county . 

Comment :  • • •  u . S .  Forest Service forest receipts funds provide a 
substantial portion of the county road and school budgets . These funds are 
dependent upon sustained yield forestry practices mandated by Congress in the 
Multiple Use Sustained Yield Act .  The tr ansmission corridor will be a swath 
one hundred th irty feet wide and roughly fifty miles long . This amounts to 
approximately eight hundred acres of land which is removed from timber harvest 
forever . This represents point one two five percent of the six hundred and 
forty thousand acr es of Lolo forest land in Mineral County . Forest receipts 
have averaged roughly two million dollars per year , and removal of point one 
two five percent of the resource base reduces the amount of forest receipts by 
the same percentage or over twenty-five hundred dollars per year . 

Response : Mineral County ' s  Forest Service receipts are based on the 
county ' s  National Fores t acres as a percentage of total Lolo National Forest 
acres . These receipts have declined from approximately $49 2 , 000  in 19 77 to 
$3 3 1 , 0 0 0  in 198 2 .  Because the transmission line would not actually remove any 
National Forest land from Mineral County ' s  inventory ,  it would not directly 
affect the ir receipts . In actuality , the 80 0 acres removed from production 
would affect the Forest Service receipts as a whole and the effect would be 
spread through several counties . E',imilarly , the forest removed from 
production by the r ight-of-way in other counties would also affect Mineral 
County . 

Although it would be very difficult to calculate the exact impact the line 
would have on any county ' s  Forest Service payments , it would certainly be 'less 
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than $2 , 50 0 ,  a s  the payments are derived by applying each county ' s  National 
Forest acreage percentage to the total receipts earned by each National Forest 
having acreage in that county . 

4 .  Comment : The BPA Garr ison-Spokane Project would take land off the tax 
rolls , reduce local tax bases , and deprive counties of much needed tax 
revenues . These effects would be particularly severe in areas like Mineral 
County , which cur rently have very little pr ivate land in their tax bases .  

Response : In most cases , BPA will acquire a r ight-of-way easement for its 
transmission line facilities . The land in the r ight-of-way would continue to 
be owned by the pr ivate landowner and would remain on the county tax rolls . 
The tax base would be lowered only i f  the assessed tax value of land in or 
adj acent to the l ine is lowered to below the appraised value ( for tax 
purposes)  due to the presence of the transmission line or substation 
facility .  The Garr ison-Spokane Project would take land off the tax rolls only 
when BPA acquires t itle to the land used for a line or substation from a 
pr ivate landowner .  

5 .  Comment : Local counties [part icular reference to Mineral County] will 
lose revenue from the project and from the tax base , which will be reduced due 
to property devaluation . Th is loss is unfair because the counties through 
which the Montana Power Company portion of the line passes will receive tax 
payments . In effect , BPA is depr iving local counties of tax dollars to do the 
wor k of Montana Power Company . 

Response : It is unlikely that the project would lower the existing county 
tax base , as discussed above . The issue o f  property devaluation because of a 
transmission l ine r ight-of-way easement is controversial ; studies to-date are 
inconclus ive regarding whether an easement would cause property devaluation . 
( See Part I I .  J)  The property owner may request a reappraisal from the tax 

assessor , who may or may not grant a reduction in assessed value . General 
statements of property tax base devaluation are misleading because each case 
would need to be reviewed on its individual mer its and the policies of the 
taxing entity . 

As a Federal agency , BPA pays no taxes to State or local governments .  
Congress could authorize in-lieu-of-tax payments , but has not done so . There 
is  a provision in the Regional Act for " impact aid payments " based on services 
provided the Administration . These are not in-lieu-of-tax payments but 
payments for impacts on local government services . For example : I f  a county 
must build a new facility , such as a road or school ,  as a direct consequence 
of a BPA action , BPA may help pay for i t .  The method for computing " impact 
aid payments " must be approved by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commissio n .  
Payments under th is provis ion may begin i n  October 19 83 . 

6 .  Corranent : We expect a barage of tax appeals from people whose property is 
adjacent to the power line . This will reduce the tax base of the County and 
increase the taxes of everybody else who already pay one of the h ighest taxes 
in the State . 
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Response : Many people who own land in or adjacent to the proposed 
transmission line r ight-o f-way feel the ir land would be devalued by the 
presence of the l ine . If  they appeal the assessed taxable value of this land 
and it is consequently lowered , then the tax base of the County will be 
reduced . 

7 .  Comment :  If  we ' re j ust going to become a power line cor r idor and energy 
cor r idor , I think we need some money to solve some of the problems , because I 
know a few o f  those fellows are going to get in a f ight down at the bar and 
need a sheriff to corne , and they ' re going to be housed in our hotel a few 
days , and I ' m sure quite a few kids in school and these things , the local 
taxpayer s have to pay for it , and they corne to me , and they say , hey , we don ' t  
want th is thing , so I think we ought to look into this a little more . I don ' t  
know i f  it ' s  your responsibil ity or whose respons ibility it is , but somebody 
should address i t .  

Response : BPA would pay for additional community government services 
required as a result of this project . These are called impact aid payments 
and are designed to offset or compensate for extra project-induced local 
government expenditures . In a 19 81 survey of communities that had recently 
housed transmission l ine construction worker s in the Pac ific Northwest 
(Transmission Line Construction ��rker Profile and Community/Cor r idor Resident 
Impact Survey Final Repor t ) , t-buntain \vest Research , Inc . found that wor kers 
had very small , i f  any , adverse economic impacts on the local areas in which 
they l ived . In general , community residents regarded transmiss ion l ine 
wor kers and the ir accompanying family member s as reasonably decent , well 
behaved , fr iendly people who placed little additional burden on sewer , water , 
school ,  medical , or law enforcement facilities and personnel . The worker s did 
place important demands on local hotels , motels, and eating establishments . 
In virtually all cases ,  the communities regarded expenditures at these places 
as positive short-term contr ibutions to local income . 

8 .  Comment :  BPA should provide more information o n  the amount of and time 
per iod over which impact a id payments will be made . Impact aid payments 
should be made fairly and flexibly to mitigate all impacts . 

Response : Impact aid payments may not begin until the f irst f iscal year 
after approval of the payment formula by the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission , and adoption of a Reg ional plan by the Regional Counc il . It is 
expected that payments may beg in in a::tober 198 3 .  The f irst payments will 
also cover services provided s ince passage of the Regional Act (December 5 ,  
198 0 )  • 

BPA is continuing to work on the initial impact aid proposal to ensure that 
fair and flexible compensation policies will be instituted for this program . 
That revised proposal will be published in the near future . BPA must keep 
impact aid payments within the requirements set forth in the authoriz ing 
legislation , which relates formula payment to services provided concerning BPA 
transmission facilities . 
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9 .  Comment : BPA should make payments in-lieu-of-taxes , even i f  it requires 
an act of Congress to make these payments legal . 

Response :  Congress has not given BPA the author ity to make payments 
in-l ieu-of-taxes . We cannot make such payments until Congress author i zes them . 

10 . Comment :  BPA should discuss r ight-of-way maintenance and fire control 
re sponsibil ities , especially when new access roads require that new equipment 
be purchased . 

ReSponse :  The impact aid payment formula will address what services are 
covered , and provide an equitable method of payment . Bas ically , any costs of 
services , including f ire protection , incurred due to the transmiss ion facility 
are to be repaid . 

1 1 .  Comment : Would . • • Washington people be interested in payment 
in-lieu-of-taxes or do they have these transmission lines or facilities? Are 
we [Montanans] the only ones that are thinking in that term? 

Response : Impact aid payments will apply to appropr iate BPA transmission 
facilities throughout the Pac ific Northwest Region . washington , Oregon and 
Idaho also have such facilities , although they have not shown great interest 
in the subject to date . No payments in-lieu-of-taxes are presently 
authorized . 

12 . Comment : Local counties will lose revenue from the pro j ect and from the 
tax base , which will be reduced due to property devaluation . This loss is 
unfair because the counties through which the Montana Power Company port ion of 
the line passes will receive tax payments . In effect BPA is depr iving local 
counties of tax dollars to do the work of Montana Power Company . 

Response :  It is  true that local taxing authorities will not receive any 
tax revenue because BPA is building the Garr ison-Spokane segment of the 
Colstr ip proj ect . It must be remembered that the local taxing author ities are 
expecting loss of revenue because of BPA ' s  tax-exempt status . At this po int 
in time , no real loss has occurred . ( See response to comment # 2 . ) 

If  the government were to make payments equivalent to the pr ivate utility 
rate , the public would be tak ing tax dollar s  from one pocket and placing them 
in another pocket . Under the present arrangement , the ratepayer is the 
beneficiary by having reasonable electrical rate s .  BPA ' s  role i s  to protect 
and enhance its electr ical system so all the ratepayers are assured of a 
reliable electr ical source throughout its operating region . 

13 . Comment : • • •  County roads will be heavily used dur ing the construction 
phase . This will cause physical deter ioration and the need to spend more 
funds on maintenance and repair . 

Response : EPA will compensate the counties for increased road maintenance 
and repa ir through impact aid payments .  
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II . L .  TEY2HNICAL CON2ERNSjCOST 

virtually all of the technical comments were phrased in the form of questions 
about some aspect of the proj ect such as cor r idor d imens ions , tower he ight , 
line sag , or cons truction techniques .  Many of the questions about the 
construction process dealt with the use of heavy equipment and with the 
poss ibility o f  using hel icopter s to erect tower s in certain areas . A few 
people asked about the possibility of consolidating the lines in the Thompson 
Falls-Plains area . 

Many commentor s asked about the maintenance of access roads and about removal 
of unneeded roads after the construction process is complete . Other comments 
related to the advantages and disadvantages of a . c .  and d . c .  and the poss ible 
conver sion of the Gar r ison-Spokane project to d . c .  in the future . Some 
commentors addressed transmiss ion line losses , the placement of multiple lines 
on one tower , the life expectancy of the line , and system connections with The 
Washington vvater Power lines . A few asked about the weather ' s  effects on the 
line , and about the possibility of sabotage . 

While a few people asked about the effects of the line on rates,  most of the 
cost questions were str ictly about the methods used to figure the overall cost 
of the l ine .  Spec ific comments in this category dealt with the costs of 
consol idating line s ,  removing timber from production , surveys , microwave 
systems , and hel ispots . Others asked about underestimation of costs and about 
the effects delays could have on costs . 

Information in response to many of these concerns is included in the EIS and 
var ious appendices .  In particular , see in Volume I ,  Chapter I :  PURPOSE OF AND 
NEED FOR ACTION , Chapter II : ALTERNATIVES IN2LUDING THE PROPOSED ACTION, Table 
2 . 1 ,  and in Appendix E - "Underground Transmiss ion Systems . "  Other more 
specific comments and responses follow. 

I I .  L. 1 Technical Concerns 

1 .  Comment :  I would like to know what the width o f  the siting corr idor is . 

Response : The r ight-of-way width needed for a double-c ircuit 50 0-kV 
transmission line is 125 feet . The "siting cor r idor " used in planning and for 
environmental analys is varies in width from about one to ten miles or more . 
It would be narrow in areas with land use or ter rain constraints , and very 
wide in areas with few or no constraints .  FOr more information, see 
Appendix A, p .  S .  

2 .  Comment : People should have more say in which k ind of tower s go up . 

Response :  Choice i n  tower design i s  i imited by the types o f  structures 
available for transmission lines of this capac ity .  Design clearances , 
availability of right-o f-way , span length , and cost of structures influence 
the range of selection for transmission l ine towers .  BPA i s ,  however , 
studying tubular steel improved appearance designs for possible use in several 
environmentally sens itive areas . See Mitigation Measures ,  in Chapter II of 
Volume I .  
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3 .  Comment: I understand other property owners have objected to these towers 
and have been granted the wood type so I hope you will consider our wishes . 

Respons e :  WOod pole construction is  not feasible from either technical or 
environmental standpoints for a line this size . vJood poles are not being 
considered for any portion of the 500-kV lines on this pro ject . No promises 
have been made to any property owners to use wood poles instead of steel 
tower s for 50 0 -kV lines . 

4 .  Comment : Concern was expressed about snow , wind , ice , and fire as hazards 
to the line . Concern was also noted that the line will attract lightning , 
thus causing more forest fires. 

Response : Severe weather conditions such as wind , ice , and snow, are 
anticipated in some areas . In these areas , the line is designed to withstand 
such problems . 

If a l ightning storm develops in the vicinity of the line , the towers 
themselves (rather than the lines )  will probably be struck f irst because they 
will be generally taller than the surrounding timber . They therefore 
potentially reduce the number of lightning-caused forest fires . The l ines 
themselves are des igned to withstand lightning str i kes by channeling them to 
the ground through the tower . 

5 .  Comment : What is the life expectancy of the line and what happens to it 
when the coal is  gone? 

Response : There is no established limit to the life expectancy of a 
transmission line . The lifetime use of a transmission line will depend on 
many unknown factors such as future changes in load centers ,  changes in 
generatio n ,  and so on. As stated in the EIS , the practical or economic life 
of the l ine is  estimated at 39  years , although i t  is likely to have a longer 
life . 

When the coal is  exhausted , the line could be retired and the r ight-of-way 
easements relinquished by BPA. However ,  i t  is  more likely that the 
Gar r ison-Spokane line ( s )  will be used to hook up and transfer other power 
flows , whether from east to west or west to east . Such actions are dependent 
upon a var iety of factors , including demand and cost , and cannot be predicted 
with any certainty at this time . 

6 .  Comment : \�at would happen to the powerline if i t  is  sabotaged? 

Comment : • • •  Another big concern that should be ser iously considered is  
the heavy use of the area by r i flemen and hunters .  While most of them are 
good citizens , there are those among them that will shoot at or destroy 
anything , which is evidenced by the buried powerlines of which the r i ser boxes 
have been almost destroyed by rifle fire . This area is very access ible to 
town , but remote in i ts nature ,  therefore , encourages this type of activity .  
What a better target than a huge , ugly powerline ! 
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Response : 
any power line . 

Sabotage , vandalism ,  and malic ious damage are a possibility for 
Such an act i s ,  of course , illegal . 

Sabotage may not necessar ily result in s ignificant disruption of service . 
BPA ' s lines are designed so that damage due to a tower failure , regardless o f  
cause , will be l imited to the affected structure and possibly to one o r  two 
adj acent structures . In the event of such a failure , the tower s are repaired 
or rebuilt and the line restored to service by BPA maintenance crews . Repair 
could take anywhere from one day to two or three weeks ,  depending on the 
seriousness of the damage and how cr itical it is to restore the l ine to 
service . 

7 .  Comment :  I have a question . I f  this power l ine goes through this route , 
the Taft route , my question is , will BPA , which is a Federal agency , be 
prepared to patrol this transmission route with Federal marshalls to protect 
it from sabotage? 

Response : BPA maintenance crews regularly patrol BPA fac ilities by 
hel icopter or on the ground . In the event of sabotage , local law enforcement 
agenc ies or Federal law enforcement agenc ies could be utilized to investigate 
sabotage to the Federal fac ilities . 

8 .  Comment :  What is the procedure when a br idge is not strong enough to 
suppor t heavy equipment? 

Response : I f  an existing ford crossing is available , or if one can be 
constructed , this method is used , subjec t  to permission from the owner and 
with concurrence o f  State Fishery agenc ies . 

I f  a ford is not available , it  is the construction contractor ' s  responsibility 
to determine the load limit of br idges and to wor k, with State , County , or 
pr ivate owners to reinforce the br idge . In all cases involving oversize 
loads , special permits are required and are obtained by the contractor . 

9 .  Comment : I understand talking before that the big problem with the power 
l ine through Hot Spr ings or Thompson Falls is in the Thompson Falls area . Why 
can ' t  they put • • •  all three lines on one tower all the way through? 

Response : The suggestion above would require tear ing down an existing 
line (or lines)  and rebuilding to double-c ircuit (or multi-circuit) . This 
would cost quite a bit more than adding a parallel s ingle-c ircuit line . 

BPA would consider this option only in spec ial c ircumstances , such as where 
there are terrain l imitations , severe impact areas , or land use constraints . 

BPA would , in fact , tear down and rebuild in the Hot Spr ings-to-Thompson Falls 
area for the above mentioned reasons . For portions of the route between Hot 
Springs and Thompson Fall s ,  BPA ' S  230-kV line would be torn down and replaced 
by 500-kV double-circuit towers with the new 500-kV line on one s ide and the 
existing 230 -kV line on the other . In certain areas , an additional line would 
be torn down and added to the double-circuit towers . ( See f igs . 2 . 3  and 2 . 4  
i n  Volume I . ) 
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10 . Comment : can the line be converted to d . c .  in any way? 

Response : The design could accommodate a direct current (d . c . )  circuit 
wi th the addition of d . c . insulators . EPA does not currently plan to convert 
to d . c .  in the future . Our present plans provide no additional r ight-of-way 
width or tower height , inclusion of d . c .  insulation , or other design features 
for future conversion to d . c .  Should the decision ever be made to consider 
conversion to direct current , environmental studies would be done to determine 
whether there were any significant impacts associated with such a proposal . 

1 1 .  Comment: Moreover , we have repeatedly urged revision of the impact 
statements to adequately treat the issue of reliability of double-c ircuit 
construction and the effects of future upgrading of the proposed lines . 

Response :  Montana Power Company (MPC) i s  using two separate single
circuit lines from Broadview to Tbwnsend . EPA has always planned on using 
double-c ircuit (both lines on one tower ) for the Tbwnsend-Garrison section and 
the Garr ison-Taft (or Plains , or Hot Springs)  section . Only one line , a 
single-c ircuit 500-kV line , is required from Taft (or Plains , or Hot Spr ings) 
to Spokane . 

The reason for MPC using two single-c ircuit lines and BPA using one double
circui t for both lines is basically a difference in reliability philosophy . 
That i s ,  BPA feels that one double-circuit is as reliable as two single
c i rcuits and that there are signif icantly fewer impacts associated with 
double-c ircuit because less r ight-of-way is required . Cost for double-circuit 
is also slightly less than for two single-c ircuits . 

The only way the line could be upgraded would be conver sion to direct current 
(d . c . ) .  As discussed in the response to the comment above , this is not 

currently being planned or designed . 

12 . Comment : How much road is going to have to be maintained after you ' re 
gone? 

Response : BPA ' s  exper ience indicates that about 95% of the roads will be 
retained for use and 5% will be reclaimed . On j oint use roads , BPA shares the 
road maintenance based on actual use . Roads that are used only by BPA will be 
maintained by BPA on a regularly scheduled basis , or as the need arises . 
Generally , roads to each tower will be maintained , but temporary roads , i . e . , 
those used solely for clearing , will be reclaimed and revegetated . 

13 . Comment : The EIS should inc lude a specific access road plan including 
tower site locations , road systems , and turnouts . The EIS should also discuss 
coordination of road standards and access plans with pr ivate owners .  

Response :  A specific access road plan, including tower sites , i s  poss ible 
only after the line is designed . This requires completed surveys which are 
generally not available until after the EIS process is completed . In fact , 
detailed l ine design is usually not started until after the final EIS and 
subsequent Record of Decision . 
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BPA does coordinate road location with pr ivate landowner s .  ( See Mitigation 
Measures in Chapter I I of Volume I . )  Because of the types of equipnent 
required to build a transmission line ,  BPA ' s  road standards are usually higher 
than what would be required by pr ivate landowner s .  

14 . Corrnnent : The low mileage of "c" [Taft Plan] with "high " road access does 
not seem reasonable compared to "A " [Hot Spr ings ] . At the Frenchtown meeting , 
the statement was made that "A" has essentially all roads in place , yet the 
EIS shows 27 . 6  miles of "high" road access needs . 

Response : We \'lere able to locate Plan C (Taft) to take advantage of many 
existing roads . After more detailed studies ,  we found the actual amount of 
new access needed for plan C to be less than anticipated in the draft EIS . 
plan A (Hot Spr ings) crosses many areas with few existing roads available to 
projected tower sites ( for example , in the Garnet , Bitterroot , and 
Coeur d ' Alene mountains) . Where Plan A parallels existing lines , some 
additional roads and restructuring of existing roads would be necessary . 

15 . Comment: How many miles of access roads are required per mile of 
transmiss ion l ine? 

Response : Miles of new access per mile of line will vary from near zero 
(where existing lines are paralleled) to as many as five miles depending on 
terrain , existing roads , and other factors .  Typically , from one to three 
miles of access are requ ired for each mile of transmiss ion line . See access 
road estimates in table 2 . 1  of Volume I .  

16 . Comment : • • •  On pr ivate land , make access roads as available as 
possible to the public . 

Corrnnent : Al so , the roads along these power lines are going to have to be 
repaired . They are going to allow more hunters onto our lands and I know 
there are a lot of good hunters out there , but there are a few that shoot 
cattle mistaking them for elk . We don ' t  want our cattle shot . 

Response : The legal access r ights acquired on and across pr ivate land are 
for BPA ' s  needs only , and not for public uses . Many of the existing roads 
will be improved and will provide better access for others .  However , the 
landowner controls who may use these roads . BPA will provide a locking system 
and put i ts maintenance padlock on existing or newly installed gates . The 
landowner can place his or her padlock into this system . 

17 . Corrnnent : I was being told that they would put the land back into 
its or iginal shape and they would only use one road . When they left , my land 
there had roads z ig-zagging across all my land over new plowed fields , they 
had no intentions of putting it back into its original shape ,  they did not 
keep their word . • • • 

Response :  BPA ' s  easement agreements with landowner s  specify that the 
existing roads used will be maintained and left in the same condition or 
better when fir st used . Roads which are not incorporated into BPA ' s  system 
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will be returned to its or iginal form . In cases where any areas are not 
returned to their or iginal condition , contact your BPA Area Office , and they 
will put you in touch with BPA ' s  Chief Inspector . He will make arrangements 
to cor rect the problem. 

18 . Comment : Since permanent access is not required across pr ime farm land 
according to the EIS , there is no reason why it should be requ ired to cross 
other pr ivate land . Gates , cattleguards and fences should be established in 
cooperation wi th landowner s and land user s .  

Comment : Roads , gates , cattleguards , fences , and all other structures 
established in connection with the construction of the line must be maintained 
by BPA. All forms of weed and brush control must be done in cooperation with 
area landowner s and land user s and prior approval must be secured from land 
user s on each occasion when these operations are performed . 

Response :  BPA acquires the rights to use the transmission line 
r ight-o f-way for access . However due to terrain , land use and other similar 
factor s ,  legal rights are secured for access roads outside of the transmission 
l ine r ight-of-way to minimize tile impact upon the land . Every effort is made 
to utilize existing roads whenever possible . "Easement Gnly" r ights are 
required across cultivated lands where road gr ading is not required or 
permitted . If grading is required on cultivated lands , the land will be 
returned to its or iginal shape , including subsoiling to break up any 
compactio n .  These routes a r e  selected with the landowner concur rence whenever 
possibl e .  Gate , cattleguard , and fence locations are coordinated with the 
landowner s .  During the construction per iod , these are the respons ibility of 
the contractor . Weed and brush control is handled by BPA ' s Area maintenance . 
( See Part I I I . C ,  comment # 6 , for more detail on weed control . )  

I I .  L .  2 Cost Concerns 

1 .  Comment : I ' m saying that in 1976 , they told me they couldn ' t  consolidate 
because it was going to cost two hundred and forty thousand dollar s a mile , 
but now they are going to consolidate and as a tax payer , I am j ust sort of 
interested in how much this line is going to cost the taxpayer s ,  plus the 
desecration of my property . 

Response : Scoping meetings held in 19 79 and 19 80 revealed much strong 
sentiment in this area not to take up additional land with the r ight-of-way , 
but to try to remove one of the lines now there and consolidate facilities 
onto one double-c ircuit set of tower s .  The slight increment of cleaning up 
would reduce impacts and would also alleviate many concer ns about the width of 
the r ight-of-way . Consolidating the lines in this area will cost about 
$6 93 , 0 0 0  per mile . This is $272 , 000 more than building a single-c ircuit 
SOO -kV line would cost . 

The l ine will not cost taxpayer s any revenues . The cost of the line is born 
by user s of the power transmitted by the line . In this case , the 
investor-owned utilities participating in the Colstr ip Proj ect and BPA ' s  
energy customers bear the cost o f  the project . 
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2 .  Comment : Is it  cost effective to fly all the control points pr ior to an 
actual cor r idor selection? 

Comment : The Forest Service is currently doing preliminary survey work on 
the Taf t plan and none of the other s .  Jack Fisher o f  the Forest Service 
stated at the Frenchtown meeting that th is was due to the information being 
needed to properly evaluate that route , and the other areas did not need that 
because they were sufficiently roaded . That statement does not f it with 
figures published in the draft . 

Response : In order to continue preliminary design for all maj or 
alternatives , certain activities must be undertaken . Geodetic control 
surveys need to be completed before 1984 on all major alternatives . BPA uses 
photogrammetr ic and ground survey data to accomplish th is wor k .  On Plan C , 
Taft ,  due to the heavy timber stands and rugged terrain , ground surveys are 
needed in 198 3  for prel iminary design information so that bulk steel 
quantities can be ordered and clear ing and road construction can be scheduled 
within the bounds of the overall proj ect . Plan B (Plains ) and plan A (Hot 
Spr ings) can be surveyed photograrnrnetr ically in areas that are not heavily 
timbered . The non-parallel portions in heavily timbered areas would be 
compared to similar terrain on the Taft route , thereby providing sufficient 
information for preliminary design . In parallel portions , information can be 
extrapolated from the existing transmission lines ' design . I f  geodetic 
control surveys were not started now , the project energ ization deadline might 
not be met , causing a significant economic loss . 

3 .  Comment: Include cost of , and information from , surveys currently in 
progress on the Taft route in the Final EIS . 

Respons e :  Cost of surveys is already include� in the cost estimates for 
each alternative . Information from surveys currently in progress on the Taft 
Route , needed for design purposes only , are included in the cost estimates 
shown in the EIS . 

4 .  Comment : How will this [Garrison-Spokane SOO-kV Transmission Pro j ect] 
affect rates? 

Response : BPA ' s  transmission construction program aims to provide the 
best and widest distr ibution of electr ic power at the lowest rates possible . 
The costs of any given proj ect are generally added in with other costs of the 
Federal Columbia River Transmission System (FCRTS) . All user s of the 
FCRTS- -including the several companies in Montana , Idaho , and washington who 
are Colstr ip participants--share in the benefits and the costs of the FCRTS . 
Each utility customer pays his or her share of generation , transmission , and 
distr ibution costs when paying the electr ic utility bill . OVerall , this 
single project will not significantly alter rates . 

5 .  Comment :  Any chance of having bargain power , seasonal rates when we have 
a lot of it [ surplus power ] for us here? Has that ever been thought of? 
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Response : Bonneville Power already charges less for the power it sells to 
utilities dur ing the summer months when the water is available than we do in 
the winter months . 'Ihat bargain must also be balanced , however ,  during a dry 
year when you have very little energy , by a surcharge . Rates are presently 
figured on the average of these . 

6 .  Comment : How much more expensive is Colstr ip power than hydroelectr ic 
power? 

Response : The costs of the Colstr ip plants are estimated to be 23 
mills/kWh , without transmission costs or losses . The reg ional hydroelectric 
system produces power at an average cost of less than 1 mill/kWh . However , 
this system has been in place a number of year s .  Although costs of power from 
new hydro plants vary widely from site to site ,  and would be significantly 
mor e  expens ive , it appear s that there are several hundred average megawatts of 
new hydro energy that could be developed at a cost competitive with the costs 
of the Cols tr ip plants .  However ,  much of the cost of the Colstr ip plants is 
already incurred , and would not be recoverable whether the plants are actually 
used to meet the region ' s  loads or not .  Land resource forecasts indicate 
three or four hundred more megawatts of power could be needed in addition to 
Colstr ip at about the time it is scheduled to come on line . 

7 .  Comment : What ' s  the cost of th is [ transmission line] ? • How long will 
that take customer s to pay per kilowatt hour? Who ' s  footing the bill? 

Response : Table 2 . 1  in Volume I contains cost estimates for each 
alternative plan . 'Ihe costs range from $225 million for the Hot Spr ings Plan 
to $24 3 . 5  million for the Taft Plan. The customers of the utilities 
sponsor ing the Colstr ip Project will foot most of the bill because we wil l ,  
based o n  the cost o f  service , charge them for the use o f  our facilities to get 
this energy from Colstr ip to their load center . Transmission costs are 
divided over thirty-f ive years so it would be repaid in thirty-five years . 

8 .  Comment : How were costs figured? 

Response : Costs are estimated for substations and transmission lines by 
considering survey needs , design , mater ial , land procurement , clearing , access 
roads , construction , and removal of facil ities ( i f  required for rebuilding or 
replacement) . Estimated cost of energy losses are also considered in the cost 
estimates . These are based on l ine life ,  cost of energy , and cost of money . 

9 .  Comment: No data on cost of maintaining the line . 

Response : Ma intenance costs depend upon several factors ,  including 
terrain and weather . FOr any plan , the costs would range from $25 0 -$500 per 
mile per year , and would average $300 per mile per year . 

10 . Corranent :  Cost and impacts of microwave sites and helispots for 
maintenance are not included in the ElS . 
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Response : Requirements for microwave communication to substations under 
any of the three plans can be met almost entirely with the existing microwave 
communication system . Cost estimates , which were included in overall project 
cost estimate s ,  are insignificant ( i . e . , 0 . 25  - 0 . 7 5  percent) in terms of 
total project cost . 

For Hot Spr i ngs , existing facilities can be used although new channels would 
need to be added . Cos t is estimated to be $3 0 , 0 0 0 . Plains Substation would 
require two new terminals , one at the substation and one at the existing 
Locust Hill repeater station , for a cost estimate of $4 40 , 00 0 . The Taf t  
Substation would require a new pass ive repeater about a mile from the 
substation site and a terminal at the substation itself . The repeater would 
be installed and probably maintained by hel icopter . Costs are estimated to be 
about $490 , 00 0 . A substation at Eagle Creek to allow the Washington Water 
Power Company to access the tr ansmission line would require the most new 
fac ilities . A new active repeater ,  along with 1 - 2 miles of road and power 
would be needed in the Eagle Creek area ; a new pass ive repeater would also be 
needed , about a mile from the substation . Cost is estimated to be about 
$7 90 , 0 0 0 . 

Impacts from installation of repeater sites generally involve clear ing of 50 ' 
x 50 ' to 10 0 ' X 10 0 '  areas for location of the repeater and poss ibly a 
helicopter pad . Additional trees downslope may need to be removed to provide 
an unobstructed bearnpath . Road building may also be required . BPA attempts 
to use existing road systems as much as possible ; in th is part of the study 
area there is an extensive networ k of logging roads that could be used . 

The need for helicopters for maintenance will be determined after the line i s  
built . Right-of-way clearing and permanent access roads usually provide 
suitable locations for landing a helicopter . Any additional requirements for 
helicopter s  would be on heavily forested land and would be jointly identif ied 
and approved by BPA and the land owner ( usually the u . S .  Forest Service) • 

In summary , the need for additional landing areas for helicopter s  will be 
minimal , i f  any , and associated costs and impacts will likewise be minimal . 

11 . Comment : Under-estimation of costs will be more substant ial on 
Alternative C [Taft Plan] than on Alternative A [Hot Spr ings Plan] • 

Response : Cost estimates consider many items including mater ial , 
clear ing , access roads , tower erection , and so on (see response to comment # 8 ) . 
Estimates for alternatives that traverse more difficult terrain , such as the 
Taft Plan, are increased proport ionately to include additional cost for iten� 
that may be affected by terrain,  accessability , and related factor s .  

BPA ' s  extens ive exper ience in estimating costs for transmiss ion facilities 
makes significant under - or over -estimations of costs highly unlikely . 

12 . Comment : Delaying the line will cost two or three million dollars .  
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Response : Any delays that affect the scheduled order ing o f  mater ials or 
acquisition o f  r ight-of-way easements will result in some increased cost due 
to a tighter construction schedule .  The actual amount , however ,  is not known 
at th is time . 

It should be emphasized that the completion date (energ ization) has not been 
delayed . Any delay in energization will probably result in substantially more 
than two or three million dollars because of the costs of replacement power . 
It is estimated that delay costs could reach $19 to $20 million per month . 

13 . Comment : A loss savings to BPA and \� of only $2 million or about $60 
million over the life (35 year s)  of the project does not j ustify spending $190 
million to build the line now. 

Response : The $2 million dollar value for BPA and WWP losses was based on 
an average value of losses of $215/mw-yr . This value is now estimated to be 
closer to $2 35 per megawatt year or $2 . 2  million . Based on a 35-year life of 
proj ect , this would amount to $77 million additional cost to BPA and WWP ,  
assuming no increase in the cost of losses over this per iod . BPA plans on the 
"one utility concept . "  When the loss increases of the Pacific Northwest , 
Montana Power Company and Idaho Power Company are included . The above values 
are about $13 . 6  million per year or about $476 million in additional costs to 
all utilities involved if these facilities were not built for 35 year s .  Th is 
illustrates simply that significant loss savings are realized when compared to 
the No Action alternative . Construction of these facilities provides an 
additional 58 MW of power available for consumption with about 6 6  percent 
available in Montana . 

14 . Comment : This [Montana Power Company] is a pr ivately owned utility .  Are 
they going to use the lines here for free or are they going to [pay Bonneville 
for the r ights to receive power over the lines] ? 

Response: BPA is a Federal agency whose revenues pay the cost of 
operations . BPA has no pro fit structure and no excess funds that could be 
termed a profit . As BPA ' s  costs increase , so do our rates . Because BPA is 
building part of the transmission line , it will charge pr ivate utilities a 
wheeling charge for using facilities to transport their power . At the same 
time , BPA will reserve a cer tain amount of capacity on this line for the 
Federal government to serve federal needs as they grow . 

15 . Comment : What percentage of your overall budget do you use for 
exper iments wi th alternative power sources such as wind power or solar power? 

ReSponse : For FY 1983 , BPA has budgeted $288 million for all of its 
programs and research devoted to conservation , solar , and wind resource s .  I t  
is  not practical to separate the renewable resources budget from the 
conservation budget because some conservation programs include options for 
implementing direct-application renewable resources . We do not know in 
advance how much of the budget for a particular conservation program is likely 
to be spent on a wind , solar , or geothermal option . The $288 million being 
spent on "alternative " resources compr ises 12 . 3  percent o f  BPA ' s  FY 198 3  
budget ,  which i s  about $2 . 4  billion . 
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The budget f igures do not reflect all of BPA ' s  conservation and solar 
activitie s .  BPA is cur rently constructing tHO buildings for its own use t-hat 
are designed to be highly energy-efficient , and include such features as 
photovoltaic panels for operating a small generating plant , and technology to 
capture waste heat generated by computer s .  

*16 . Comment : In the times of hard times and poor economy of the united 
States why in the hell is the U . S .  Government buying the tower s and cable from 
the Japanese when you preach buy American? Now wi th so many people out of 
work are they also going to ship in [ illegal immigrants] to do the work at 
minimum or below wages? 

Response : Bonneville Power Administr ation , as a Federal agency, must 
follow Federal procurement practices .  'Ihis requires that the Administration 
purchase from that responsible contractor who submits the lowest bid . 
Domestic f irms , however ,  enj oy 6% bid advantage over foreign firms . 
Additionally , firms operating in a labor surplus area enjoy an additional 
(total of 12% ) 6% advantage over foreign firms . 

I I .  M .  UNDERGROUNDING 

Most of the commentor s on undergrounding stated that the Gar r ison-Spokane 
Transmission Project should be undergrounded to mitigate impacts on a 
particular resource . While most felt that undergrounding would mitigate 
visual and health/safety impacts on people , a few other s mentioned mitigation 
of property devaluation and impacts on wildlife , particularly birds . 

Most commentors focused on the Miller Creek/Lolo and Rattlesnake Valley 
areas . Other s addressed the possiblility of undergrounding in the Ninemile 
Valley , Granite County , and around Super ior and �hompson Falls . Several 
stated that the mitigation of impacts j ust ified the cost of undergrounding , 
part icular ly when calculated on an annual per-ratepayer bas i s .  

Commentors who referred specifically t o  the E I S  stated that BPA should provide 
a more detailed compar ison of costs and impacts of overhead and underground 
lines . Some comments stated that , contrary to the EIS , undergrounding is 
feasible in the Miller Creek and Rattle�nake Valley areas . 

Many of these issues are discussed in Volume I ,  Chapter I I  and in Appendix E ,  
"Underground Transmission Systems . "  Other , more specific comments and 
responses follow. 

1 . comment : BPA should provide an expl icit comparison of the impacts of 
overhead vs . underground transmission lines . 

Response : A summary of the relative advantages and disadvantages of 
undergrounding was given in the draft EIS . Appendix E :  "Underground 
Transmission Systems" provides a detailed discuss ion o f  the impacts of 
undergrounding a double-circuit SO O-kV line at two locations north and south 
of Missoula . These locations are representative of the conditions and 
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concerns founa throughout the Gar rison-Spokane study area.  A comprehensive 
descr iption of underground transmission technology and its implications for 
the environment in general is contained in the BPA reference document , 
Underground Cable Systems : Potential Envirorunental Impacts , publishea 
separately from the Draft EIS . This reference document reports on a study of 
impacts or potential impacts of unoergrounding ln a broaa range of 
environmental settings and condition s .  To compare overhead wi th underground 
lines, see table 1 for a synopsis of the above information about the potential 
impacts of undergrounaing near Missoula . 

2 .  Comment : The tr ansmiss ion lines should be placed underg round ln order to 
mitigate impacts to people near the l ines . 

Response :  The most commonly expressed concerns are about visual impacts 
and about possible impacts from electric or electromagnetic phenomena 
associated with overhead transmisslon l ines . As discussed in the Draft EIS , 
undergrounding offers advantages in both of these areas . However , there are 
also disadvantages , also descr ibed in the EIS . For example , although visual 
impacts would be signif icantly reduced by unde rgrounding , they are no t 
entirely eliminatea , as extra above-ground facilities must also be bu ilt to 
serve the line s .  Also , while electric fields from underground cables are zero 
under normal operation condi tions , BPA ' s  overhead lines are designed so that 
f ields are less than 8 -9 kV/m, a level at wh ich no aaverse effects have been 
documented . As aiscussed in the araft EIS and in Appenaix E ,  neither overheaa 
nor underground installations woula eliminate the risk of shocks .  Regarding 
possible interference effects , BPA POllCy is to correct such effects whenever 
they are caused by overhead line s .  There are a number of conventional 
measures for restor ing signal reception. These mi tigative measures are 
considerably less expensive than undergrounding the transmission line . 

3 .  Comment : The cost of putting transmission lines underground i s  outweighed 
by the environmental impact associated wi th putting the line s overhead . 

Response : Dollar cost is one ot many considerations that go into BPA 
decisions about putting transmission lines underground or overhead . Tradeof fs 
between the var ious considerations must be made by BPA . As explalned in the 
draft E IS ,  our best j udgment after considering the many relevant factor s is 
that undergrounding is still being considered , but that it is not recommended . 

4 .  Comment : The transmission l ine should be unde rgroundea at Rattlesnake or 
r1iller Cr eek in order to avoid adver se impacts on property values . 

Response : There is no definitive research available to support the 
proposition that overhead lines adversely affect adj acent property values ( see 
Part I I .  J) . To date , the research literature is characterized by conflicting 
results as to possible effects of overheaa lines on property values , while 
nothing at all is known about parallel effects of underground line s .  Thus ,  it  
is uncertain whether there would be any benef icial effects on property values 
from undergrounding the lines . 
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5 .  Comment : Transmiss ion lines should be unaergrounded to ml tlgate impacts 
on wildlife such as bird collis ions and habitat destruction .  

Response : Based on BPA research and experience VJ ith o ther transmission 
line project s ,  the potential for waterfowl , raptor , ana other bird collisions 
with overhead l ines is not consiaered a ser lOUS problem . Ir necessary , 
mitigation can be accompllshed by the use of mar ker balls to increase line 
visibility ,  at tar less cost than unaergrounding . For o ther wildlife , the 
major categories of impacts include those caused by clearing trees in wooded 
areas and by per iodic disturbances fr om personnel anci equipment needed to 
inspect and maintain the line s .  'ihese impacts are comparable for both 
overhead and underground lines , although overheaa lines require somewhat rnore 
clearing . Clea ring has both pos itive and negative impacts on wildlife in the 
long-term .  (See Part I I .  K, �dldlife, in this Volume , for more inforraation. ) 

6 .  Comment: contrary to statements in the Draft E IS ,  undergrounding the 
lines at the Rattlesnake Cr eek or Hiller CreekjB i tterroot River areas is 
feasible . 

Response : Undergrounaing at the Rattlesnake crossing was j udged to be 
undesirable because of extens ive aeposits of unstable mater ials that occur 
along the r ight-ot -way . 'Ihese unstable deposits would pose hazardS to 
personnel and equipment or otherwise complicate construction of an underground 
l ine . During operation of the cable , land displacement in unstable areas 
could damage the cable ana cause electrical failure . Undergrounaing at tile 
r1lller Creek/Bitterroot River cross ing was also inadvisable tor geotechnical 
reasons . Dynamic floodplain deposits would have to be crossed in lower Hiller 
Creek . The Bi tterroot f looaplain poses particular problems ot erosion and 
scour ing that would increase the desig n, construction, ana r:laintenance costs 
of the line or result in complete relocation . These t actors are explained 
more t ully in Appendix E to the dr af t EIS . 

7 .  Comment: 'l'he rel iability of undergrouna cable sy stems is not a problem. 

Re§Ponse : Unde rground cable systems have been used in urban areas for 
almost a century . Nany systems at low transmission level voltages have 
operate0 well beyond the ir des ign life . Howeve r ,  every cable system is custom 
designed , l imiting the ability of the utility inaustry to predict performance 
for even a single cable type and voltage rati ng . As pointed out in the drat t 
EIS , underground cable designed tor 500-kV service i s  a r ecent developr:lent and 
very little has been installed in the United States or elsewhere . Prototype 
cables have underg one considerable testing , but no consistent sample of cable 
installation exists to cievelop a statistic . As a result , the long-term 
reliability of S O O -kV cable must be considered an unknown. 

8 .  Corrunen t :  The cos t analysis for unae rground lines presented i n  Appendix E 
is i nadequate because i t  is too g eneral . A more detaileci analysis ot the cost 
of unde rgrounding at Rattlesnake and Hiller Creeks should be conducted , and 
i ts r esults i ncluded in the Draft EIS . 
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construction: Short
Term Impacts 

General 

Land Use 

Ecology 

Bsthetics 

Sound 

Operation & l laintenance: 
Long-Term or Recurr ing 

Esthetics 

Ecology 

Sound 

TABLE 1 
UNDERGROUND AND OVERHEAD TRANSMISSION SYSTEHS: 

CClt1PARISON OF POrENTIAL SOURCES OF IMPACTS 

Undergrouna Systems 

Impacts continuous along the r ight-of-way 
( RO�n 

Disruption of existing lana use 

Disturbance or destruction of local habitat 
(including clearing) 

Trenching & tmuling (dust and siltation) 
More machinery and worker activity 

Clearing a narrow ROvJ (where wooded) 

Noise from construction equipment 
extensive excavation 

Visibility of terminal stations 
Visibility of narrow cleared RO�J 

(in wooded area west of Route 12/ 93. ) 

Local magnetic fields* 
lieat dissipation* 
Small oil leaks* (dielectric fluid) 

Routine inspection/maintenance of �J 
and station equipment 

Long repair times (including locating damage) 
Repair activities could involve excavation 

Overhead Systems 

Impacts are concentrated at tower sites 
Shorter construction times 

Disruption of existing land use 

Disturbance or destruction of local habitat 
(including clear ing) 

Digging tower foundations (at intervals) 

Clear ing generally wide RaJ (where wooded) 

Noise from construction equipment - 

localized excavation 

Visibili ty of towers and lines (long-range) 
Visibility of wide cleared ROH 
(through wooded area west of Route 12/ 93.) 

Electric ana magnetic fields alor� 
the RCM -- interterence or inductive 
coupling possibly requir ing mitigation* 

Interference 'v�i th birds in flight* 

Corona noise along the line (during wet 
weather) 

Routine inspection/maintenance of RO\J 
Rapid , comparatively less complicated r epairs 

*Potential effects that are unlikely or have minimal impact. 
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Response : Estimates c ited in Appendix E are $21 . 6  million at the 
Rattlesnake Valley and $ 3 7 . 1 million at the Bitterroot River near Lolo .  
Although these are general estimates based on prelimina ry elec tr ical, 
str uctural and geotechnical speci f ications , they do pr ovide adequate 
information for comparing the overhead and underground options.  

The Un i ted S tates General Accounting Off ice ( GAO) performed an independent 
evaluation of the cost of undergrounding at the request of Senator Baucus of 
�lontana . The conclusions of the GAO , as reported to the Senator on 11ay 7 ,  
198 2 ,  were in agreement with the BPA cost estimates .  1he GAO will provide 
copies of i ts study to interested part les . 

9 .  Comment : The cost of undergrounding the lines at Rattlesnake or Hiller 
Creek is not prohibitive , particularly on an annuali zed per rate payer basis.  

Response : BPA has j udged that the cost of unaergrounding the lines at 
Rattlesnake or Hiller Cr eek i s  excessive whether considered as a lump sum ,  or 
on an annuali zed or per -ratepayer bas i s .  One o f  BPA ' s  responsibilities i s  to 
provide reliable power to all its customers at the least cost compatible with 
other considerations ,  such as environmental impacts . In accord with thi s  
responsibility , BPA has j udged that the cost of unaergrounaing at these 
locations must be used by the decisionmaker s in ar riving at a final 
designation of the plan and a decision on the necessary mitigation . 

I I .  N .  MITIGATION 

Comments on mitigation were receiVed on most resource topics and geographic 
areas and are responded to under these categor ies ( in Parts I I I  and IV of thi s  
Comment/Response Volume) Hany resource-specit tc comments suggested use ot 
mitigation techniques that are standard BPA measure s .  I1any emphasi zed the 
need to be sure that BPA follow through on the proposed measures . 1hose most 
commonly suggested had to do with reduc ing visual effects and effects on 
soils/erosion/sedimentation. Undergrounding and use of helicopter 
construction were also mentioned , although these are not now included in the 
recommended proposal . 

Comments on mitigation and responses not a iscussed under i nd ividual resource 
areas are presented below. 

1 .  Comment : The preferred alternative ( Taft plan) would result in less 
sedimentation than the other alternatives even though i t  crosses more steeply 
sloping land . This would be tr ue apparently because this routing crosses 
fewer areas ot "problem" soils . We do not dispute BPA ' s analysis of potential 
sedimentation of the var ious alternatives, but would point out that ttle above 
would probably be true only i f  stringent erosion control , including proj ect 
follow-up , is carr ied out by the BPA and its contractors .  

'Ihe quality fisheries and presence o f  munerous munlcipal watersheds make 
str ict e rosion control most important to th lS proj ect . �ve endorse all erosion 
control descr ibed in the DEIS and believe these measures should be made part 
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of all construction contracts . ��e also recon1mend all contr act work be closely 
monitored and , if necessary , stopped or altered i f  excessive erosion i s  
resulting . 

Response : I Ii tigation measures for erosion control as stated in the EIS 
will be made pa rt of the construction specifications (refer to Hi tigation 
Heasures, in Chapter II of Volwne I ) . Constr uction, as r ecomrnendea aoove , 
will be limitea during periods of adverse soils conditions to avoid erosion 
and associatea soil impacts . 

BPA i s  currently conducting research in cooperation with the University of 
Hashin� ton and Hashington State University to aevelop additional vegetation 
management techniques for use in watersheds or near other sensitive areas s uch 
as high value f ishery streams . EVery effort will be made to minimize impacts 
on soils and/or water quality by using existir� access r oads and working with 
appropr iate agencies on stream crossi ng s .  

2 .  Comment : BPA shoula use more expensive mi tigation techniques, a s  d o  other 
agencies,  to protect the environment . 

Response :  BPA does, I n  fact,  implement mitigation measures which 
increase the cost of the line . Examples include : extensive use of dulled 
towers ,  conductors , and spacers to minimize v isual impacts ; location of the 
line away from populated valleys and in more rugged ter rai n, where feasible, 
to rninimize impacts and land use conf licts with urban areas , residential 
area s ,  and agr icultural lana ; and possible selection of a more expensive 
alternative ( Taft Plan) to minimize overall environmental impact .  

3 .  Comment : I would estimate that a complete screening o f  the tower s ,  
planting of low growing evergreens , conifers and native shr ubs under the lines 
would add approximately one tenth of one percent to the cost of construction. 
Has that been considered , or is there a technical reason why i t  can ' t? 

Response : BPA does make an attempt to screen towers as much as possible.  
However ,  tower s averag ing 1 7 5  feet in height would be impossible to screen 
completely . 

Native vegetation is left as much as possible in the r ight-of-way . Only 
tree s which would grow within minimum conductor clearances within or adjacent 
to the r ight-of-way are removed . \�here r ights-of -way cr oss maj or h ighways, 
rivers and visually sensitive areas,  a screen of natural vegetation i s  left . 
BPA plants vegetation in sens itive areas , as necessary , to screen the line . 
At this time , we are unable to estimate total costs for vegetative screening . 

4 .  Comment : Now, shoula the line have to go through the Hi ssoula area , the 
Taf t route would be the best location ,  but the Maxville Town site , the Miller 
Creek Cr ossing , Ninernile Crossing , S t .  Regis vicinity ana the Hashing ton �iater 
Power Line Connections need better mitigation to reflect or to take care of 
the quality of the human environment. • •  • Such things as the Ninemile 
Crossing , helicopter installation and no roads on lower slope s .  Miller Creek 
the l ines could be shifted to the south . I think they would be h idden better . 
• • • Bur ial is not out . 
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Response :  As discussed in the EIS , extensive mitigation measures are 
being prescr ibed for such sens itive areas . Conductors will be dulled to 
reduce reflective qualitie s .  TOwer darkening will blend tower s  with 
backg round . Clear ing will be reduced as much as possible in areas with h igh 
visual impact by extending spans where possible , by taking advantage ot 
terrain w i th steep slopes ,  by raising tower he ights , and by selective 
cutti ng .  Improved appearance structures could be used in areas of high visual 
impact with foregr ound views . Access roads ( which would be necessary to 
serv ice each tm.er even i f  helicopter erection is used) will be located and 
des igned with mitigation measures to reduce visual impact .  Ttle center line 
will be adj usted as much as possible , consider ing engineer ing and cost 
factors , to reduce environmental impacts while taking landowner requests and 
conwents trom concerned groups and individuals into account . Factor s  related 
to undergrounding are discussed in Part I I .  fl .  

5.  Comment : The text does not adequately consider the use of longer line 
spans and helicopter constr uction to reduce proposed standards ror access 
road s .  lhese mitigating measures need to be f ully evaluated on private 
resource lands along with those areas addressed in the text . Avoid access 
roads by installat ion of pads and tower s  by helicopter s ,  and that is 
possible . The contract can state that this has to be done by helicopter . You 
have that option ,  it ' s  more expensive , but the people who live i n  the area 
have to l ive with the line . 

Comment : helicopter erection should be used in areas where extens ive 
road i ng  would be damag ing . 

Re sponse : The spans between towers will be as long as possible but are 
limi ted by terrai n .  Th e  optimum span is 115 0 feet which could b e  increasea if  
the line crosses an area with very steep slopes that permit longer spans . 
Span leng ths are determined in a large degree by topogr aphy . 

BPA allows the contractor to use e ither cranes or helicopters for tower body 
erection. f�licopter construction, however , could be undertaken only with 
light sections of the towers.  Footings and leg extensions would be installed 
with smaller cranes requiring ground access to each tower . Heavy structures 
could only be erected by conventional cr anes . Access is required to each 
tower s ite for maintenance and for some phases of construction such as footing 
wor k ,  conductor work , and tower clean-up . He licopter erection does not 
significantly change the impacts under these circillfistance s .  In no case would 
BPA allow a ser ies ot towers to be without ground access. 

6. Comment : Locatio n, construction ,  and maintenance methods should be least 
detr imental to land users and owners . 

Re sponse : The location and environmental study process i s  aesigned to 
minimi ze li�acts on landowner s .  In addition, numerous mitigation measures 
have been incorporated into the proposal for this purpose . BPA works c losely 
with landowner s  in location of the line , tower s ,  and access roads to minimize 
impacts on landowners dur ing construction and maintenance . 
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7.  Comment :  DEIS page 1 1 -11 : BPA should work Witll landowners and land 
manager s to develop appropriate mitigation measures for affected timberland s .  

Response : BPA would work with landowners and land managers to aevelop 
ways to reduce effects of the line , r ight-ot�ay , ana access roads on 
timber lands . 

8 .  Corament: Here too , In regard to the visual impact , the DEIS IS 
inconsistent . In one place (p . IV-36 )  it suggests that the impact coula be 
lessened by avoiding access roadS and using non-ret lective materials. But it 
i s  clear , as said before , that heavy roadi ng would occur and mar king of line s ;  
and the DEIS i tself admits ( o n  p .  IV-3G) that there is only one ef tective 
mitigation measure : "avoiding cross ing near or close to intensive use areas 
would constitute the best mitigation . " 

Response :  Avoiding intensive use areas ad�ittedly would be preferable .  
However , this may not be possible . Impacts can normally be reduced by 
limiting access roads and using non-reflective material . If extensive roading 
is required , mitigation becomes less effective . Har king of lines i s  normally 
done for aircraft warning and i s  required by FAA regulations . 

9 .  Comment : The techniques of minimization of visual impact suggested by BPA 
are not suf f icient . [EPA I s] response to this was to tell us what they are . 
[Given as a reason not to develop new and better measures] 

Response :  Mitigation measures suggested by BPA are effective i n  reduci ng  
impacts . ��e are also continuing to investigate new and better techniques that 
include the possible use of improved appearance structures in certai n area s .  

10 . Comment :  Two visual analysis reports liS t  Reg is, Febr uary 1 � 82 , " and " A  
Visual Assessment for the Lolo National Forest , Apr il 198 2"  have been 
submitted to BPA. The Apr i l  19 b2 r eport contained selected points on the Lolo 
and the Idaho Panhandle l'-Jational Forests . 'llle conclusions of these re]?Orts 
should be incorporated in the proposed mitigation in the FEIS . It should be 
noted that these reports do not represent a complete visual analysis for 
national forest system land , and are applicable only to the areas identified 
in the reports. 

Response : BPA cooperated with the Forest Service on these r eports and 
have found them to be useful . Many ot their conclusions have been 
i ncorporated i nto the mitigation section of the f i nal EIS . 

11 . Corrment:  On p .  IV- 31 [ 61 ] , paragraph 4 ,  section "Aesthetics , "  the impac t 
on Segment 145 is stated as "The line would cut across the grain of the land , 
would be out of scale w i th its sur roundings and would be eve r -present i n  the 
view. Greatest impact would be upon tr avelers on 1 -9 0  and local r esiaents . 
The tran@uission line would disrupt the visual integrity of this highly scenic 
portion of the Clark Fork Valley . "  'rhe BPA has acknowledged the highly 
signif icant aesthetic effect i n  thi s  area , yet in the mitigation section no 
mention i s  made of segment 1 4 5 .  
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Re sponse : Mitigation for segment 145 i s  covered i n  Chapter I I  of 
Volume I ,  which covers mi tigation co�non to all plans . Specific mitigation 
for thi s segment include the use of non-speculor conductor s ,  treated tower s ,  
limited clear ing and access road constr uction. 
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I I  1 .  RESOURCE CDNCERNS 

I I  1 .  A .  URBAN/RESIDENTIAL 

Garr ison-Spokane EIS 
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Most commentors on this subj ect stated that the transmission l ine snould be 
sited off private land , out of valley bottoms,  and away from populated area s .  
Some also stated that the line shoula avoid residences by at least one-half 
mile . Other s stated that the line would restrain future growth and eliminate 
the poss ibility of lands with aevelopment potential from ever support ing 
desirable residential or commercial development s .  One commentor questioned 
the intens ity of urban impacts in a pr imar ily r ural r eg ion. Ana f inally , a 
few people felt that the E IS should explicitly state whether any families 
would be aisplacea by the pr oject and note relocation procedures if  so . 

Many of these concerns are addressed in the EIS , Chapter s  I I  ana IV of 
Volume I .  Site-specific comments are treated in Part IV, GEOGRAPHIC AREAS OF 
CDNCERN , in thi s  Volume ( I I) . Other specif ic comments ana response s follow. 

1 .  Comment : Site the line to avoia r esiaential and inhabited areas . Keep 
the line off pr ivate land , out ot valley bottoms and away from populated 
areas . The line must avo ld residences by at least one half mile . 

Response : Avoiding people and inhabited areas has been a pr ime criterion 
of the route location pr ocess ( see table 2 . 3 ,  in Chapter I of Volume I )  • 

However ,  i t  is virtually impossible to locate a transmission line no closer 
than one mile or even one-half mile from any residence . Phy sical constraints, 
such as terrai n ;  enginee ring factor s ,  such as snow and ice loading ; and need 
for access to the r ight-of-way , are but a few factors which corne i nto play in 
locati ng  a transmission line . Building a line between Garrison and Spokane 
necessitates crossing numerous r iver valleys , most of which have 
concentrat ions of private land and are dotted with settled area s .  The 
poss ibility of future reinforcement of a populatea area ( L e . , Hissoula) , also 
requires a locat ion reasonably close to the loaa center . Because it i s  
impossible t o  stay out o f  all valleys, o f f  all pr ivate land , and away from all 
residences or developed land by an absolute distance , the study team located 
routes which would have the least possible effects on people while balanc ing 
the other location criteria.  The alternative routes stuaied reflect this 
approach. See also Part I I .  I for discussion ot public versus private lana 
for siting .  

2 .  Comment : The power line will restraln f uture growth , affect f uture 
residents and eliminate the possibi lity of lands wi th excellent development 
potential from ever support ing desirable residential or commerc ial 
developments .  

Response : All three routes were located as much as possible to avo id lanJ 
proposed for development . However ,  they all cross some areas that have been 
subdivided ,  but not yet developed : Hot Spr ings ( 7 . 7 .  miles crossed) ; Plains 
( 3 . 1  miles crossea) ; Taft ( 3 . 6  mi les crossed) . Not all ot this land i s  
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intended for res idential or commercial development ; it is  diff icult to tell 
exactly what portion i s .  Depending upon the size and intendea f uture use of 
the part icular parcel crossed and on location ot the r ight-of -way on the 
parcel , the power line could conf l ict with its development . Generally , tnose 
lands w i th the best fJotential for res idential or corrunerc ial land are avo iaed 
in the location process .  Similar existing lines have not been obstacles to 
re s idential development , as subdiv1sions are commonly built up to r ight-of-way 
edges . The 125-foot-wide r ight-of-way does not restrict development ot a 
signif icant amount of land . Tne visual presence of the facil1ties , wh11e 
admittedly unattractive to some people , does not discourage others from 
locating residences nearby . 

3 .  Comment : Now I am developing my proper ty [Rathdr illl1 area] . ��e have to 
change our roads on our aevelopment plan because ot the line . 

Response : Any location througn the Rathdrum Pr airie will be on existing 
BPA easements .  Orig inally , a 42S-foot wide easement was obtained ; only the 
BPA Bell-l�xon 230-kV line occupies the r ight-of -way at this t ime , leaving 
approximately 3 0 0  feet available for additional line s .  

Towers for the Garr ison-Spokane SOO-kV will be placed , i n  most cases , adJ acent 
to the existing steel tOVJer s  on the Bell-Noxon line . 

4 .  Comment : I wasn ' t aware that this part of the country was pr imarily 
urban , so , of course , the impact is minimal , because we ' re rural communities 
here . 

Response : Most of the study area 1S r ural in nature . However ,  some areas 
are more densely settled or developea than other s ,  though perhaps most are not 
as dense as c ities. The urban-resiaential analysis took tnese "built-up" or 
developed communities into account and sought , where possi ble , to avoid them . 
OVerall , the project would have limited effect on sucn areas . The Taft plan 
would affect the fewest developed or developi ng areas.  

5.  Comment : The f inal EIS should state whether or not any famil ies will be 
displaced as a result of this project . I f  any relocations will be required , 
the relocation proceaures that will be followed should be discussed . 

Response : As stated on pag e IV-3 of the DEIS , no existing buildings or 
dwelling s  (and therefore , no families) along any of the alternate r outes would 
be displaced . This statement is carr ied forward in the f inal EIS . 

6 .  Comment : The Taf t plan passes within a half mile of fewer houses than 
does the Hot Spr ings plan . This statement is misleading because it does not 
address how many people bought and built homes already within a half mile of 
an existing maj or power line . It would be better to identify how many homes 
not presently impacted would be in the f uture with each alternative . 

Response :  The same types o f  impacts on developed land would occur along 
e ither new or parallel port ions of the route . Both areas would exper ience 
sho rt-term inconvenience effects from noise , dust , and traf f ic to a similar 
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degree . The transmission facilities would cause visual impact in either area 
as well. It is true that most of the Tatt route would be new corr idor and 
that , fo r residences here , this would be a f irst-time impact . Howeve r ,  a 
parallel l ine on portions of the Hot Spr ings r oute would incrementally 
increase the visual effects of the existing line and r ight-o f �ay . 

Factors which relate to visual impacts along parallel portions ot the Hot 
Springs route include the fact that:  ( 1) the new tacilities would be 
double-circuit 175-foot-high steel towers added alongside existing and much 
shorter 12 5-foot-high single-c i rcuit 5 0 0 -kV tower s ,  9 0 -foot-high 
sing le-c ircuit 230-kV towers,  or 7 0-f oot h igh s ing le c ircuit wood poles ; and 
( 2 )  a greater number of residences i s  located closer to the parallel routes in 

areas where less vi sual screening is available from either trees or 
landforms . Also , the potential for land use conflict i s  greater along the Hot 
Spring s  alternative than along the Taft route . Although ne ither route 
directly conflicts with existing developed land use , the Hot Springs Plan (A) 
would cross more lana that has been subdivided but not yet developed ( 7 . 3  vs 
3 . 6  miles) . Potential conflicts would therefore be greater here . Since the 
existing l ine crosses areas where development has occurred or has been 
planned , i t  i s  dIfficult to avoid conf licts with such uses when paralleling , 
whereas i t  may be more feasible to do so when locating a new r oute . 

7 .  Oomment :  BPA tr ied to imply that they counted residences when they 
identif ied a community ,  but actually dia not • • • •  A community can apparently 
be any number of residences or any number of residences can be counted 
individually . v�hat constitutes a community is determined by BPA .analysis on a 
case-by-case basi s .  

Cornnent : Oommunitles were not counted until af ter the corr idor and route 
selections were made . 

Response : Residences were not counted in identifying communities . Rather , 
communit ies wer e  identif ied dur ing the data collection phase of the study by 
interpre ting the relative aensi ty of development uSIng categor ies set down in 
the data item definitions . These categor ies were based on the US Geological 
Survey Land Use/Land Cover system , which is the pr imary such system in use in 
the country . Settled areas or communi ties were termed either "urban-
residential" areas or "dispersed development" areas , depending upon how 
densely settled they were (see fig . 4 . 3  in the draf t EIS )  • 

Absolute numbers of r esiaences and comrnunities along each route were not 
totaled until the analysis progressed to a comparison of plans A, B and C .  At 
this s tage , numbers of indiviaual r es idences and communities were considered 
in the segrnent-by-segrnent impact analysi s .  

8 .  Comment :  No distinction [ was ] made between Missoula , ��xville o r  tne 
smaller communitie s .  All received a rating of one , as if there were no 
difference in population , characteri stics , etc . The methodology is designed 
to be manipulated in such a way that human population impact can appear to be 
whatever the BPA analysts choose r egardless of actual population. 
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Response : All other f actors being the same , the magnituae of the etfect 
would be greater on a community than on a single res Idence and more on a la rge 
communi ty than a small one . However , f actors vary in s ignif icance . 
Consequently , the evaluation of ef fects on human population \Vas done by 
character izing pr'oblem areas ind Ividually and predicting actual impacts as 
accurately as possible , considering the many interrelated factor s .  Numer ical 
measurements- -\vhethe r of communities, s ing le residences ,  or land useS- -\vere 
only a part of thi s  process. 

I I I .  B .  FORESTRY 

Concern that impacts on forest lands and productivity were underestimated was 
expressed . Commentors were particularly concernea over the long-term economic 
los s ,  visual impacts, and loss of productive forest lands along the Taft 
route . Some were confused over metric measurements of forest productivity . 
Commentors requested coordination of access road locations ,  clearing , and 
timber disposal with forest managers and landowners . They were also concerned 
that lanaowner s '  options to grow forest products compatible with right-of �ay 
management not be foreclosed . 

Related economic concerns are also covered in Part II . J and I I I .  I .  General 
and specific impacts on forestry are discussed in Chapter IV ot Volume I .  
Addi tional concerns are aodresseo below. 

1 .  CoIlIDent : Several Individuals expressed the concern that the impact of 
r ight-of-way and access road clear ing on timberea lands was underestimated 
and/or understated in terms of long-term economic loss ,  visual impacts , and 
loss of pr oductive forest lands, especially as i t  relates to the Taft routing . 

Response : In timbered land , the maximum clear ing for the r ight-of �ay 
would be approximately 15 acres per mile or lana . Additional cleared area 
would be needed for access roads located outs ide the right-of�ay , and would 
approximate 3 to 8 acres per mIle of road , depending on topogr aphy . In order 
to minimize the "tunne l "  effect common to older corr idor s ,  the clear ing edges 
along the right-of-way will be irreg ular and feathered , reducing the amount of 
necessa ry clearing . Clearing will be the widest at tower sites and generally 
at midspan between towers , where the conductor comes closest to the ground on 
flat topographic grades .  Little or no clear ing will occur where the line 
crosses draws and where there is adequate safety clearance . The clear ing for 
the r ight-of-way and roads will be long -term and will be maintained for the 
life of the tr ansmission line .  However ,  low-gr owing Christmas trees o r  shrubs 
may be allowed under agreement between the landowner s  and EPA. A descr iption 
of clear ing needs is found on page I I -6 in the draft EIS and is carried 
forward in the final E IS .  

Short-term economic benef its will result from the sale of . commercial products 
and the resulting labor required to clear and mill the products .  Long-term 
economic losses will occur due to the restr Iction against growing 
saw-timber-si zed trees in the cleared areas.  The di scounted value ( 1978 
dollars) of this f uture crop loss is not larg e ,  ana would have the least 
effect in the Hot Spring alternative . 
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The Feaeral money that is returned to the counties as a result of National 
Forest r evenues will not be af fected by this project . Eactl county ' s  portion 
is based on the total National Forest receipts and is prorated to the counties 
by the Nat ional Forest acreage within each county , not by the receipts 
received from Forest land within each county . Thi s  proj ect will not have any 
effect on the total National Forest receipts that would otherwise be reali zed , 
s ince ownership of the land does not change and s ince the right-of �ay has no 
signi f icant impact on the timber base of the National Forests . 

'llhe maj or trade-offs associated with reduc ing the impacts on timbered lands 
include higher impacts on agr icultural land ( locatea in other places) and 
placing the transmission line closer to ranches , residents , or undeveloped 
subdivided lands, all of which are in private ownership . 

2 .  Cormnent :  Hap Volume , Appendix C ,  Hot Spr i ngs-Bell study area , Land 
Productivity :  Forest,  underestimates productivity class ratings from Evaro to 
Arlee . Huch of the land is Douglas Fir/Vaca , Grand Fir/Clun, or Grand 
Fir/Li bo habi tat types. Th inning investments have been made or are being made 
along most of the proposed r ight-of-way . Also , thinning investments have been 
made along most of the proposed r ight-of-way from Hot Spr ings to Dog (Rainbow) 
Lake . The use of cubic meters per hectare as a measurement of productivity , 
as opposed to cubic feet per acr e ,  is inconvenient , as most productivity is 
still measured by cubic feet per acre .  Please see Appendix A ,  "Methodology . "  

Response : The data show that most of the forestland between Evaro and 
Arlee , Hontana , is in the moderate (50 -8 5  cubic feet per acre per year ) and 
high ( 8 5+ cubic feet per acre per year ) productIvity classes ( see f ig .  4 . 4 ) , 
which i s  in agreement w i th  the habitat types cited above . Most of this 
forestland , along with almost four miles of forestland between Hot Spr ings and 
Rainbow Lake , has been identif ied as being under intensive management . 

The cubic feet per acre productivity measurement has been added to Appenaix A ,  
Methodology , Attachment 2 ,  pages 1 1  and 1 2  (see ERRATA , Chapter I X  i n  Volume 
I )  • 

3 .  Cormnent : The EIS does not seem to recognize that a power line across 
timberland has a much greater adverse impact on production than a line across 
farmland . In timberland on steep slopes, production on adJ acent land may also 
be affected . 

Response : 'V�hen assessing the relative impacts of a transmission line on 
timber and agr icultural land , it is important to consider a wide range of 
short-term and long-term factors . Some of these factors lend themselves to 
quantification in dollar terms and some do not . For instance , both types of 
impacts include inconvenience and proauction effects that spread to areas 
outside of the r ight-of-way . 

It is also important to recognize that , in terms of impacts on people , 
fores try and agricultural production losses may differ in thei r  effects. Loss 
in forest production is most likely to affect only a small port ion of 
timber lands owned by a few large corporations . However , losses in agr icultual 
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productivity and inconvenience eftects are more likely to aftect individual 
farmer s whose holdings are smaller and whose operations may also be important 
parts of their overall life style . 

4 .  Comment :  People expressed concern that access road locations , clear ing , 
and tlirrber disposal be coordinated with operations of the landowners or 
manager s .  A concern was also expressea that landowner options to grow forest 
products compatible with r ight-of-way management not be toreclosea . 

Re sponse : Under the mitigation measures presented on page I I -II 01 the 
DE IS , i t  is stated that bPA will work Wi tll landowner s  and managers to minimize 
impacts from clear ing and access road needs . �Jhen new road construction i s  
required , i t s  location will be coordinated wi th the landowner s '  needs .  
Agreements can be ITlade with landowners to allow low-growing Chr istmas trees,  
shr ubs ,  and so on to be grown . These agreements also identify 
respons ibilities for vegetative management ana are very si te-specif ic .  

5 .  Comment: Concern that the presence of the lines woula impede forest f ire 
suppr ession. 

Response : Concerns about safety in f lrefighting operations in the 
vicinity of power transmission lines are well founded . Fbres t Service policy 
to place safety f irst in all activities is well established in the Health and 
Safety Code ana Fireline Handbooks . The proposed transmission line will 
preclude the use of certain fire suppression methods within the immea iate 
vicinity of the line ; however ,  the existence of the lines should not prevent 
firefighters from taking ef fective actlon on any wildland f ires . Firef ighters 
are g iven additional traini ng to ensure safe operations in the vicinity ot 
transmission lines. On occasion some f ires may increase in s ize aue to 
res tr ictions in use ot aer ial attack and water , but there are effective 
alternate control methods that could be USed. .  As a result , the Forest Serv ice 
does not anticipate that any fire wlll escape control as a specif ic result of 
restr ictions on methods of f ire attack. 

The proposed transmission lines should not be vulnerable to wildland f ires . 
The tower heights and mater ials are such that only the most extreme f ire 
behavior would cause any potential for line failure . 

6 .  Comment : Concern for the presence ot the lines impeding forest f ire 
suppression in the Rattlesnake National Recreation Area.  

Re sponse : Af ter f urther study , the interdisclplinary team has e lected to 
drop from the preferred route the alternative that would have passed through 
the Rattlesnake National Recreation Ar ea ( see Part IV. L for more detailed 
discussion) . Thus ,  the problems of f ire suppression i n  this area would not be 
increased by the proj ec t .  

7 .  Comment : The impact of line location on forested lands needs to be 
expanded to include the restrictions imposed on slash di sposal and big game 
winter range burning to avoid f lash-overs .  An estimate macie in one ranger 
distr ict indicates that in excess of 700 acres of winter range treatment may 

III-6 



Garrison-Spokane EIS 
Wg00 41H : 02 -0 7 -8 3  

be foregone due to the location o f  the transmission line . The mitigation to 
relieve this situation would be very expensive slash removal in timber harvest 
areas ; curtailing electr ic transmiss ion while burning near the line ; and , in 
the case of winter rang e ,  the substitution of hand labor and use of herbicides 
in lieu of burning . 

Re§Ponse : Further coordinatea interagency stUdy is needed to prescr ibe 
appropr iate site-specific mitigation on forested lands also managed for big 
game winter range . No general prescr iptions for burning exist . Areas ot 
important habitat along the r ight-of-way would have to be analyzed 
individually and prescr iptions for burning or other slash disposal and 
vegetation management methods would have to be individually worked out . See 
Chapter I I ,  Volume I ,  for mitigation related to vegetation management and 
wildlife habitat . 

II I .  C .  AGRICULTURE 

Commentor s on agr iculture expressed concern for the removal of agricultural 
land from production . Not constructing the Ilne across agricultural lanas in 
order to minimize agr icultural impacts was a pr imary concer n .  The draf t EIS 
estimates of agricultural land ana productive capacity lost were also 
questioned . Other maj or concerns involved the inconvenience to farming 
operat ions , part icularly irr igation activities , imposed by the presence of 
transmisson line s .  Some cornrnentor s expressed concern about the spread of 
weeds along the r ight-of-way . Inaccuracies of DEIS maps showing agr icultural 
lands were also noted . 

In addition, several other comrnentors made observations on agr icultural land 
or p.:::actices in the study reg ion. For instance , one comment noted that "Under 
the northern route , graz ing and farming WOUld keep tile r ight-of-way clear , 
naturally . "  

General and specif ic discussions of agr lcultural impacts are found in Chapter 
IV of volume I .  Other comments are addressed below. 

1. Comment : BPA should avoid agr icultural lands , so that land is not taken 
out of production, farming practices are not impeded , and irrigation systems 
are not made impracticable . 

Reseonse : Avoiding agr icultural lanas was a pr imary concern throughout 
the envlronrnental analys is process ,  with particular enphasis placed on trying 
not to remove land from production, trying to minimize inconveniences for 
farming practices ,  and trying to avoid irr igated lands .  All classes of 
agr icultural lands were included in the study , v,Jith irr igated farmlands being 
considered as most ser iously affected if crossed by a power line . Those lands 
classified by the SCS as "pr ime farm land" or "farm land of statewide 
importance" were also considered to be susceptible to serious direct impacts 
because these lands are mostly well suited to future irr igation development , 
if they are not already irr igated . 

1 II-7 



Gar rison-Spokane EIS 
��g0 04lH : 02-0 7-8 3 

However , the concern to avoid farmland had to be balanced with other resource 
topics and public concerns in determining a least-impact route (also see 
Parts I I .  C and I I .  G .  3 ) . For instance , a number of corrunentors favored 
paralleling existing corr idor s ,  yet i t  is these existing routes which cross 
the most farm and range land . Although all routes have been located to reduce 
conflicts with agr icultural land , the Taft Route (environmentally preferred) 
encounters the least- -only 1 . 7  mi les of farm land in the Garrison-to-Taft 
section and 24 . 0  miles in the Taft-to-Bell section.  Host of the latter occurs 
in the Spokane area , where the line would be located on an unused r ight-of-way 
parallel to an existing BPA line . The total rangeland encountered by the Taf t 
Route is 14 . 1  miles , compared to 18 . 9  miles on the Plains Route and 6 2 . 8  miles 
on the Hot Springs Route . 

�Jhere agr icultural land must be crossed by the line ,  measures to reduce actual 
impact become very important ( see Mitigation Measures in Chapter II of Volume 
I ) . In particular , BPA consults with the landowner to deterrrline feasible 
tower locations which will minimize problems and inconveniences to the 
producer and which will remove as li ttle land as possible from proauction. 
The loss of productive land is normally limited to that directly beneath and 
immediately surrounding each tower , and farming and r anching oferations can 
continue along the r ight-of-way . 

�Ji th regard to agr icultural land that is removed from production for access 
roads , BPA would offer the landowner two options.  \le will e i ther leave the 
access road in or remove it and compensate landowners for crop damage when 
their lands must be crossed tor operations and maintenance procedure s .  

�lhere towers must be placea in cultivated t ields , a var iety o f  techniques are 
used to minimize the impacts on soil s ,  to avoid or minimize conflicts with 
irr igation systems , ana to reduce the inconvenience associated with continued 
farming in the r ight-of-way . 

�lhere feas ible , lines crossing c ircular Irr igation systems may be designed and 
towers located so that the conductors will span the f ield s .  Other mitigation 
measures might include : 1)  shortening the radius of a circular system to 
allow passage at the tower ;  2) substituting a different kind of ir rigation 
system which woula be more compatible ; 3 )  installing equipment to reverse the 
2ystem automatically as i t  approaches a tower ; or 4 )  realigning systems so 
they can freely pass between towers .  These measures have been specif ied in 
the E IS and a compensated for . 

2 .  Comment: Farmland is valuable and should not be taken out of pr oduction. 

Response : Avoidance of valuable farmland was one of the important 
cr i terIa for the siting of this proJect . ( See response to previous cOIDraent . )  

Land occupied by the tower (approximately 0 . 14 acre per mile) and that 
immediately adjacent to it will normally not be usable for farming purposes.  
In mos t case s ,  farming along the r ight-of-way can continue . As stated i n  the 
draft EIS (p.  I I -ll) , through consultation with the pr Oducer , towers can often 
be sited for minimal disturbance , such as along the edge of field s ,  on rocky 
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knolls or on other poorly producing spots ,  or adj usted so that the entire 
f ield i s  spanned by the conductors . 

According to results of a study conducted by a Hash ington State University 
area agronomist , yields of wheat , cor n ,  sugar beets , and potatoes may be 
reduced by 10-20% in an area approximately 0 . 1  acre in s ize around each tower 
base ( Korneli s ,  1977) . No yield reduction occur red i n  the remainder of the 
right-of-way . The yield reduction near towers ,  combined with the area lost 
directly beneath tower s ,  would amount to maximum production losses equivalent 
to that from 0 . 14 acres plus 0 . 1  acre s ,  l/ or 0 . 2 4 acres per mile of line .  
Only under rare ci rcumstances would the amount of land removea from production 
decrease the economic viability of a farming/r anching unit to the extent that 
it would be necessary to convert the unit to other use s .  

3 .  Comment :  • • •  The report • also understates the impact o n  
agr icultural land removed from production • • • •  people • • •  wil l ,  I ' m sure , 
take exception with the acreages that are quoted . It  is not clear if the 
values quoted are the acreage per tower or total acreage for each segment of 
the line .  I n  either event , to assume that the amount o t  land stated i n  the 
report is all that will be adversely affected is a ser ious error . Perhaps if 
one measures the actual square footage of the footing s  of the tower , it is 
apparent--it is probably in agreement with the report . However , the total 
area impacted would be a lot greater because of the potential hazara to 
machinery , livestock ,  as well as the unwillingness of persons to wor k  close to 
or under the towers themselves ,  regardless ot the tr ue effects on people . 

Response : As stated in the EIS , agricultural lana occupied by tower bases 
would be r emoved from production .  The amount r emoved would be between 0 . 0 5  
and 0 . 3  acres per mile o f  transmission line . Figures presented i n  the 
discussions on agr iculture i n  Chapter IV g ive land lost from production along 
each route . The draft EIS recognized that , i n  addition to the land removed 
from production, the line would also have adverse effects on agr icultural 
operations or near by acreage . For a complete discussion of these 
inconvenience effects , please see Appendix D ,  " Soc ial and Economic 
Considerations , "  page 3 -12 ; also see Chapter IV of Volume I for general 
impacts . However , because these inconvenience effects do not lend themselves 
to quantif ication ,  they were noted but not presented in monetary amounts in 
the EIS . 

4 .  Comment : The agr icultural impact level that they have noted for the Hot 
Spr ing s  to the Thompson Falls ,  is on the order of one hundred and eighty 
thousand dollars lost crop value dur ing constr uction. I would arg ue as a 
primary agricultural provider in the county that that f igure i s  very , very 
low. They also said that the annual loss ana productive capacity for the 
entire leng th of the line would be four thousand e ight hundred and sixty-three 
dollars .  I think that ' s  absurd • • •  it would be s ignificantly h igher . 

1/ 0 . 1  acres per tower x 5 towers per mile = 0 . 5 acres per mile . 
0 . 5  acres per mile x 20% reduction in crop yield = 0 . 1  acres per mile . 
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Response : ��hen interpreting the f igures for agr icultural impacts on page 
IV-9 in Appendix D ,  it is important also to cons ider the assumpt ions presented 
on page I I -l4 . As these assumptions state , "productive capacity lost" refers 
only to land in the r ight-of-way dur ing construction and land near towers 
dur ing the operations per iod of the line .  Other potential economic effects on 
agr iculture , such as interference with wor ker or irrigation practices ,  WOUld 
vary on a si te-specific basis.  They are diff icult to estimate and have not 
been inco rporated into the analysis summari zed on page IV-9 . These types of 
effects could i ncrease the line ' s  adverse economic ef fects on agr iculture ,  but 
ar e not quantif ied in the analysis of lost productive capacity .  ( See response 
above . )  vJith respect to the existing corr idor between Hot Spr ings and 
Thompson Falls ,  along portions of this cor r idor an existing line would be 
removed and a new one bui lt in its place , resulting baslCally in only the 
short-term disturbance and inconvenience . 

5 .  Comment : can farmers have some assurance that tm.ers wlll be placed to 
mlnimi ze distur bance to farming practice? 

Response � As indicated in the response to comment #1 , in agr icultural 
areas it is BPA policy to locate towers to minimi ze impacts to farming and 
ir r igation . Th is includes working with landovmers to locate towers to 
minimi ze disruption of existing or planned operations . 

6 .  Comment : A third area of professional concern is • • •  weed h ighways.  
Disturbed sites along power line r ights-of-way are commonly invaded by noxious 
weeds which spread along the route . These weeds use the disturbed 
r ight-o f-way to enter crop land , rangeland and forests . Costs of weed control 
progr ams are thereby increased and generally result in increased herbicide use 
along the route . 

Response : After constr uction , BFA fertilizes and reseeas d isturbed 
site s .  Reseeding is done with seea mixtures recommended by the local county 
agr icultural agent in the area , the SCS , or the appr opr iate land management 
agency . These measures nelp to prevent weed infestations .  Some weeds appear 
to be invading on their own, independently of any construction activities 
( i . e . , Knapweed , Leafy Spu rge) . BPA recogni ze s ,  however ,  that noxious weed 
infestation can occur at disturbed sites along transmission line 
rights-of-way . villere EPA ' s  actions have caused and/o r contr ibuted to the 
problem of noxious weed infestation , and where active weed control programs 
are being cOnducted by landowners and weed control distr icts , it is BPA policy 
to cooperate with landowners ana weea control distr icts in controlling noxious 
weed s. 

Cooperation with the affected landowners or ��eed Control Distr ict can include 
several types of assistance by BPA. Fir st , BPA often accepts responsibility 
for weed control on pr ivate land in the r ight-of-way . In these cases , BPA, 
with the landowner ,  determines what weed control action is necessary . 'I'hen 
BPA or a weed control contractor employed by BPA will spray the affected . 
parcel .  Second , in other cases where local ��eed Control Distr icts prefer to 
maintain responsibility for control of noxious weeds spread i n  a corridor , BPA 
will pay the district to car ry out appropr iate actions . Finally , when the 
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landowner wants to maintain responsibility for controllIng weeds on his own 
land , BPA supplies the landowner with the appropr iate chemical spray . 

It should be noted that , on the Garr ison-Spokane Proj ect , the small amount of 
agr icultural land crossed will prevent widespread changes in weed control 
practices from occurring . 

7 .  Comment : The map for Irr igated f arm lana acreages between Maxvi lle and 
Drummond was not correct . 

Response : The colors for irr igated and dry land f ields were inadvertently 
rever sed during printing of the Agr icultural Land 11aps (Appendix C - Map 
Volume) in the draft EIS . The map has been r epr inted with the f inal EIS . The 
envi ronmental analysi s  for agr icultural lands was conducted pr ior to this 
stage and from maps at a larger scale , and was not affected by this error . 

I I  1 .  D .  RECREA'l'ION 

Commentors on recreation generally were concerned that the tr ansmission line 
would interfere with or decrease the quali ty of recreational activitie s .  
These concerns center o n  the visual intrusion ana recreational use 
restr ictions posed by transmission line s .  Goncerns about linpacts on scenic 
rivers ,  designated National Recreation Areas , ana r ecreation sites r eceiving 
assistance from the Land and ��ater Gonservation Fund ( LMU') wer e voiced . 
Commentor s expressed interest in mitigation desIgned to minimi ze impacts to 
existing and potential recreational resource s .  Additionally , some stated that 
port ions of the DEIS dO not properly r ef lect levels of recreational use . 

General and specific discussions on this subJ ect appear in Chapter IV of 
Volume I .  Other concerns are addressed below. 

1 .  Comment : Several concerns were expressed about how the transmission line 
would destroy natural beauty , would interfere with recreational activities , 
would decrease the quality of recreation, and ".ould adversely affect 
sightseeing . 

Response : The siting of the line took r ecreatIon impacts i nto 
consideration.  However , not all recreation impacts can be avoided in 
transmission l ine location aue to the widespread dIsper sed r ecreational use of 
the study area . For the proposed Taft route , siting the line on benches and 
slopes out of valley bottoms , off pr ivate land and away from communities as 
much as possible helps to hide the line from view and places it in areas used 
the least by people . Recreation impact WOUld remain h igher for those who 
recreate in or near the r ig ht-of-way area than for traveler s ;  these people 
would need to seek out other areas i f  a pr imarily wilderness or unaisturbed 
exper ience wer e  most important . Exposure of the line will be held to the 
minimum , consider ing all location factors . 

As discussed i n  Volume I ,  d1apter I I ,  mitigation is bei ng incorporated into 
the design of the pr oj ect to r educe impacts on natural beauty , recreational 
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activities , and sightseeing . Measures will include coord ination with the 
landowners and managers to minimi ze clear i ng and road needs ; the use of 
non-r ef lective conductors;  and the darkening of towers in sensit ive areas. 
Other measures may be identif ied and incorporated into the construction 
specif ications when the final location of the line is determined . 

2 .  ConLment: The opportuni ty for outdoor recreation activity i s  substantial 
in the [ study] area , with a var iety of activities avai lable . As stated on 
page IV-S , mitigation measures can reauce liopacts . A mitigation plan designed 
to minimize impacts upon affected existing and potential recreation resources 
should be included as part of the proJect.  

Comment : The pr oposea routes shown in f ig ure 4 . 1  indicate that the 
transmission line will have varying degrees of impact on a number of areas 
which have received assistance from the Land ana Water Conservation Funa 
( L&�£F) • • • •  in some case s ,  the impact will be only visual , but it appears 
that certain of these areas lie dlrectly on the proposed routes ot the 
transmiss ion line . �Je recommend that every effort be made to avoid crossing 
these areas and , wherever possible , to minimi ze or avoid visual impacts . 

Response : As stated in the draft EIS , mitigation to reduce the visual 
impacts on recreation s ites includes tak ing advantage of topographic and 
vegetative screening , tower dar kening where needed , and the use of 
non-reflective conductors.  The detailed mi tigation plan will be developed 
during ground location and typically includes centerline adj ustments to avold 
or reduce impacts on recreation sites . 

Recreation sites can be avoided in the f inal location of the transmission 
line . There are no r ecreation sites or access points ttlat have received Land 
and v�ater Conservation Fund Act assistance that. will be directly affected , or 
vi sually affected to the point that a change in land use will be necessary . 

3 .  Comment : The Blackfoot River , crossed by segment 113 , has also been 
designated (as well as [ being ] on Nationwide Rivers Inventory ) as a spec ial 
conservation cor r idor due to its outstanding natural and recreational 
qualities . \�e strong ly recommend that the pr oj ect sponsor avoid the Blackfoot 
River cor r idor in order to prevent visual intrusion on these qualitie s .  vJe 
also recommend that the proJect sponsor contact Missoula County in order to 
coordinate plans for the f inal route of the line . Missoula County has 
administrative respons ibility for the Blackfoot River Conservation Corr idor .  
I f  the selected route crosses the North For k  o f  the Coeur d ' Alene (on 
Nationwide Rivers Inventory ) or the Blackfoot River , mitigation measures 
should be taken in order to minimi ze or avoid visual intrusion upon these 
river areas . 

Response : As discussed in the draft EIS , BPA, in consultation with the 
Her itage Conservation and Recreation Service (now consolidated with the 
National Par k  Services) , submi tted a Wila and Scenic River Assessment on 
December 17 , 198 0 , which discussed potential impacts on and mitigation 
measures for the Blackfoot and North Fork of the Coeur d ' Alene River . 

I I I -12 



Garr ison-Spokane EIS 
\�g004lR:  0 2 -0 7 -8 3  

Mi tigation measures would be incorporated and implemented i n  a joint BPA -
Forest Service proJect plan for the North Fork of the Coeur a 'Alene River and 
with Hissoula County for the Blackfoot River . Measure s ,  under consideration 
as discussed in the DEIS , p .  11-11 to 21 , Include : ( 1) crossing r ivers at 
r ight angles instead of paralleling for any leng th ; ( 2 )  spanni ng at the 
highest r easonable elevation to reduce or el iminate clear ing of trees in the 
r iver canyon ;  ( 3 )  use of non-specular conductor s  (wire that has low reflective 
character istics) ; ( 4 )  painting towers to blend with the natural setting ;  ( 5 )  
retaining existing vegetative screeni ng ; and ( 5 )  minimizing new access and 
disturbance in the vic inity of the crossings . 

Impacts from a power line across either r iver could be signif icant if they 
were classified as recreational rivers at the places where the line would 
cros s .  Based on this assessment , the line is not expected to affect the 
recreational values f or which the r i vers were inventor ied , although it will 
create a localized visual impact . 

4 .  Corrunent : The description of the Tatt plan in Chapter I I  is lacking . It 
i s  stated that less people along the route use the area for recreation, yet 
there is no proof . Rock Creek and the Coeur D 'Alene River are mentioned as 
far as recreation ,  but there are many other areas such as Miller Cree k ,  Blue 
Bountain, Ninemi le , anci Deep Cr eek ,  to narae only a few.  

Corrunent : Recreation counts should be taken to see which area i s  used the 
most .  

Response :  The envirorunental analysis recogni zed that several recreational 
areas ot local and regional s ignificance could be affected by the var ious 
alternative segments . Only the two recreational areas of national recogni tion 
are named on page 11 -19 in the draft EIS . A more detailed discussion of 
impacts and the areas affected IS contained in Chapter IV . Recreation use 
counts along alternative routes have not been made , but use by area (e . g . , 
Forest Service Ranger Di str ict) , is known . Some smaller areas such as Blue 
r10untain and Rattlesnake Creek do have use estimates but this is generally not 
true for individual recreational complexes throughout the study area . The use 
f iqures available allowed the study team to make relative comparisons of areas 
on a broad scale , but coula not be usea to measure the impact of a specific 
seqrnent on recreation use ; dispersed recreation use inventories do not exist 
for all areas crossed by specific routes . 

5 .  Comnent :  The recreation cor r idor impact map Goes not properly ref lect the 
impacts on dispersed recreation on the Deerlooge National Forest . The map 
should reflect moderate to low impacts along most of the corr idor instead of 
no impact .  

Re sponse : There is an error in the draft EIS , in f igure 4 . 5 ,  
RecreatIonal/Cultural Features , in that the color for recreational areas 
(green) was left off in the pr inting of the Gar r ison-tl1ssoula portion of the 

study are a .  This mapping detail is provided in Appendix C ,  DEIS , on the 
Recreation : Areal Resources map . 
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Only the areas o f  intensive recreational use (developed and undeveloped) are 
mapped . A reasonable way to display widely dispersea recreation use s such as 
hunting , berry picking , or cross-country tr avel has not been developeci . l'ne 
Recreation Cor ridor Impact £'lap incorrectly labeled the vast majority of the 
study area as having no impact on recreation . Th lS i s  in error , as most of 
the area supports a low level of dispersed use , but it is not teasible to map 
this use . The "None" in the legena has been deleted , but the map will 
continue to depict only the mappable recreatlon use impacts. 

6. Corrment : Transmission lines and associatea access roads would adver sely 
affect animal populations that are important to local residents from both 
recreational and economic perspectives . In addition , out-ot-state hunters 
might avoid the area in the f uture because of the line ' s  adverse visual 
effects .  

Re sponse :  Interviews with local outf itters revealed strong concerns that , 
as a result o f  the transmission line , animal populations (and particularly 
elk) would leave the area or decrease in nwnber .  These Changes coula in turn 
shif t  the economic benefits of out-of-state hunter s '  expenditures to other 
towns or counties or otherwise cause them to decrease . 

Local outf itter s inaicated that some of the ir clients would be affected by the 
vi sual presence of a transmission l ine and some would not .  The most sensitive 
clients would be those who desire "pr imitive " hunti ng exper iences and those 
who stay at lodges or guest ranches which could be located c lose to the line . 
The extent to which any of these clients would forego trips to Hontana because 
of the visual pr esence of the line i s  not known . 

I t  is important to note that although the socio-economic assessment did not 
explici tly try to account for dif ferences in potential economic impacts on 
outfitters as part of its route-ranking process , the affected animal 
populations were considered in great depth as part of the �Hldlife 
consideratlons ( see Qlapter IV in Volume I )  • 

I I I . E .  AIR QUALITY 

Commentors on air quali ty impacts focused on concerns that slash burning and 
ozone production would deter iorate air quality . Some requestea f urther 
substantiation of the DEIS contention that transmission syst�us discharg e 
barely perceptible ozone amounts and suggestea that net ozone emission 
increases be quantif ied and that supporting literature and modeling techniques 
be speci fied . 

One commentor noted a concern that the presence of the line may indirectly 
af fect the air quality of a small valley adversely by forcing a plannea 
subdivision to relocate into the valley f loor . ( See part IV. I ,  Lolo/Miller 
Cree k/Blue 11ountai n . ) 

Further information on Air Quality ef fects is contained in Chapter IV of 
Volwne I ,  under Introduction of Topics and (bnsultation,  Review , and Permit 
Requirements . 
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Concerns for water resources focused o n  the impacts of increased runotf ,  
erosion, and stream sedimentation associated with transmission line 
construction. Of pr imary concern were impacts affecting municipal watersheds 
and high value f ishe ry streams . Other commentors focused on objections to 
tower placement on t loodplains , herbicide pollution of str earas , depletion of 
summe r  moisture , and impacts on fish hatchery operations .  Some commentor s 
questioned the accuracy of the DEIS water resources impact data . Failure to 
recognize some streams as perennial and to identify particular sloughs and 
spring s  was also noted . 

General and si te-specif ic impacts on water resources are discussed in the EIS , 
Chapter IV. Other comments are discussed below . 

1 .  Comment: And under forestry , the removal of one hunderea f orty miles of 
forestland trees has to affect the rate of snow melt duri ng the spring season 
in this area . The too rapid r unoff will cause f lood ing and a depletion of 
summer moisture . 

Response : As the comment indicates , the snow melt rates tend to be higher 
in relatively open r ights-of-way than in adjacent forest land , resulting in 
intens ified erosion and increased sediment y ields deposited in streams in 
compar ison to off-r ight-of-way areas.  

On the average , the amount of land cleared for a r ight-of-way amounts to only 
a fractional percent of the total area of a drainage . Also , the routes are 
generally aligned perpendicular to streams, rather than parallel to them for 
any distance . FOr these reasons ,  a 12S-foot clearing aligned at r ight angles 
will not allow rapid enough r unof f from snowmelt to cause spring f looding or 
depletion of summer moisture in areas along the Garrison-Spokane transmission 
line . Short-term impacts would occur from temporary i ncreases in turbidity 
and sedimentation levels ,  but no serious long-term impacts are predicted . 

2 .  Comment : .The [Taft] corr idor will impact three municipal 
watersheds . The springs above Alberton,  Flat Creek above Super io r  and Packer 
Creek above Saltese will be crossed . 1nese sensitive drainage basi ns have 
restr ictions on tlil�r harvesting and other activities i n  o rder to protect the 
quality of water on which these three communities depend . 

Response :  The three municipal watersheds mentioned (Alberton,  Super ior 
and Saltese) are all sensitive drainage basins and will need mi tIgation 
measures to protect the water quality .  BPA will wor k  with the necessary local 
government agencies to minimi ze impacts from clearing ana access road systems 
(refer to Chapter I I ,  Mitigation Measure s) . Implementation of these measures 

and precautions will limit impacts to short-term increases in turbidity 
(similar to that experienced after periods of heavy rain) • 

3 .  Comment : The DEIS indicates that water quality could be affected 
primarily through an increase in sedimentation as a result of erosion from 
cleared areas and traffic movement through stream channels .  It also indicates 
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that water quality may be atfected by herbic ide runoff into some streams . ':i:he 
DEIS , howeve r ,  does not address ti1e possible impacts to f ishe ry resources 
which may occur as a result ot these changes in water quality . The DEIS 
should include some assessment of what these impacts may be and the relative 
magnitude of them under the var ious alternatives . In part icular , it should 
address impacts which may occur where the proposed line would intercept 
watersheds containing high value f ishery resources , such as Rock Creek.  

Response :  As stated i n  the draf t EIS on page IV-8 , most water resou rce 
impacts are short-term and of low s igni ficance . Tr ansmission l ines do not 
usually parallel streams, but cross them at an angle . Therefore , the stream 
length exposed to disturbance is kept to a minimum . Vegetation along 
streambanks is lef t intact for a minimum width of 10 0 feet . 

Also streams are forded by vehicles only where br ldges are unavailable . These 
and additional standard measures (as discussed in Chapter I I ) greatly restrict 
the amount and timing of sed iment introduced into stream systems and minimi ze 
changes in the streamside environment as wel l .  As stated in the EIS , BPA 
continues to work with Federal , State and pr ivate concerns to implement 
measures which will reduce fishery impacts . As indicated in Volume I ,  
herbicides will not be applied aer ially for this project. Hand spraying and 
cutting would be conf ined to selected area s .  Due t o  this limited application 
and the fact that herbicides used by BPA are highly resistant to leaching , 
ve ry little if  any herbicide residue should reach stream systems . For the 
above reasons , changes in water quality would be minimal along any alternative 
and are not expected to affect f ishery resource s .  As stated in Volume I 
(Hi tigation Heasures ) and Part IV . H ,  no new access road construction clear ing 

wlll occur and no tower s  will be located on the Rock Cree k valley bottom . 
Impacts from sedimentation would probably not occur . 

4 .  Comment : '!here is no mention of the ( Haler-- f ish hatche ry and the fact 
that the power line and road system assoc iated with it might cause severe 
damag e to the water source for the f ish hatche ry (segment 26)  • 

Response : The Hale Fish Hatchery , located along the South Fork of the 
Coeur d 'Alene River east of Mullan, was not specif ically mentioned in the 
draft EIS because no noteworthy impacts were anticipated . The proposed route 
in this area ( segment 26)  parallels the r iver for approximately two mile s .  
However , the line would be located along the upper slopes far enough away from 
the r iver (a distance of 1/4 - 1 mile) so that construction activities would 
have little effect.  Sedimentation would be pr imar ily short-term , during 
construction .  Mitigation measures ( see comment above) will reduce 
sedimentation and consequent reduction in water quality in the f ish hatchery 
area . '!hese measures also include usi ng  low gradient road cuts ,  limiting 
construction during per iods of adverse ground conditions , and seeding 
quick-growing grass spec ies at disturbed sites . Drainage structures and other 
standard measures ( see Mitigation Measures , Chapter I I ) , will also be used to 
prevent rapid runoff and minimize siltation. 
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5 .  Corrunent : The " Hydrology Cor ridor Impact Map , "  (Appendix C )  where the Taf t  
alternative would cr oss the Clark For k  River is categor i zed a s  having no 
impacts ; we would like to see the specific information which supports this 
claim.  

Response : The map information on streams and r i ver s was inadvertently 
omitted from the "low" impact over lay when pr inting the hydrology corridor 
impact map for the Garr ison-Mi ssoula study area . Also , the category " none" 
should not have been included in the map legend . A cor rected map will be 
pr inted with the FEIS . 

6 .  Corrunent : Map volume , Appendix C ,  Hot Spr ings-Bell stuay area , Hycirology : 
Surface Hater fails to identify Finley Creek and its several tributar ies as 
perennial streams . It also fails to identity the north and east forks of 
Valley Creek as perennial streams . Additionally , ther e  are sloughs and 
spr ings irrunediately east of Dog (Rainbow) Lake at the head of Cottonwood Creek 
which are not identified . 

Map volume , Appendix C ,  Hot Spr ings-Bell study area , HYdr ology : Special 
Feature s ,  fails to list the Jocko River , Finley Cree k and Lower Valley Creek 
as h igh value f i shery str eams . 

Response : Perennial streams shown on this map were taken directly from 
the USGS Topographic 50 2 series ( 1 : 250 , 0 0 0  scale) used as a study area base 
map for the project.  Tni s  generali zed information was used for 
study-area-wide reg ional analysis and cor ridor identification .  Assessment of 
impacts along the routes was performed using the larger scale USGS topographic 
maps ,  7-1/2 - and IS-minute quadrangle s ,  which show the perennial stream 
network i n  f iner detail .  

Montana S tream Evaluation l�pS , dated 19 79 , were used for the analysis o f  the 
western portion of the study area . At that time , these maps had not been 
completed for the Flathead Indian Reservation . Updated stream evaluatIon maps 
(dated 1980 -81) , which include the high value fishery streams mentioned i n  the 
above corrunent , were used for the eastern portion of the study area . The 
analysis and appropriate maps are being revised for the final E IS to reflect 
this updated information. 

I I I .  G .  SOl LS/GEOLCG Y 

Corrunentor s  expressed concer n  that transmission line construction would 
seriously increase erosion, mass movement activity ,  and stream sedimentation. 
Some corrrnentors questioned the ability to revegetate denuded s i tes and whether 
BPA would employ str ingent erosion controls. Concern was also expressed over 
the potential impacts of the proposed routing along geologic faults .  In 
addi tion, corrunentors questioned the reliability of the soils/geology data 
presented in the DEIS . 
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General and specific discussions of soils impacts are pr esented i n  Chapter IV 
of Volume I .  Site-specific concerns are addressed in part IV, GEOGRAPHIC 
AREAS OF CONCERN , of th is Volume . Oilier connnents and responses follow below. 

1 .  Comment : Concerns for erosion and other soils impacts were expressea 
(especially along the Taf t route) • 

Response : As discussed in the draft EIS , the constr uction and maintenance 
of electr ical transmission facilities can affect eartn resources in many 
ways. Host impacts occur either dur ing or immediately following 
construction . At this time , vegetative cover is at its minimum and increased 
erosion often results. Effectively mitigated , erosional impacts are 
short-term , decreasing in intensity as mitigation effo rts take effect . 
Long-term impacts can result from changes in r unoff character istics created by 
the presence of access roads or landscape alterations . However ,  proper road 
design and construction pr actices can minimize adverse impacts. 

1b reduce the potential impacts of erosion, BPA routinely : ( 1) selects 
routes, whenever possible , to avoid highly erOdible soils and sliae-prone 
slopes ;  ( 2 )  restricts heavy construction machinery use when i t  is necessary to 
cross steep or unstable areas ; ( 3 )  leaves gr ound cover , brush, and small trees 
for soil stabilization whenever possible ; ( 4 )  reestablishes vegetative cover 
on erosive areas disturbed by construction as quickly as possible ; ( 5 )  designs 
and constructs access roads to include erosion control measures and maintains 
roads after constr uction ; and ( 6 )  limits constr uction dur ing times ot adverse 
soi l  conditions.  These standard measures are discussea in Volume I ,  
Chapter I I .  

As stated in the DEIS (p. II-19 ) , tne Taft plan was selected as the preferred 
alternative from an earth resources standpoint since i t  largely avoids soils 
that are h ighly erOdible , unstable , or possess phy sical characteristics 
restr ictive to construction and maintenance activitie s .  However ,  because i t  
crosses relatively steeper ter rain, str ingent road aesign, erosion controls , 
and construction practices will be employed and monitored to minimize adverse 
impacts . 

2 .  Comment: Concern was expressed for hazards involved with locating a route 
along the Osburn Fault .  

Response : The Osburn Fault ,  one of the major faults of the Northern Rocky 
Mountains (campbell, 196 0 ,  and King , et al. , 19 7 0 ) , does not pose a major 
threat to the proposed tr ansmission line . Although the OSburn Fault has been 
active recurrently dur ing its geolog ic history ( Freidline , et al,  19 7 6 ,  ana 
King , et al , 19 70) , more recently it has been relatively inactive as 
demonstrated by the lack of di splacement among later geolog ic deposi ts 
(Campbell, 196 0 ,  Umpleby , 1924) . Seismic activity i s  not a maJor siting 

cons traint in thi s  area . Tower s  and substations are designed to mee t 
nationally accepted industry stanaards . Towers are already designed to 
withstand wind-induced vibration, while substations are designed to 
accommodate gr ound movement . In addition, the proposed Tat t route parallels 
the fault , thereby minimi zing any hazard to the line from potential 
displacement along the fault, should it become active . 
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3 .  Comment : The BPA ' s  draft environmental impact statement classifies soils 
in this specific area [Rimrock Roaa , Chilco Lake , Rathdrum Pr airiej as having 
low erosion susceptibility as well as low potential for mass movement . 
However , in "Soil Survey of Kootenai County Area, Idaho , "  a 1981 soil 
conservation service publication, these specific areas are classified as steep 
slopes, moderate water permeability ,  very rapia r unoff , and very high erosion 
hazard potential.  Personal experience of landowners in the North Rimrock 
agrees with the SCS geological evaluation. Recent development proJects have 
compounded an already acute runoff erosion situation wherein the local road 
system must essentially be rebuilt annually , turbiaity in area streams and 
ponds has increased markedly , and siltation and sedimentation has causea 
increasingly diminished reservoir capacity .  The RImrock Property OWners ' 
Association strongly feels that the proposed power line construction project 
would overburden the existing soils problem in this area. It is tor this 
reason that we urg e  your further study and selection of another right-of-way 
location i n  an area of less potential environmental degradation. 

Response : The draft EIS geology maps of erosion susceptibility and mass 
movement potential were compiled from u . s .  E'orest Service maps of land 
suitability for electrical transmission line s .  These maps are general in 
nature and therefore g ive only an approxDuate representation of potential 
impacts.  It should be emphasized that the geologic maps contained within the 
DEIS were neither the only nor the dominant source of information used for 
route comparisons.  

There is more detailed information on Chilco Lake area soils that are 
vulnerable to impacts imposed by construction and maintenance activities (see 
USDA-SCS , 1981 ) . BPA selects routes , whenever possible , to avoid highly 
erodible , unstable , or otherwise sensitive soils. however ,  in the Chilco Lake 
area, analysis factors other than earth resources favored location of the line 
along the proposed route . In this case , it is important that careful road 
design, very str ingent erosion controls , and proper constr uction practices are 
employed . Project follow-up will include monitoring and immediate mitigation 
of any erosion or earth resources impacts caused by construction or 
maintenance activities.  

II  1.  H.  CULTURAL RESOURC:ES 

Cornrnentor s on cultural resources were concerned about possible omissions from 
the DEIS of significant historical and cultural sites. One comrnentor 
suggested that the State Historical Preservation Officer s '  correspondence be 
included i n  the Final EIS . 

Chapter IV of Volume I contains information on general and specific impacts on 
cultural resources .  Additional comments and responses follow. 

r. Comment : Opposi tion to the 'i'aft route was expressed because , among other 
effects , the Taft route would alter cultural resources.  
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Response : Impacts on cultural resources would occur from any of the 
alternatives.  However ,  based on the analysi s, i t  was determined that Plan C 
( ,raft) would threaten fewer signif icant cultural resources with ser ious 
impacts than would the other routes .  The reader may wish to compare the 
specific descr iptions of impacts on cultural resources, found in the section 
discussions in d1apter IV: ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES , of Volwne 1 .  (Also see 
d10quette and Holstine , "An Archaeolog ical and Histor ical Overview of tile 
BPA ' s  Proposed Garrison-Spokane Transmission Line Corriaor , "  Eastern 
\�ashing ton University Reports in Archaeology and History 10 0-20 , Cheney , 
Hashington, 1982 . )  

2 .  Comment: Concern was expressed about omissions in the DEIS of Indian 
burials near Heeksville , at the mouth of �veeksville Cree k,  and near the Plains 
golf course ; Inaian caQpsites near the proposed substation near Plains ; and 
Chinese construction worker s '  carnps at Heeksville . 

Response : Information for the dr aft EIS was obtained from the Montana 
Statewide Cultural Resource Inventory at the University of £!lontana and from a 
literature review. The above mentionea resources have not been recorded in 
the Statewide Inventory and were not identif ied in an overview-level review of 
published reg ional literature . It is always assumed that cultural resources 
not fOrQally recorded in inventories and/or published literature will be 
identif ied and properly mitigated dur ing intensive survey of the route ' s  
centerline corridor . Ihe information above has been added to the project data 
base . 

3 .  Comment: Copies of the State Historical Preservation Officer ' s  ( SHPO ' s )  
correspondence should be included i n  the Final EIS to provide supporting 
docwnentation pursuant to 36CFRSOO . 

Comment: He are pleased to note the statement on page IV-16 regaraing 
compliance with the National Historic Preservation Act of 196b ,  and all other 
laws and regulations protecting historic and archaeologic resources. Plans 
include developing mitigation or avoidance measures wi th help from the 
Advisory Council on Historic Pr eservation and from appropriate State Historic 
Preservation Offices ( SHPO) (page IV-16) • 

The plans outlined on page IV-S O state that pr ior to constr uction, a survey of 
the selected route and substation site will be conductea by a qualif iea 
archeologist/historian to determine whether any previously known historic or 
archeologic sites are present and to determine the extent of known sites . It 
also stated that the National Reg ister of Historic places elig ibility 
determination request will be made in consultation with each SHPO (Washington, 
Idaho and Montana) • 

Copies of the SHPO ' s  correspondence should be included in the f inal 
environmental statement to provide supporting docwnentation pursuant to 
36 CFR 800 .  

Response : BPA will comply with Section 106 of  the National Historic 
Preservation Act by allowing the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation to 
comment on i ts undertaking through the Council ' s  re� ulations ( 3 6  CFR Part 800 )  • 
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This process character istically involves consultation among the Advisory 
Council,  BPA and responsible State Historic Preservation Off icers ( SHPO ' s) to 
decide on methods to avoid , reduce , or mitigate adverse effects construction 
may have on historic and archaeological properties . Since the cultural 
resource intensive survey (on the ground inspection of the project area) which 
assesses the probable magnitude and significance of cultural resources 
identified within the project area will not be completed before this EIS is 
published, only those consultation documents available at time of publication 
can be included . 

III .  I .  SOCIAL AND ECONCMIC CON:ERNS 

Many of the commentors on social and economic issues cited opposition of a 
particular community , group of residents, or individual residents to placement 
of the transmission line near their homes .  Commentors opposed siting the 
lines nearby for a variety of reasons , which included perceptions of property 
devaluation, adverse esthetic effects, lack of need for the project ,  and 
construction-period interference with local activities . Many groups and 
individuals stated that people had established their homes i n  rural areas and 
opposed the siting of a transmission line near them because it  would detract 
from the rural environments that are important to their overall quality of 
life . 

The cornmentors addressed other topics as well. A few expressed concern about 
social effects that construction workers would have on local comnunities.  
Others highlighted the use of  eminent domain as  a social irr�act and noted that 
access roads could adversely affect local residents ' recreation patterns by 
opening up secluded areas . still others stated that using routes along 
existing corridors was better than opening up new corridor s because residents 
there had already learned to accept the presence of a transmission line .  

A number o f  cornrnentors addressed a wide variety of economic issue s .  Several 
expressed concern about the projects ' potential to open up mining operations 
to increased trespassing , theft , and vandalism . Other s asked about blasting 
and other mining operations around transmission lines . Many stated that no 
forest land should be removed from production and that a transmission line 
would interfere with timber harvestir� and management operations in their 
areas . Other s reflected concern for farmers and rancher s  located adJacent to 
but not under the easement and for the line ' s  possible effects on reputations 
of purebred cattle and horse operations . (Many of these issues are also dealt 
with under the respective separate resource topic headIngs elsewhere in part 
II I . )  

Several comments addressed visual effects of the line as an impact on 
recreation or economic development .  The commentors on recreation noted that 
much of the local economy depends on scenic quality and that a transmission 
line would reduce the area ' s  attractiveness to tourists , vacationers,  hunter s,  
f ishermen, and other recreationists. Other cornrnentors stated that visual 
impacts from the line could impair local communities ' ability to attract new 
industr ies , investors,  and other economic development. 
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Other commentors asked about the amount of local labor that would be used on 
the project . 

A few corrunentors dealt speci fically with the socioeconomic components of the 
E IS .  Some felt the discussion gave more attention to construction worker s '  
positive impacts than to long-term visual, econonic , and health e ffects . 
Other s obJected to the social "alienation" ratings given to specific route 
segments ,  while still others suggested alternative routings to reauce social 
impacts. 

Socioeconomic impacts,  both general ana specif ic ,  are discussea in Volume I of 
the final EIS and in Appendix D. Corrunents about socioeconomic impacts on 
particular places are discussed in Part IV, GEOGRAPHIC PLACES OF' CONCERN, of 
this Volume . Some comments on socioeconomics are found under the headIng of 
Process/J:.1ethodology (part I I .  G .  2) . Other corrunents and responses f ollow. 

1. Corrunent : Among many other s,  the cormnuni ties of Maxville , Missoula , Gold 
Creek,  Lolo , and Drurnmona are opposed to the Garrison-Spokane Transmission 
Project being constructed near their  towns and residences. Reasons for 
opposition include , but are not limited to : property devaluation, adverse 
esthetic effects ,  lack of need for the proJect and traffic and construction 
activity . t:1any of these cOIIlITlunities are very united in their opposition to 
the project .  Some o f  the residents have lived in other areas where 
transmission lines were installed and witnessed adverse effects there . 

ReSponse : During scoping for the project , much concern was noted to avoid 
placing the transmission line near towns ana residences.  Reasons offerea were 
similar to those expressed in the comment . In response to the public ' s 
concerns, routing cr i teria were developed to avoia residential and inhabited 
areas as much as was practicable (Chapters I and I I  of Volume I ) . No homes or 
dwellings will need to be removed as a result of transmission routing . 
However ,  because of land use , topographic , or engineering constraints , it i s  
not possible to avoid proximity to all residences and canmunities. Out of 
necessity , the line must pass near some communities between Gar rison,  Montana 
and Spokane , Washington. (Also see aiscussions in Parts I I .  C and I I .  G .  2 . )  
Hhere the line i s  near residences, BPA works to mitigate the changes in 
environment that may be induced by the proJect . 

2 .  Comment : Many residents in Western Hontana have settled in or established 
seasonal residences in r ural areas where they can be isolated from other 
people and commercial and government institutions. In making the decision to 
live in these r ural areas , many of these people have chosen to live without 
urban amenities and to restrict or eliminate their use of electricity . The ir 
enjoyment of life in these rural areas is der ived pr imarily from the natural 
environment and from the area ' s  wilderness qualities. As a consequence , these 
rural residents are particularly sensitive to the intr usion of a transmission 
line that would have adverse visual effects on their homes and property . I�ny 
of them also resent having to live near a transmission line whose purpose is 
to transmit energy to the urban facilities and services they have chosen to do 
without in tl1eir own lives. To summarize ,  most of these people prefer not to 
have a transmission line installed near them because they feel i t  would 
detract from the rural environment that is very important to their quality of 
lif e .  
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Response :  These types of concerns have been voicea by many individuals i n  
newspaper articles, in field interviews , and in the scoping meetings held 
throughout Hestern Hontana , Idaho , and Hashington.  In general,  these 
individuals have shown environmental awareness ana a widespread desire to see 
local communities and rural areas maintain thei r  small town atmospheres and 
scenic qualities. Many of them have remained in the area despite occasional 
economic downturns in the resource-based economy , and others have moved to the 
area more recently , specifically to enJoy its scenlC beauty , attractive 
climate , and variety of outdoor recreational opportunities.  

The Garrison-Spokane Transmission ProJect will undoubtedly affect many 
individuals in the ways expected in the above comment . However ,  it must be 
noted that both the route identification and route selection process used by 
BPA and the interdisciplinary team attempted to avoid rural residences and 
landowners wherever possible . Although the least-impact routes minimize 
contact with rural individuals ,  they still near some residences, a fact 
reflected in the social component discussion of the EIS . The project woula be 
developed so as to minimize that intrusion (see Hitigation Measures, Chapter 
II of the EIS) • 

3 .  Corrnnent: Local residents who feel that they will be forced to accept the 
line are very concerned about its potential social and environmental impacts. 
In many cases they feel that adverse commerc ial and aesthetic effects WOUld 
make large numbers of people unhappy , particularly those who have worked or 
lived on their land for long per iods of time . 

Re§£Onse : The construction of a project to which there is heartfelt 
oppositlon can cause its opponents to becoQe distressed , frustrated , and 
alienated . Although the site selection process attempted to minimize the 
potential for these types of effects by avoiding residences ana pr ivate 
landowners,  these effects still occur in those areas that could not be avoidea 
for technical reasons or where the natural environment would be severely 
affected . 

4 .  Comment: The only pat answer was that " the present route has the least 
environmental impact . "  I say "bull . " It does have an impact on those people 
who have to live here . This is our environment. ��e will be picking up the 
tab for these huge towers and lines. 

Response :  Although the Taf t  Route would have important impacts o n  those 
people who have to live near it ,  it would affect fewer people overall than 
either the Plains or Hot Spr ings Route . The conclusions ot comparative 
evaluations are documented in Chapter II  of Volume I .  ( See also the 
discussion under Part I I .  G .  3 . )  

5 .  Comment: Impacts to the counties are all negative in both f inancial and 
social respects. 

Re sponse: The line ' s  local social impacts would overall be negative. 
Many of the impacts that could have occurred have been alleviated through the 
site selection process, however .  Others may be alleviated through social 
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mitigation measures (see Nitigation Heasures , in Chapter I I ,  and Appendix D )  • 

Although the project will cause some adverse economic impacts,  several of 
these could be mitigated through impact aid payments. The proJ ect ' s  
employment and income impacts are considered positive to local governments 
(also see Part I I .  K in thlS volume) • 

6 .  Corrnnent : The route through the existing corridor that traverses the 
Rattlesnake Valley is unacceptable because a 500-kV line would cause 
disruption for the residences during construction. 

Response : Concern about the construction per iod ' s  impacts on residences 
has been expressed by many home- and landowners throughout the study area . In 
general, homeowners ' concerns are focused on the disagreeable esthetic aspects 
of the construction process, such as noise , dust , road damage , loss of 
pr ivacy, and the diff iculty ot accepting the line ' s  existence . These possible 
environmental consequences are described under Urban-Residential in Volume I .  
These adverse effects will be minimized to the extent possible by careful 
construction practices and close supervision of the construction process by 
BPA. Also see Part IV. M (North Hissoula) w11ere these impacts are discussed in 
greater detai l.  

7 .  Comment: But remember ,  these people and this state deserve j ust as  much 
[as city-dwelling government employees] when they wish to retire or pass the 

pr ivilege of living in this area to the next generation. We don ' t want it to 
come over any of our land , but if it must , please be considerate enough to 
evaluate sincerely as it you were going to be the owner of that piece of 
property over which this proposed energy source has to pass .  

Response : Many residents have expressed the importance o f  passing the 
land they have cared for along to future generations in its current unspoiled 
condition. As stated in the EIS , where the line must cross private land , BPA 
will consult landowners on final centerline location and wor k with them to 
mitigate adverse impacts. 

8 .  Comment: Why isn' t there any mention of the county and people living here 
despite the fact there are these people and these people might live on the 
Taft Route area? The BPA might,  at lea�t, see social impact imposed . It  is 
easy to say , if you wor k for BPA, ignore the quality of  life , ignore the type 
and quality of recreation, ignore the hundreds and thousands of vacationers 
that travel 1 -90 , and weigh only in a few communities and the number they 
reach. 

Response : Although the social lmpact assessment process focused pr imarily 
on impacts that would be felt by rural and community residents,  it  also 
identified a wide range of impacts that could be experienced by vacationers 
and recreationists who use public roads and lands.  The social impacts 
experienced by vacationers and recreationists have been descr ibea under 
Esthetics and Recreation in Chapter IV of Volume I .  Also see Parts III . J and 
I I I .  D of this volume . 
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9 .  Comment : Concern was expressed for social impacts of the influx of 
construction workers,  especially in �lineral County, and also for unemployment 
and lack of local worker s  employed . 

Response : As descr ibed in the EIS and in more detail in Transmission Line 
Construction Worker Prof ile and Community/Cor ridor Resident �act Survey: 
Final Report (Hountain Hest Research,  19 81) , very few adverse impacts can be 
anticipated from the presence of transmission line construction workers. In 
general ,  residents of communities near transmission line construction projects 
in the Pacific Northwest regarded transmission line workers as reasonably 
decent , well-behaved , friendly people whose expenditures benefited the local 
communities . 

�Jestern Montana is currently exper iencing severe unemployment conditions, 
particularly in the timber industry , where skills are highly suited for 
right-of-way clear ing . Despite the availability ot these skills, local 
employment by the r ight-of�ay clearing process would depend on the hiring 
pr actices of the clearing subcontr actor . The skills needed for line 
construction are less available in the local area and local employment for 
this process would also depend on the contractor ' s  hiring processes. 

10 . Comment : I t  [use o f  eminent domain] is involved in that i t  is a social 
impact that has not been dealt with in the EIS , and this IS something that 
should be dealt with, it is the resentment of the people .  It was dealt with 
in the other EIS ' s .  

Response : I n  the final EIS , the use o f  eminent domain as a social impact 
is discussed under Social and Economic Considerations in Chapter IV. Local 
residents whose land will be crossed by the line would be liKely to suffer 
some anxiety about their participation in a negotiation proces s.  These 
feelings could be complicated by the possibility of conaemnation ana by the 
belief that their pr ivate property rights are be ing ignored . (For additional 
discussion also see Parts I I .  J and I I .  K of this Volume . )  

11 .  Corrunent : The roads necessary for the tower location and maintenance 
would destroy the surrounding landscape [ near Maxville] and create access into 
areas nearby which are currently delightfully secluded . 

Response : These concerns are shared by residents throughout the study 
area. r�ny private landowner s expect that new access roads would increase the 
potential for trespass,  littering , and property damage . Recreationists have 
stated that they would be particularly sensitive to the presence of access 
roads in forest settings. Other concerns regardiny access roads on both 
private and public land include the opening of natural environments to 
increased vehicular use and hunting , and increased potential for environmental 
damage due to erosion. These concerns were considered in formulating the 
methods for the socioeconomic (and natural environment) assessment ( see Volume 
I and Appendix D) , and are reflected in the study conclusions .  
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12.  COlnment: I prefer the existing Northern route [which WOUld parallel the 
Anaconda-Hot Spring s-Noxon-Bell line north and west of 11issoula]  because , 
among other reasons • • • the power lines are accepted by the residents. 

Response :  Based on information collected during interviews with local 
residents, the socioeconomic analysis consiaered it preferable in most cases 
to site a line along existing cor ridor s .  However ,  it cannot be stated that 
existing power lines have been accepted by resiaents or implied that an 
additional power line would not make a difference to local residences .  For 
instance , residents along the twin 230-kV corridor south of DrUJrunond and in 
the Plains-Thompson Falls cor ridor feel that an additional line in their areas 
would have disastrous effects . As stated in the response to COIrunent #1 under 
I I .  C . , Corridor Development/Future Planning , the route preferences are 
determined by balancing all environmental factors. In some cases, paralleling 
an existing cor ridor best reflects this balance . In other s,  creating a new 
corr idor does. 

13 . COIrunent: Mining claims will be more accessIble to the pUblic as a result 
of the construction of access roads . Miners will encounter problems with 
trespass, theft and vandalism. This will create the need tor additIonal 
police protection, investigation and criminal litigation. 1he wor k load of the 
r1ineral County Sheriff ' s  Department will increase all along the corridor due 
to an influx of worker s .  After the line i s  completed , law enforcement 
expenditures will remain high in order to police the corr idor zone . 

Response : t1ining claims may become more accessible to the public as a 
result of new access roads. But because existing road systems are used as 
much as possible , the new access is often dead end spur access.  The extent to 
which this increased accessibility will place additional burdens on local law 
enforceQent agencies would depend on their current demands and capacities and 
on whether the public actually causes mining operations any problems. 
Increased costs for law enforcement associated with development of the proJ ect 
can be compensated by impact aid payments. ( Impact Aid is also discussed 
under part I L K . ) In the Hallace-Kellogg mining area of Idaho , interviews 
with miners that had operations in heavily roaded areas did not reveal any 
conflict between miners and the public . 

As descr ibed in Transmission Line Constr uction �Jorker Prof ile and 
CoIrununitYlCorr idor Resident Impact Survey : Final Report Wountain �lest 
Research, 19 81) , transmission line construction workers did not place 
noticeable burdens on law enforcement agencies in the Pacific Northwest 
cOIrununities where they resided . In general, these wor ker s were regarded as 
reasonably decent , well-behaved , fr iendly people whose expenditures benef ited 
the local cOIrununities.  Similarly , the law enforcement agencies in these areas 
did not report that the installation of a transmissIon line corridor and 
access roads placed additional burdens on their services .  

14 . Comment: What effects would a transmission line have o n  underground and 
placer mining operations? How would it affect blasting operations? Hhen 
passing through mining areas, BPA should consult miners on f inal centerline 
location and tower placement so as to minimize conflictB with mining 
operations . 
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Response : According to mining company executives in  the Hallace-Kellogg 
area of Idaho , a transmission line would not affect underground mining , as 
flexibility in tower placement allows avoidance of mine shaf t entrance s.  
Although tower plac6nent IS also f lexible enough to avoid most placer 
operations, tower s  could interfere with these types of operations in some 
cases. Hhere a transmission line would restrict mining operations in any way , 
BPA may acquire mineral rights in the right-of�ay , which would prevent the 
landowner from mining there . However,  BPA does not have a set policy on 
mineral r ight acquisition. Hhen BPA elects to acquire mineral r ights in an 
area, we conduct a mineral appraisal to establish its value . 

BPA requests that landowners g ive us 15 days notice before blasting near a 
transmission line . This notice is required only once and allows us to meet 
with the landowner to discuss blasting methods.  

BPA would consult with landowners on f inal centerline location and tower 
placement before installing a line through a mining area.  

15 . Corrnnent: The presentation of the present net values for  timber are 
somewhat misleading (page IV-l3) . The values shown represent only the value 
of future stands that would be lost and do not include values of currently 
merchantable timber that would be utilizea . In other words, the values 
represent productive forest lands that are currently nonstocked (due to 
harvests) or stocked with nonmerchantable tress .  The discussion should be 
rewritten to clarify this.  

Response : The F inal EIS presents additional information which clarifies 
the assumptions used to derive the net present value f igures.  Simply , the net 
present value f igures include only value of future growth and do not include 
currently merchantable timber on the r ight-of-way which is quantif ied 
separately . The net present value f igures represent expected revenues f rom 
harvests minus expected harvesting and management costs per acre over the next 
100 years . 

16 . Corrnnent: It appears that the more or less permanent removal of timber 
from the right-of�ay and from access roads is termed a "short-term economic 
impact" (page IV-l3 ) . How can it be considered short-term if  it must be 
cleared for the life of the line? Likewise , is land used for access roads 
removed from production ( forestry) for "at least a short time" (page IV-4) , or 
is it permanently removed. 

Response : Timber removed from the right-ot-way and access roads must be 
considered from both a long-term and short-term perspective . The initial loss 
of timber is considered a short-term impact because it is basically a one-time 
harvest with no loss in value and because the landowner is compensated for the 
timber . 

The loss in productive capacity ,  because the right-oi-way and access roads 
must continually be cleared , is considered a long-term impact .  These losses 
on the r ight-of-way are quantified in Volume 1. (Chapter IV) for var ious 
productivity classes .  They are not calculated for access roads because the 
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presence of access roads reduces future management and harvesting costs and 
therefore would have a positive rather than a negative effect on the potential 
value of the timber resources in the area . 

17 . Corrunent : Mineral County ' s  dependence on the timber indus try leaves it 
opposed to any changes that would reduce timber land in production or that 
would adversely affect timber producing companies.  

Response : The transmission line corr idor and associated access roads 
woula remove timber from production for the life of the transmission line. 
However ,  access roads could also be used for tirr�r management and harvesting 
functions and would , therefore , have positive economic impacts on the timber 
industry as well. Hence , the transmission line ' s  impacts on forestry would be 
both positive and negative . 

18 . Comment: In the social and economic considerations, was consideration 
g iven to property owner s ,  particularly in agriculture , who are not directly 
under the corr idor? In other words, where lines and towers will not be 
located on their  property , but who are adJacent and would be impacted , was 
that considered? 

Response : Appendix D ,  "Social and Economic Consiaerations, "  page 3-12,  
presents a discussion of the line ' s  potential inconvenience effects on 
ranchers and farmers who own land adJacent to , but not in the r ight-of-way. 
Agricultural inconvenience effects were noted on adjacent land only when the 
agricultural operation on it extended to land actually under tile line . 

19 . Comment : Refer ring to Appendix D,  table 3 -6 ,  of all the groups that you 
asked , "do you favor power lines? " ,  the only group that had more than f ifty 
percent in favor of power lines was irr igated farm landowner s .  

Response : As noted o n  page 3-6 o f  Appendix D ,  "Social and Economic 
Considerations , "  respondents were asked whether they favored the construction 
of a new transmission line in general , wiu10ut regard to its location. Of the 
12 irr igated farm landowners questioned , f ive favored such a line and four 
opposed it.  However , this question was not intended to determine whether 
irrigated farm landowners would favor a line across their own property . 
Irrigated farm landowners could be very inconvenienced by lines across their 
own property : The concerns they have expressed are clearly presented on page 
3 -12 of Appendix D .  As a result of these concerns , the socioeconomic ranking 
process considered crossing irrigated farmland as undesirable . 

20 .  Comment: Ranchers and the breeders of purebred Arabian horses are very 
concerned about the project ' s  potential adverse effects on the ir animals. 
1�ese concerns are complicated by the fact that breeders '  teel their 
reputations could be tarnished if their  operations were located under or near 
a transmission line .  

Response : Ideally , i t  would be desirable if farm and ranch land could 
always be avoided when locating a transmission line . In the reality of the 
trade-off process , some agr icultural land will have to be crossed by the 
proposed line . (For more discussion of tradeoff  effects, see Parts I I I .  C and 
I I .  C . ) 
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The EIS and the BPA publication Electrical and Biological Effects of 
Transmission Lines : A Review cite six studies which found that transmission 
lines do not affect livestock health or reproduction. These lnclude studies 
of 765-kV l ines that proauce electr ic f ields 1 1/2 times stronger than would 
be produced by the proposed 500-kV line . 

�le are aware of no evidence that transmission l ine presence has had any effect 
on the reputation or economic viability of the livestock operator s presently 
located near the thousands of miles of existing transmission lines. A recent 
court case in the State of New Yor k also confirmed that public apprehension 
about potential health effects of transmission lines does not affect the value 
of property near such lines (Court of Claims , utica,  198 2) . 

21 . Comment: Ivlany v�estern Montana local economies are heavily dependent on 
tourism that is attracted by the natural environmental beauty of neighboring 
areas . Tourism is especially important as a source of outside income in 
places like Mineral and Granite counties, whose economies are not extremely 
diversified and are currently suffering downturns in their resource-based 
industries. 

If a transmission line were installed in these areas , tourists,  vacationers ,  
hunter s ,  and other recreationists would be less likely t o  visit  \�estern 
Montana because of adverse visual impacts. The visual impacts would be very 
noticeable from roads which serve as gateways to the tourist areas , from 
f ishing streams and from public lands. When these non-local visitors reduce 
their trips to Hestern Montana , local businesses will be adversely affected . 
Are the above tour ism effects addressed in the EIS and could calculations be 
made to derive an annual dollar loss from decreased tourism due to the line? 

Response : If western £10ntana visitors were to decrease their tr ips to the 
area in response to construction of a transmission line , then local businesses 
that depend on tour ism would be adversely affectea. If these effects were 
significant , then reduced employment and incomes in the tourist business could 
spread through the economy and affect other businesses and local government 
tax revenues as well.  

It  should be noted that many western Montanans believe that new access roadS 
associated with the transmission line would increase the popularity of the 
area as a destination for hunters and other recreationists . Hence , the 
transmission line could have a balancing positive effect on tourism and 
tourist-related businesses. 

Unfortunately ,  very l ittle evidence exists on tourist responses to 
site-specific adverse visual impacts . For instance , it  is not known whether 
tour ists who view the line would : cease to visit Montana; still visit 
Montana, but avoid areas where the line is visible ; or not change the ir 
vacation habits at all. Hence , it is very difficult to predict whether the 
line would have any adverse effects on tourism or how extensive they would be. 

The line ' s  potential effects on tourism were identified as a concern of local 
residents in Appendix D "Social and Economic Considerations . "  IDwever , because 
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of the uncertainties noted above , neither Appendix D nor the EIS assigned 
dollar values to tour ism effect s .  

2 2 .  Comment :  Transmission lines and associated access roaas would adver sely 
affec t animal populations that are important to local residents f rom botn 
recreation and economic per spectives .  In addition, out-ot-state hunters might 
avoid the area in the future because of the line ' s  adverse visual effects.  

Response : Interviews with local outf itters revealed strong concerns that 
as a result of the transmission line , animal populations (and particularly 
elk) would leave the area or decrease in number . These changes could , in 
tur n ,  shift the economic benef its of out-of -state hunter s '  expenditures to 
other towns or counties , or cause them to decrease . 

Local outf itter s indicated that some of their clients woula be affected by the 
visual presence of a tr ansmission line and some would not .  'llhe most sensi tive 
clients would be those who desire "primitive "  hunting experiences and those 
who stay at lodges or guest ranches, which could be located close to the 
line . ��e cannot predict whether such clients would seek such experiences 
elsewhere or would visit less frequently as a consequence . 

It i s  important to note that although potential economic impacts on outf itter s 
were not an explicit consideration in the socioeconomic ranking of routes, 
affected animal populations were considered in depth under ��ildlife 
(Chapter IV of the EIS ) • 

2 3 .  Comment : �any comnunities in the proJ ect area depend on their beautiful 
scenic qualities to attract new indus trie s ,  investor s ,  upper and middle income 
families , and to recr uit professionals . All of these new businesses and 
people , in tur n ,  support local businesses .  By detracting from the scenic 
beauty of these communities , the tr ansmission line would reduce their 
attractiveness to new industr ies and people and consequently limit and reduce 
their economic gr owth potential . 

Response : The tr ansmission line may be one of many factors that influence 
the desirability of indus trial and residential site locations .  However ,  most 
communities also have other sites available that are farther away from or out 
of sight of the proposed transmission line . These sites would g ive potential 
investors ,  industr ies , and residents enough flexibility to choose locations 
that would take advantage of the area ' s  scenic beauty and not be adversely 
affected by the presence of a transmission line .  

24 . Comment : How much local labor will be employed during the construction 
per iod? �Jill the constr uction wor k be done by the International Brothernood 
of Electr ical Hor ker s  ( lOOn union member s? Hho will get the dollar s BPA will 
spend on construction? The unemployment rate in Western Montana is very high 
and many local IBE\J member s  are not currently working . 

Response : Volume I contains est imates of the wor k  force required to build 
the line (Chapter IV) . The amount of local labor hired for the proJect ' s  
clear ing and construction per iod would depend on the hir ing practices of tne 
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cleari ng and construction contractor s .  Similarly , the number of IBmV' union 
members hired for construction would depend on whether the j ob is awarded to a 
union contractor .  Research indicates that contractors will spend around �% of 
the money they receive from BPA on local purchases of goods and services . The 
other 95% will be distr i buted to local and non-local labor or kept as prof i t  
by the contractor . ��e estimate that local labor will spend almost all o f  
thei r  income in the local economy . Non-local labor i s  expected t o  spend 40% 
of their income locally . 

2 5 .  Comment : Your documentation fails to address any realistic consideration 
of environmental lil�acts or impacts on people along the line and the general 
rate payers. 

Response : These subJ ects are coverea in detail in Volwne I (Chapter IV) 
and in Appendix D ,  "Soc ial and Economic Consider a tions , "  which focuses 
specifically on the project ' s  potential effects on people .  

2 6 .  Corrunent : 'Ihe surrunary list also uses words such as "many respondents , " 
" several owners , "  " a  few landowners . " It has been our exper ience at all the 
meeting s  we have attended , spanning a three year period ,  that the number s  of 
people expressing concerns about these soc1al and economic impacts were large 
and usually these concerns were shared unanimously by the attendees .  The use 
of terms such as "many" or "several" or "a fe\v" instead of "nearly all" or 
''most'' could lead the decision makers to underestimate the importance of these 
concerns . Indeed , there 1S even some question whether the interviews 
conducted by Hountain \Vest Research, whose f indings were extens ively used in 
Appendix D, are valid. On page 2-20 BPA admits that the sampling process did 
not conform to the strict requirements of statistical random sampling s ,  and 
therefore , any conclusions on social concerns " • • •  are not a precise 
representation of them . "  

Response : Decisionmakers and others should note that the terms "many 
resident s , " "several owner s , " and "a few landowners , "  were made i n  reference 
to formal socioeconomic interviews with 52 landowners that could be affected 
by the proposed line . Because the findings of these interviews were highly 
consistent with those expressea in newspaper art icles, scoping meetings,  and 
heari ng s ,  it  can be assumed that feelings of the 52 respondents were widely 
held . Although statistical sampling techniques were not used in this 
interview proces s ,  the results were consistent with expressed public opinion 
noted above and with the results of s imilar interviews conducted with 
residents that lived near existing lines in Oregon, Idaho and \�ashington.  
Hence , i t  can be assumed that the results of the 52 formal interviews 
approximates the types of socioeconomic impacts that are likely to occur 
should the proj ect be built , even though they cannot be used to state i n  
statistical terms the distr ibution of opinions held by the general public . 

2 7 .  Comment : Regardi ng  Table 2 . 3 ,  Comparison of Alternatives Environmental 
�king Surrunary , minimizing disruption of people ' s  l ives and lifestyles i s  not 
proven i n  the EIS . There may be fewer people living i n  one area than another , 
but that doesn' t represent the number of people that use the area or can see 
the line from their homes or favorite recreation spot . 
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Response : Table 2 . 3  is a summary compar ison that ranks the three 
alternative plans in relation to each other for a set of environmental and 
siting considerations . It is one of tour cornparlsons documented in Chapter I I  
of Volume I .  For a more complete discussion o f  the transmission project ' s  
impacts on people ' s  l ives and lifestyles, see Chapter IV ot Volume I and 
Appendix D ,  "Social and Economic Considerations . "  Thi s  document shows that 
the Taf t  Route would minimize a wide variety of adverse social impacts. The 
EIS also shows that the Taf t  Route i s  best from esthetic and recreation 
perspectives . 

2 8 .  Comment : The socioeconomic considerations were not measured through 
reasonable parameter s ,  g iving fair we ight to individual socioeconomic 
cr i teria. In fac t ,  more attention was g iven to where the workers would live 
and eat and what nice guys they would be than to any possible long-term ill 
health of the people who live in this [Maxville/Fl int Creek J vicinity . 

Response : Although construction worker impacts were extensively 
documented in the socioeconomic assessment , these impacts were not g iven any 
we ight in the route compar ison proces s ,  because they would be about the same 
for each route . 'llhe socioeconomic rankiI1<::3 cr i teria dia include concerns for 
potential health effects by placing signif icant weight on potential impacts on 
comnunities, rural residences ,  and pr ivate land . 

2 9 .  Corrunent : One area in the repo rt that I think is greatly underemphasized 
are social and economic considerations . This report ,  in other woras , the 
impact report , emphasi zes the short-te rm , posi tive economic benefits of 
constructing the power line . Little consideration i s  g lven to any real 
analysis of long-term social ana economic problems that will result from the 
building . 

Response : Social and economic impacts of the proposed transmission 
facilities have both positive and negative aspects . The environmental 
statement discusses all known changes the proj ect may induce . Although the 
demonstration of the line ' s  shor t-term positive economic benefits requires 
leng thy documentation, long-term social impacts are of more consequence to 
people in the project area who may be affected . The Soc ial and Economic 
Considerations portion of the final EIS has been changed to stress this 
differenc e .  

30 . Comment :  The portion of this report that deals with the demographic 
impacts deals only with the shor t-term demographic impacts,  mainly those that 
take place dur ing constr uction. It has virtually no information or 
investigation in the long-term demographic impacts on the community . 

Response : Based on the socioeconomic assessment and BPA ' s  exper ience on 
similar proJects throughout the Pacific Northwest , the project is not expected 
to have any long-term aemogr aphic impacts on local communities . 

31.  Comment : The BPA repo rt lists many pos itive economic benef its resulti ng 
from the construction of the power line . For example , i t  states that 
5 percent of the line cost will be spent in local corrununities by providi ng  
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short-term jobs.  However , it  fails to acknowledg e tha t  these are only very 
transient, short-term benef its, and that the long-term etfects from an 
economic point of view are , without exception, negative . 

Re sponse : The EIS ana Appendix D ,  "Soc ial ana Economic Considerations , "  
discuss short- and long-term economic effects . They both recognize that the 
short-term effects would be positive and of short duration and that the 
long-term effects would be primarily negative . It  should also be noted that 
whereas the short-term economic benefits due to construction workers can be 
quantified , potential long -term effects on prope rty values and tourism are 
largely unproven and cannot be accurately forecast . 

32 . Comment :  In (Appendix DJ section 4 ,  page 37 , "Soc ial and Economic 
Considerations , "  the BPA states construction and pr esence of the line in the 
Missoula-Rattlesnake area would also increase alienation of the public , as the 
l i ne could pass through a moaerate/upper i ncome subdivision. The income of 
the people should not reflect on a route choice . Thi s  adds to my belief that 
the BPA is not making the ir choice on enviror�ental reasons but poli tical 
reasons . 

Response : �Yhen assigning a part icular level of alienation to an 
individual route segment , the socioeconomic team considered all expressed 
opposition to that segment , and not the income levels of the commentors .  The 
term "moderate/upper income subdivision" was used to describe the area . 
Income level was not an influence in assigning levels of alienation to 
segments passing through the Rattlesnake Valley . 

II 1. J. ESTHETICS 

lvlany of the commentor s that expressed concer n  about the adverse esthetic 
impacts of the Gar r ison-Spokane Tr ansmission Pr oJ ect s tressed that people haa 
chosen to live in the potentially affected areas because of the ir scenic 
qualities. Hence , the construction of a transmi ssion line in the area would 
detract from the natural beauty of the ir local environment and have serious 
effects on their quality of life . 

Other consequences of visual effects were mentioned as well.  Many commentors 
felt that the visual presence of the line would result in property aevaluation 
both under and adj acent to the line ( see Part I I .  J) . Others stated that the 
visual impacts of the line would detract from local area ' s  attractiveness to 
recreationists , tour ists, and vacationers. Still others expressed the view 
that esthetic effects would discourage economic and residential development . 

Some commentors stated that esthetic effects were greater on private land than 
on public land , and that viewer sensitivity would be greater along a new 
corridor than along existing r ights-of-way . Others s tated that more weight 
should be given to esthetic effects on permanent residents than on passing 
motorists . Also , several commentors focused on the adverse visual impacts of 
access roads and cleared rights-of-way in forested area s .  And finally , the 
effect of tower s i ze on esthetic impacts was noted . 
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'iJhile comments o n  esthetics came from numerous corrununities ana r ural areas 
throughou t the study area, most of these corrunents either came from or referred 
to the places below : 

I>1axville ,  tvIT' 
S t .  Reg i s ,  MT 
Ph ilipsburg , fll' 
Tamarack Cree k,  HT 
Drwnmond , I'll' 
Lookout Pass Area, HT 
Flint Creek Valley , 1>IT 
OSbur n, ID 
Blackfoot Valley , LIT 
Pritchard , ID 
Potomac , £11' 
��allace , ID 
Hissoula, £11' 
Hayden Lake , 1D 
Lolo/Hiller Cr eek , HI' 
Ch.ilco Lake , ID 

Rattlesnake Valley , HI' 
Coeur d 'Alene , ID 
Butler Cr eek ,  HI' 
St . Ignatiu s ,  In' 
Frenchtown , LvII' 
Alberton, H::i' 
Lothrop , i,II' 
huso n, HT 
Super ior , Hi: 
Sixmile Valley , HT 
Ninemlle Valley , 111' 
'TanK Creek area, £1T 
Plains , £11' 
Thompson Falls ,  HI' 
Clark Fork Valley , Mi' 

General and specific esthetic impacts and mit igation are detailed in Volu@e I 
and in Part I I .  N of this Volume . Site-specific concerns are discussed in 
Part IV (GECGRAPHIC AREAS OF CONCERN) of tn is Volume . Other comments and 
responses follow . 

1 .  Comment : A number of people have expressed the ir concern over the adverse 
visual impacts of the Garrison-Spokane transmission line . Most were concerned 
with the line ' s  visibility to nearby resiaences , particularly their own . r1any 
also expressed concern about the damag ing effect the line would have on scenic 
quality as i t  relates to livability , tourism, and recreation . 'Ihey questioned 
the location of the line and wanted it moved away from people and travel 
routes . 

Response :  These are valid concerns . The DEIS acknowledges the high 
visual impact the line will have , especially in areas of high visibility 
and/or viewer sensitivity . Dur ing the EIS process , effort was made to 
identify these areas and avoid them if  possible . Because of the linear nature 
of the transmission line , running east to west , some sensitive areas coula not 
be avo ided . In these areas, measures to mitigate visual impacts will be 
employed , including the use of non-specular conductors , darkened towers ,  
improved appearance tower s, and selective cleari ng and access roaa 
construction in certain areas . These are di scussea under Mitigation Measures 
in Chapter II of Volume I and in Part I I .  N of this Volume . 

For a more detailed discussion of comments about esthetic impacts that pertain 
to residences and the local quality of life , please see Parts II I .  A and 
I I I .  I of this Volume . Also , many comments and responses in Part IV -
GEcx;RAPHIC AREAS OF CONCERN of this Volume deal wi th concerns of local 
residents for visual effects in specific areas . More detail about how 
esthetic changes affect recreation may be found in Part I I I .  D .  Finally , 
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comments on the consequences of reduced visual quality for tourism and the 
local recreation economy may be found in Part I I I .  I .  

2 .  Conrruent : • • •  Aesthetic values comparable to those required under tne 
Public Lands Policy Hanagement Act and the Forest Management Act must be 
adhered to under public lands and also be adhered to on any private lands tha t 
the line might impact. Aesthetically , I ' m arawing your attention to the high 
aesthetic values concerning the visible impact by pr ivate landowner s .  

Response : BPA is working closely with the US Forest Service , and the 
Bureau of Land Management , cooperating agencies in preparation of this EIS , to 
ensure consistency with visual resource management obJ ectives ot the Federal 
Land Policy and Hanagement Act and the National Forest Hanagement Act both on 
public lands. Although the acts do not apply to pr ivate land , the motivation 
and mitigation efforts are designed consistently across the study area. 

3 .  Comment: The Viewer Sensitivity map (Appendix C)  shows that it ' s  real 
sens itive around the existing rights-oi�ay [particular concer n for 
right-of-way between Hot Spr ings and Thompson FallsJ , but you don ' t  ever make 
any effort to explain that four o r  f ive lines are already in that 
right-of-way . Yeah , that ' s  real viewer sensitive there . 

Response :  "Viewer sensitivity" is a measure of people ' s  concern for the 
visual environment . Viewers are not necessarily less sensitive where lines 
are already in place . The fact that there may be fewer changes in the 
environment in the vicinity of ex isting lines than in other areas was 
considered under "visual alteration. " 

4 .  Comment: One of the reasons people live in this [valley] is  because of 
the scene ry . Hhy is more consideration g iven to people that are passing 
through our valley, seeing the line for about ten minutes , than to those who 
will have a distorted hor izon for the rest of their lives? 

Response : Although a maJ or consideration, the passing motorist was only 
one of many factors that were considered . Residents were g iven substantial 
consideration in both this and in other resource topics.  

5.  Comment : Access roads to the BPA facilities would also be environmentall 
unsound as well as creating a vlsual blight [especially near Alberton and 
Ninemile Valley] .  

Response : As dlSCUSSed in the DEIS , in many cases,  access roads are the 
mai n  visual impact .  In general,  BPA attempts to site access roads to cause as 
little scarr ing and visual intrusion as possible . In part icularly sensitive 
areas,  special measures such as limited road building or alternate access 
entry have been included as part of the proposal ( see Mitigation Measures in 
Chapter I I  of Volume I) . However ,  i n  certain areas this is not possible , and 
there will still be visual effects from access roads . 

6 .  Corrunent : I ' m correc t that the aesthetic impact would be Signif icantly 
less with the C [Taft]  line ,  smaller towers, for example? 
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Re sponse : Esthetic impact assessments are based on many factors and 
cannot be determined by tower size alone . For example , a smaller line goi ng  
through forest with steep terrain w i l l  require a cleared r igi1t-of-way that 
could be highly visible . It may have signif icantly greater impacts than a 
large line through rolling rangeland , because of the latter ' s  capability to 
absor b a line . 

7 .  Comment :  The mi tigation measures ( "heightening the visibility of 
transmission line with aerial mar kers" ) would further increase the already 
devastating visual iTt1pact of the line . The DEIS shows no awareness ot this.  

ResfOnse : BPA is aware of the apparent contradiction between minimizing 
visibi lity of the line by special measures and the use of aer ial marking s  to 
increase visibility . BPA tries to avoid situations that requ ire aer ial 
markers, but is required to follow FAA reg ulations . 

I I I .  K .  'iHLDLIF'E 

Commentors were pr imar ily concerned with the tr ansmission line ' s  impacts to 
wildlife and the accuracy of BPA ' s  impact analysi s .  Adverse effects on big 
game ,  bird , and fish habitats were all addressed . A maJor i ssue was concern 
for potential loss of critical big game habitat , particularly as it might 
affect elk and bighorn sheep populations . The impacts on big game from 
increased distur bance and hunting pressures ,  due to the greater accessibility 
provided by access roads, especially along the Tar t Route , was another 
concern. Fear s of adverse impacts to endange red and threatened specie s ,  
including the gri zzly bear , peregrine falcon, and gray wolf were expressed . 
Additionally , comrnentor s  expressed concern over the collision hazard to birds, 
espec ially bald eag les , pr esented. by the line ' s  conductors .  Comments on 
adverse impacts to f isher ies resulting from inCreased erosion and 
sedimentation were also noted . 

Op inions that BPA ignored or understated wildlife impacts and underemphasized 
habitat quality in the DEIS were voiced . Other comments suggested more 
wildlife data was needed and requested that new inventor ies , part icularly on 
big game , be performed and considered . In addition it was demanded that all 
wildlife impacts be effectively mi tigated. . 

General and specific impacts to wildlife are di scussed in Chapter IV of the 
EIS . Other comments and responses follow. 

1. Comment : Construction and presence of the line will adversely affect big 
game . This is particularly tr ue where large swaths of forest land will be 
cleared , such as on the Taf t Route . 

Comment : By using the forests for the power line ,  there will be a greater 
impact on wildlife and vegetation .  There are bald eagle s ,  peregrine falcons, 
and possibly grey wolves along the Taf t  route which are endangered or 
threatened . If we continue to disturb the habitat of the golden eagle , blue 
heron, ducks , coyotes , fox ,  mountain lion, deer , elk, moose and bear they may 
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soon be endangered . Putting a power line through an area where there aren ' t  
any certainly does not help . Since we have power lines ,  freeways and railroad 
tracks in the valley s, we should try to save tile aesthetic values of the 
forests. (All wildlite mentioned above have been seen on the Taft route . ) 

comment : Hos t  specifically we do not want them going up the Beaver Creek 
Road canyon as this would be devastating to the aesthetics, agricultural use 
value and wildl ife of such a narrow little canyon. 

Cormnent : Supply and demand is one thing , but cr eating a demand [ for 
power ] in a sense while [ the line would] impact other resource s, such as 
f isheries, wi ldlife habitat • • •  is quite another • • • •  the environmental 
impact on wildlife and fisher ies could be catastrophic at this time . 

Response : Construction of the tr ansmission line will affect big game in 
several ways . Clearing of the r ight-ot-way and construction of access roads 
will result in the removal of thermal and escape cove r .  These woula be 
considered long-term impact s .  (Clear ing will also tend to increase the supply 
of new forage . )  Constr uctlon activities will result in short-term 
disturbance , which may displace big game from the area during constr uctio n. 
The pr imary impact to big game would be from increasing access into areas . 
This may result i n  increased harassment (disturbance) and hunting pressure on 
big game . 

Based on numerous studies of impacts of transmi ssion lines on wilalife , and 
taking into consideration wildlife species in the projec t  area, i t  is  not 
expected that the proposed tr ansmission line will cause any species to become 
endangered or cause catastrophic effects. 

The Taft plan was located in large part to reauce affects on people-related 
concerns. The tradeoffs of such a routing include crossing a generally more 
remote ,  forested landscape and consequent implications for the natural 
environment , including vegetation and wildlif e .  Although balancing such 
tradeoffs is never easy , the determination of environmental preterence- -based 
heavi ly on popular concer n for human and land use issues- �as that the Taf t  
plan would cause the least impact .  Also see Parts I I .  C and I I .  G.  2 for 
discussion of similar issue s .  

As discussed in Chapter I I  o f  Volume I ,  under Mitigation Measures , these 
impacts can be mitigated to a large degree through timing restrictions on 
constr uction activities , minimi zing the clear ing of the r ight-of-way , 
revegetating disturbed site s ,  and by closing access road s .  Once a route i s  
selected , BPA will work with appropr iate agencies (Forest Service , Montana 
Department of Fish, �Jildlife and Parks) i n  further developing and implementing 
mitigation measures in cr itical big game areas . 

2 .  Corrunent :  Alternative A [Hot Spr ings] shows a higher impact on wildlife , 
despite the fact that route A is along an existing route for over half its 
leng th . 
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Re sponse : The alternative routes cross simi lar amounts of big game 
range . Paralleling the existing cor ridor would requi re fewer new roads than a 
new corr idor and �Jould generally have less impact on big game . However ,  
Alternative A crosses a g reater amount of impo rtant habitat for other species 
( such as waterfowl , bald eagle ,  osprey , etc . ) ,  and for th is reason received a 

higher impact rating . 

3 .  Corrnnent : No mention is made in the BPA report of the bighorn sheep 
population that has been established in the Clark For k  River canyon and also 
in the vicinity of st.  Reg i s .  I would ask that a complete inventory De made 
of all species that inhabit the impact area, and that the potential effect of 
the power lines on each species be investigated . 

Response : The bighorn sheep population in the Clar k  For k River canyon and 
near s t .  Reg is are represented in the wildlife maps ( f ig .  4 . 6) . .  Impacts on 
bighor n sheep were evaluated and surrnnarized as part of the overall evaluation 
of impacts to big game . 

It i s  not feas ible to inventory all wildlife species in the proJ ect area . In 
conJ unction with the Forest Service , Bureau of Land ��nagement , and State game 
agencies , BPA identified representative wildlife species ( key species) for 
evaluation of potential effects of the transmission line . 

4 .  Corrnnent : ��hat . • • is a mile of a wildlife? You ' ve got one elk and one 
antelope that walks under , that means that ' s  wildlife habitat • • •  how about 
looking at wildlife quality and not j ust quantity? You ' re looking at quantity 
in terms of mile s .  ��hy can ' t  you look at habitat as prime winter range , get 
your cr ews in there to go camping and watch the things.  

Response : In evaluating wildlife habitat , miles and acreage were used for 
comparison between routes. (See table 4 . 3  of Volume I for miles . ) ��here 
infonnation existed , the wildlife habitat was also evaluatea wi th respect to 
quality ( i . e . , general big game range vs. cr i tical big game r ange) . 

S .  Comment : • • •  After all these year s of Bonneville eXIsting in th is area, 
I read in the Missoulian that finally they ' re going to do a study on the 
effect of power lines on the elk .  Hell,  when I lived up on my property , I 
watched the elk and I can tell you exactly what they did . They hesitated when 
those lines danced and whereas they always traveled down into Clar k Cree k ,  
very few o f  them do anymore because o f  those lines . 

It is also stated that no signif icant big game impacts would occur , but there 
is no evidence supporting this.  I would like to see a study done on the 
effects large power lines have on big game , preferably by another agency . 

Response : A study is presently being conducted by the Forest Service 
( Deer lodge National Forest) to determine tl1e effects of a double�ircui t 
SOO-kV tr ansmission line on elk . BPA also sponsored a stUdY to determine . the 
effec t  of a S O O -kV transmission line on big game movement (Goodwi n, J .G . , 
19 7 5 .  Big Game Movement Near a SOO-kV Tr ansmission Line i n  Northern Idaho . 
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Prepared for Bonneville Power Administration, Fortlana , Oregon. ) This  study 
concluded that the transmission line dia not adversely atfect big game 
r:1ovemen t.  

6 .  Comment: The only area r:1entioned for Lalc eagles is the area north ot 
St. Regis yet the map in appendix C shows bald eagles in the Rock Creek ana 
Bitterroot River area . It is statea that no other enaan�erea species i s  
encountered , yet the peregrine falcon i s  shown in the Rock Creek ana Ninemile 
area. 

Response : The peregr ine falcon areas shown on the map in Appendix C are 
histor ical peregrine eyr ies . Presently these sites are not occupied . Bald 
eagles are discussed on pages IV-31 , IV-43,  IV-50 , IV-5 7 ,  ana IV. 68 ot the 
DEIS . 

7 .  Comment : Table 2 . 4  - Advantages/Disaavantages , Disaavantage No . 6 ,  
states , "No aaverse effect on endangered o r  threatenea species . "  [The 
commentor disagreea with ttlis statement . ]  

Response : BPA �repared biolog ical assessments on ttle bala eag le , 
peregr ine falcon, grizzly bear , ana gray wolt to assess the etfect of the 
transmIssion line on these species as required by the Endangered Species Act .  
BPA ' s  assessments maae "no effect" determinatIons . The U . S .  Fistl ana ��Ildlite 
Service , to whom the assessments were subrrlitted , concur red with BPA ' s  
findings.  

8 .  Con1ment : The proposea power line will cross through gri zzly bear forag Ing 
areas from the Flathead Reservation boundary to where it will cross U . S .  
Highway 9 3 .  �Je reference the Bureau o f  Indian Affairs Finley Logg ing Unit 
Enviromental Assessment for impact analysis.  

Table 2 . 2 ,  Compar ison of AlternatIves : Data Summary , states that for Plan A,  
1 . 9  miles of  line for both route Al and route A2 will go through grizzly 
habitat . The line will actually traverse about f ive miles of grizzly forag ing 
area for e ither route . 

Response :  The information collected on grizzly bears in the proJect area 
was obtainea from the Bureau ot Indian Aftairs ( EIA) and the U . S .  Forest 
Service (FS) . The grizzly bear habitat identified in the DEIS was ttlat area 
being considered for designation as essential griz zly habitat . Based on 
information from the BIA and F'S , no viable gr izzly bear population exists in 
this  area.  BPA prepared biolog ical assessments for the grizzly and maoe "no 
effect" determinations . 'Itle U . S .  Fi sh and �.ildlife concurrea with this 
f indIng . E.Ven if five miles of for ag ing habitat should be crossed , it is not 
expected this would affect the gr izzly . If  a route is chosen through grizzly 

�abitat , BPA will consult with the appropriate agencies to determine the need 
for special mitigation measures . 
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I I I .  L .  VEGETATION 

Commentors expressed some concer n regarding the removal or disturbance of 
natural vegetation, includin� impacts associated with veg etation disturbance , 
such as increased runoff ,  erosion, and sedimentation .  .�so of interest were 
the provisions being made by BPA for revegetation of disturbed sites . They 
perceived a need for a more complete discussion in the Final EIS of BPA ' s  
vegetation management policy , part icularly herbicide use . Other issues raised 
include : the use of vegetation to screen transmission tower s ,  concern for 
impacts to botanical study areas and fisher ies , and the avoiaance or 
minimi zation of impacts to wetland vegetat ion. 

General and specific impacts on vegetation are discussed in Chapter IV of 
Volume I .  Vegetation 11anagement is also discussed in Chapter IV, as well as 
in the Vegetation l>1anagement Program EIS , available from BPA in the spr i ng  of 
1983 . Other comments and re sponses follow. 

1 .  Comment : I would like to ask what provisions are being made for 
revegetation of the cor r idor? 

Response : As stated in the EIS , Chapter I I ,  disturbed areas are seeded 
with quick-growing grass species eas ily adaptable to the site and fertili zed 
if necessary . Provisions for revegetation generally go hand in hand with 
standard erosion control measures such as drainage structures and low-gradient 
road cuts in frag i le or problem areas . 

2 .  Comment : The need to use herbicides to control vegetation on the 
transmission line r ight-of-way has a generic j ustification that may not be 
applicable to this proj ect , especially east of the Idaho-Hontana line ( see 
page IV-7 ) . - The use of herbicides concerns many people , and its use should 
only be advocated when the growth of deciduous vegetation j ustif ies it . The 
potential use of herbicides can be better addressed in the section 
"Discussions , "  starting on page IV -3 5 .  

Response : Tne basis for all of BPA ' s  r ight-of-way vegetation management 
activities is a series of site-specific prescriptions for control of hazard 
vegetation . By tailoring each of these prescr iptions to the exact site ,  tne 
obj ective is to control hazard vegetation species, while preserving 
low-growing vegetation or other natural features . Such detai l  is not known 
unti l site-specific work beg ins, and thus would not yet be available for 
inclusion in the site-specific Section Discussions referenced above . 

�Je agree that the selective use of herbicides may be more applicable west of 
the Idaho-Hontana state line . However ,  herbicides may be required as a tool 
to limit tall growing "hazard" tree species along the ent ire right-of -way . 
Ground applications may also be needed to maintain access roads, or to control 
individual trees on the right-of-way . 

. 

To address public concerns ,  BPA will monitor water for herbicide reS ldues upon 
request ,  using both BPA and National FOrest Service herbicide use policies 
and/or standards .  BPA is currently conducting research in cooperation with 
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the University of ��ashington and �vashington State University to aevelop new 
vegetation management techniques suitable for use in municipal watersheas or 
other sensit ive areas .  

3 .  Comment : The preferred alternative ( 'Tart plan] also crosses the hignest 
number of municipal watersheds . ��e encourage the BPA to minimize use of 
herbicides in these si tuations . A more complete discussion of BPA ' s  pr actices 
in regards to vegetation management and to the ir cur rent efforts underway in 
the area of interg rated pest management would help clar ify th is often 
controversial issue (EPA) . 

Response : As noted in Volume I ,  great care is taken to prevent the 
introduction of herbicides into bodies of wate r ,  especially witi1in municipal 
watersheds. Herbicides are not applied aer ially within 10 0 f eet of a body of 
water (aerial applications are typically not used in 110ntana) ;  selective 
ground application is not made within 10 feet of water bodies, except for 
treatment of stumps with herbicides approved by EPA for use in such area s. 
BPA ' s  herbicide residue monitor ing program has shown these and other 
precautions (such as those rel ied upon to minimi ze drif t) to be effective in 
preventing herbic ides from enter ing bodies of water . 

BPA ' s  Vegetation Hanagement Program i s  hignly selective and i s  consistent wi th 
the pr inciples of Integr ated Pest f1anagement ( IFt>!) . IPt-'! (as def ined by the 
Council of Env ironmental Quality) is a systematic process for selecting and 
using pest control methods .  BPA f ield per sonnel use computeri zed r ight-ot -way 
inventor ie s ,  aer ial photography , and f ield investigations in developing the 
methods of vegetation control. Th is enables them to identify sensitive areas 
( i . e . , bodies o f  water , crops,  pasture) to be avoiaed . Methods of control 
are carefully tailored to the condi tions within each section ot r ight-of-way . 

Laboratory analyses ana field monitor ing have shown that the herbicides used 
by BFA readily degraae in the environment and that , if ingested , they are 
rapidly excreted (they do not bioaccumulate) . These facts ,  along with facts 
concerning the toxicolog ical properties of the herbiciaes used by BPA , lead to 
our conclus ion that EPA ' s  use of herbicides in accordance with EPA label 
instr uctions constitutes a very low r i sk to humans and tne environment 
(includi ng game and other wildlife species) . Further information i s  contained 
in BPA ' s  Vegetative Management Pr ogram EIS ,  available on request . 

4 .  Comment : As I am extremely sensitive to any ( 2 , 4-D] related herbic ide , 
part of the reason we purchased this land was in order to f ind a residence 
away from any areas which are near herbicide spraying . BPA practices no t only 
regular from-the-ground herbic ide spraying in oraer to control vegetation 
growth under a powerline , but also aerial spraying wh ich can literally drif t 
for miles . 

Response : In general, aer ial application of herbic ides i s  not the method 
of choice for much of BPA ' s transmiss ion line r ights-of-way in the State of 
Hontana . The maj or ity of vegetatlOn control would be by means of hand cutting 
(with herbicide treatment to stumps of resprouting species) and selective 
( spot) ground application of herbicides . Regardless ot which metiloQ i s  used , 
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however , great care is taken to prevent dr itt onto and impact upon non-target 
areas. Host of the herbicides used by BPA have a low volatility . BPA I S 
maintence standards specify conditions under which var ious herbicide 
applications can be made . Included in these conditions are adherence to 
buffer strips adj acent to bodies of water , not applying herbicides when 
weather conditions are unfavorable , and incorporation of positive placement 
measures to minimize dr ift  ( i . e . , use of additives to thicken the mixture ,  use 
of specially designed equipment) . The effectiveness of these measures has 
been ver i fied through e��erience and periodic herbicide residue monitoring . 

5 .  Comment : He also feel that additional access roads can adversely affect 
f isheries habitat and aquatic environments by increasing sedimentation. 

Response :  As noted in the EIS , sedimentation can adversely affect 
aquatic insect and f isheries habitats from construction of  new access roads . 
However , in most cases, sedimentation resulting from construction activities 
would be short-term, and of low signif icance . Host ot the streams are crossed 
at nearly right angles by the proj ect or would be at a short angle rather than 
paralleling for a long distance . Thi s  reauces the potential for long-term 
signif icant impacts. 
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11any Flint Creek Valley residents have spent time developing reputations in 
the purebred livestock business or installing expensive irrigation systems. 
Hence , many of their comments focused on the project ' s  potential impacts on 
ranching and farming operations . Where these issues are treated generally 
under Part II - SU:s.:JEX::TS OF CONTROVERSY or Part III - RESOURCE CONCERNS , 
references to the relevant parts are shown below in parenthesis . 

Many of the comments concern the removal of prime agricultural land from 
production and potential interference with above-ground and underground 
irrigation systems (see Part I I I . C) . Also of concern were safety of 
agricultural activities , effects on irrigation equipment , ana inconvenience 
impacts of working around transmission lines (see Parts I I .  H and I ) . 

Other commentors focused on property value eff ects , voicing concern 
particularly about possible devaluation of rangeland that could later be used 
for higher uses such as housing (see Part I I . J ) . A few commentors complained 
about a perceived lack of public input during the earlier stages of scoping 
and site selection. Many stated that with the abundance of public land in the 
area, the line should avoid pr ivate land whenever possible (see Part I I . I ) . 
Several others stated that the area ' s  visual amenities were important , both in 
terms of litestyle and in terms of economic livelihood . Bence , they were 
worr ied about the project ' s  esthetic eftects on local qualities of life and on 
the local people who are economically dependent on the recreational appeal of 
the Flint Creek Area ( see Parts II I .  I and III . J) . 

A few cornrnentors questioned the accuracy of the agricultural maps and data 
presented in the EIS and stated that the route ranking forms were diff icult to 
interpret (see Parts I I .  G and I I I .  C) . 

IV. B .  tv'lAXVILLE./BALL 

f.1axville/Hall area residents share interest in a range of study-area-wide 
issues and voice strong concern about many local issues as well.  ��here these 
issues are treated generally under Part II  - SUBJECTS OF CONTROVERSY or Part 
III - RESOURCE COI�ERNS , references to the relevant Parts are shown below in 
parenthesis.  Host of the concerns of residents in the Haxville/Hall area 
revolved around one central issue : That , if  the Taft Plan is built , an 
alternative to the present location across the Flint Creek Valley at Maxville 
should be developed . The residents here were in accoro that such an 
alternative should avoid residents and agricultural land . In d01ng so, 
potential health eftects , visual intrusion, and effects on lifestyles would 
Dot occur . The general concern to avoid residences ana farmland is discussed 
under Parts II . G. 3 ,  I I .  I ,  III . A, and I I I . C .  

About thirty individual comments and one petition with about 5 0  names 
expressed support for an alternative route (Corridor E) to the south of 
11axville ( See figure 5) . The commentors stated that Cor ridor E would have 
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less impact on people , pr ivate land , sensitive soils , agr lculture , recreation 
areas , cultural resources ,  water resource s,  and wildlife than the least-impact 
Taf t  Route . Many requested that Corr idor E be studied before the close of the 
EIS process.  Others expressed a des ire to see maximum use ot Federal lana 
whenever possible . A few commentors voiced opposition to Corr idor E .  
Comments and responses dealing with Corridor E i n  particular appear after this 
surrnnary . 

An10ng the most frequently addressed issues in the area were property values 
and health/safety . Some residents complained that they were already 
exper iencing diff iculty in selling their land ana that landowners who had land 
adj acent to , but not in, the right-of-way should be compensated for land value 
e ffects (see Part I I .  J) . The health/safety comments focused on the perceived 
uncertainty of long-term health effects from high-voltage transmission lines 
and the need for more research on the subJect ( see Part I I .  H) . A few people 
stated that construction o f  the line should be delayed until local residents 
could be assured that their healti1 and property values would not be 
j eopardized. 

Several comments from �mxville/Hall residents stated that landowners who could 
be affected by the project were not notified in a timely manner or enough in 
advance to influence the siting process. A few cornmentors s tated that lack ot 
a local routing alternative away from �axville on the Taf t Route represented a 
"technical bias" that unfairly disregarded Haxville . Several commentors felt 
that an E IS hearing should be held in Baxville (see Part I I .  G) . 

i1any commentors focused on the draft EIS , noting inaccuracies in the irr igated 
agr iculture maps , expressing uncertainty about criteria used to define 
urban/residential ana undeveloped/ subdivided land , and disagreeing with the 
low socioeconomic ratings given to Iaxville . 

People also posed questions about need for the line , g iven the decrease in 
load projections (see Part I I . A) , about the potential for paralleling by 
f uture lines ( see Part I I .  C) , and about BPA ' s  ability and plans to make 
payment in-lieu-of-taxes (see Part I I .  K) . Their comments on local impacts 
covered agriculture [especially potential impacts on purebred cattle and horse 
breeding operations (see Parts I I I .  C and I I .  H) J ,  and impacts on mining 
operations when the line would pass near a mining claim ( see Part I I I .  I ) . 

r·1any cornmentor s  expressed concern about the potential nuisance of having to 
"listen" to the line in wet weather and about i ts potential effects on their 
TV and radio reception (see Part  I I .  H) . One cormnentor asked about the 
possibility of undergrounding in Granite County ( see Part I I .  H) . !I'Jany s tated 
that the line ' s  visual effects would disrupt lifestyles of people who did 
without modern conveniences and who , therefore , also preferred not to be 
disturbed by modern intrusions such as transmission lines (see Part I I I .  I) . 
Other cornments noted the importance of natural visual qualitles to the area ' s  
recreation economy , on which many local residents are dependent (see Part  
I I I .  I ) . A few cornmentors also expressed concern about access roads opening 
up secluded areas to non-local recreationists who would destroy local 
enjoyment of these areas (see Part I I I .  I ) . 
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If and when the line and access roads are constructed , several people 
expressed a desire for BPA to accept responsibility for proper maintenance of 
land , roads, gates ,  and fences affected by the line . Several also asked BPA 
to cooperate with local landowners in locating access roads and towers and to 
consider helicopter construction whenever possible (see Part I I .  L) . A few 
people expressed a desire to have mitigation measures guaranteed in wr iting 
before construction could begin.  General and specif ic discussions on this 
subject appear in Chapter IV of Volume I .  

1 .  Cormnent : In the t1axville case , locating Segment 132 where it  is not 
explained, j ustified ,  or in any way discussed . That the existence of Maxville 
was not addressed at all in locating Segment 132 is inexcusable .  That no 
alternative segments to Segment 132 were ever identif ied for basic compar ison 
and data development purposes is a clear indication of the highly manipulated 
methodology used to favor technical bias over human consideration. 

Response : Route Segment 132 (now Segment 612 ; see f igure 5 )  of the Taf t 
Plan is located north of the community of t1axville . The route location method 
is summarized in the E IS and explained in Appendix A.  Impacts of this route 
alternative are discussed for affected resources and land use concerns in 
Chapters II and IV of Volume I .  The entire study area was evaluated to 
determine suitable corridor location, and within those corridors the proposed 
Taft route and four other alternatives to the north in the lower Flint Creek 
Valley and Garnet Mountains were analyzed . (Also see response to comment # 9  
i n  this part . )  I n  response t o  concerns expressed by residents o f  the !·1axville 
area, additional local routing adj ustments have been evaluated and are 
presented here in the f inal E IS along with mitigating measures to reduce or 
avoid adverse e ffects of constructing the power line . 

2 .  Comment : Concerns were expressed about numerous impacts and siting 
concerns along the current Maxville route location, and strong preferences 
suggested for an "E" corridor to the south. 

Comment : If the reason the southern route ( south of Haxville) is not 
being taken seriously is because of monetary reasons,  think about this :  the 
residents that this line goes near are going to have to live with it  for as 
long as it  stands.  I ' m  sure that taking a little more tiQe and money , the BPA 
could put the line any place they took a mind to . I see no reason why your 
vast resources must be used to severely disrupt an entire community . 

Response : A high level of concern was expressed by area residents over 
the original route location in the �1axville area . In an effort  to minimize 
impacts, three possible alternative routing options in this area ( t igure 5 )  
were identified and analyzed by the interdisciplinary study team . The f irst 
alternative is the original environmentally preferred route (Taft Plan) . It 
comes closest to f1axville and is identified as Route A in this comparative 
analysis.  Its segments (611 , 612 ,  and 614 )  reflect revised locations for 
earlier segments . )  A second alternative (segments 611 , 613 , and 614) , a 
modi fication o f  the orig inally preferred (segments 130 , 132 , 134 ) route which 
would stay farther north of Maxville , as suggested by public comment and by 
the Forest Service , is identified as Route A ' . The third option (Segment 62) , 
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supported by the Granite County Alliance , is located within tne E Corr idor 
south ot l-1axville and is referred to henceforth as "Cor ridor E " .  

Corridor E was modified on the east end to reduce line length and the number 
of heavy angles,  and to avoid areas of concern identif ied by the Forest 
Service . A route was located in Corridor E to take advantage ot existing 
roads while minimizing angles and to have the least visual impact on the 
Pr inceton area , Highway lOA,  and Ph ilipsburg . 

'Ihe route in Corr  idor E is 4 . 7  miles longer and has significantly more miles 
of access required in the high category . Existing roaos would connect tnis 
route with main thoroughfares, but there are few existing roads that VJoula 
provide for access to each indivioual tower . Much of tne terrain is rugged , 
with steep sideslopes ,  thereby lengthening the amount of new access required .  
Route A crosses much less r ugged terrain containing many existing roadS that 
wi th some additional wor k and lengthening would readily provide access to 
towers .  The access requirements tor route A have been updated and found to be 
less than orig inally anticipated . 

Corr idor E was preferred for three resource categor ies : urban/resioential, 
socioeconomics,  and agriculture . 'Ihe orig inal route i s  within 1/2 ml1e ot 19 
residences, mostly in Haxville . Corridor E is located fartrler away and out of 
sight of t,1axville and does not corne closer than 1/2 mile to any residence.  
Cor ridor E crosses much less pr ivate land as well ( 3 . 6  miles against 9 . 4  for 
the original route and 10 . 9  for the north adj ustment) . It also crosses no 
undeveloped subdivided land . Although none of the three options crosses much 
agr icultural land ( 0 . 4  miles tor E ,  0 . 7  for the original,  1 . 6  for the 
adj ustment) , E is clearly preferred.  It crosses no irr igatea land, WOUld take 
less land out of production, would interfere less with farming operations,  and 
would cause less inconvenience with access road gates and cattleguarcis . Both 
the northern options have distinctly higher levels of alienation and would 
clearly be less prefer reo from a socioeconomic standpoint . It is primarily 
for these reasons that the southern option in Cbrridor E reduces impacts in 
the above-mentioned categories . (Also see table 2 . ) 

The esthetics analysis favored the original route . Although Naxville 
res idents would have close views of parts of the line , in considering 
additional measures of esthetic impact (visibility , visual quality ,  visual 
compatibility and ability to mitigate) , the total impact along the Corr idor E 
route is clear ly more severe . The steeply sloping mountains and narrow 
valleys , the highly scenic quality ot the landscape , the greater potential for 
scar ring from more access roads , and tile lower compatibility of the landscape 
with the line ,  all combine to indicate greater visual impacts along the 
Corr idor E route . Of the three alternatives,  the or iginally preferred route 
would be least visible to travelers on the Pintlar Scenic Highway (Highway 
10-A) • 

Impacts on wildlife, geology/soils, vegetation, water resources, and torestry 
all favored the two northern routes over Corridor E .  The southern route would 
remove or otherwise affect more cr itical big game winter range . 
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Oorr idor E would signif icantly disturb natural and timber resources since the 
terrain it  crosses is highly unsuitable tor transmission line development . I t  
crosses i.lany steep unstable slopes,  and extensive areas ot rock outcrops, 
talus, and shallow soils ; it  is  at higher overall elevatIons , and would 
require significantly more access . Amounts o t  clearing and disturbance wi th 
consequent erosion and sedimentation would be higher . Corr iaor E crosses more 
timbered land , and more of this land has higher productive potential and is  
under management than either northern route . 

From an eng ineering aspect ,  the northern options are ranked equal and 
significantly better than Cor r idor E .  The southern alternative is more 
costly , has far greater access requirements ,  would be considerably more 
difficult to construct and would be less reliable aue to the snow and 
elevation factor s.  

The Corridor E route was also least favored for recreation and cultural 
resource impacts as well . It crosses close to undeveloped high-use campsites ; 
crosses more of better known f ishing streams ; ana encounters an undeveloped 
hunting and elk security area which is presently used by an outfitter and 
which is likely to be used in the future by a dude ranch . Along this 
corr idor , the backcountry or wildland status is the prime attraction, which 
construction of the transmission line would seriously alter . The northern 
options have fewer potential impacts and more ot them are indirect . For 
cultural resources , Corridor E would increase access to , visually intrude 
upon, or disturb more structures which possess more historic integrity . 
Historic sites along those options are generally in worse condition than sites 
along Route E .  

In summary , although the CorrIdor E alternative would have decidedly less 
effect on the area ' s  socioeconomic concerns,  it woula not eliminate these 
concerns . The lower human factor impacts were signIficantly outweighea by the 
greater potential impacts on estl1etics,  natural resources ,  and engineering 
concerns , wh ich would be serious , extensive , ana difficult to mItigate . The 
or ig inal route (segments 611 ,  612 , 614) was determined as the environmentally 
preferable option, with the Route A '  secona choice (subJect to local 
preference) . Both northern alternatives were significantly favored over 
Corridor E (segment 62)  in the st�dy team ' s  overall environmental analysis.  

In addition to consideration of the alternative alignments ,  several mitigation 
measures have been incorporatea into ttle proposed route to r educe visual , land 
use , and other socioeconomic impacts sunrnarized above . Other proposed 
mitigation measures for the I-laxville/Hall area include : the use of 
non-specular conductors and treated towers ;  minimizing the clear ing and 
topping of trees, particularly at the lOA crossing ;  the use of improved 
appearance towers or tower s located as far back from Highway lO-A as possible ; 
and the close coordination of centerline and tower location with local 
residents . 

3 .  Comment : Hhen one evaluates routes through Corridor E using the analysis 
maps in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement , intormation can be founa 
which further supports contentions that Corr idor E is a more desirable area 
for the line location than the Taf t route . 
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Response :  Corr idor impact maps were designed to reflect resource data 
collected for 3 3  aata categories mapped at small scale for the entire 
Garrison-tiissoula study area. Those 33 categories were selectea to 
differentiate levels of potential impact sufficiently to def ine broao (1- to 
lO-mile-wide) corridors .  As the project has progressea from the 
identif ication of  general resources and issues to the location and detailed 
study of buildable routes, increasingly detailed studies have been completed . 
Adj ustments , updates ,  and revisions are commonly made in analyses as more and 
better information becomes known. Thus , the corridor maps are not sufficient 
in themselves to measure or interpret actual impacts . They provide a starting 
polnt from which resource analysts can conduct extensive f ield work  and 
collect additional data identif ied as necessary to determine impacts . To 
compare f inal route rankings by means of the information on these maps alone 
goes beyond their  function and reliability . (See response to previous 
comment . )  

4 .  Comment : The amount of land with moderate erosion susceptibility would be 
cut in half by using Corr idor E .  Three miles with moderate erosion 
susceptibility would be crossed in Corridor E as opposed to six miles crossed 
in the Taf t  route . This  amount with high susceptibility is exactly the same 
on both routes.  

Comment : The land crossed with geological mass movement potential would 
be reduced in Corr idor E from three miles on the Taf t  route to two miles on 
Corridor E .  

[Note :  In this and the next four comments , the figures mentioned are 
measurements taken from the maps in Appendix C "Hap Volume . " ] 

Response : BPA measurements of the maps show that Corriaor E crosses less 
area of moderate erosion susceptibility (4 . 2  vs.  6 . 8  miles) and mass movement 
potential ( 2 . 2  vs . 3 . S  miles) than the proposed route . But Corridor E also 
encounter s greater area of high erosion and high mass movement potential ( 4 . 3  
vs. 1 . 9  miles for both categories) . Maps o f  erosion susceptibillty and mass 
movement potential were compiled from u . S .  Forest Service maps of land 
suitability for electr ical transmission lines.  As stated in the response 
above , these maps are general in nature and g ive only an approximate 
representation of potential impacts. They were used to delineate broad 
corridor s ,  not to measure impacts along linear route s .  It should be 
emphasi zed that the geologic impact maps in Volwne I and Appendix C were 
neither the only nor the dominant source of geologic and soils i nformation 
employed in the route compar isons. 

In addition to the map data, f ield observations and detailed g eology/soils 
data show that Corridor E has signif icantly greater li�mitations on 
transmission l ine development than the northern options . Corridor E crosses 
significant extents of steep terrain requiring high access ,  often on unstable 
or restr ictive materials such as talus or shallow bedrock . Construction in 
these areas would result in severe slope scarr ing from access road 
construction, talus slope disturbance , erosion and slope failures .  Terrain 
suitability and the significantly much lower access requirements along the 

IV-I) 



Garrison-Spokane EIS 
\�<::J006  7H: 02-07 -83 

proposed route would have lower impacts on natural resources , making i t  the 
preferred alternative . 

5 .  Comment:  Less land classified as big game senSltive habitat would be 
crossed if Corr idor E were used . Seventeen miles of  big game sensitive 
habitat would be crossed by Corridor E as opposed to twenty-one miles on the 
Taft route . 

Comment : • • •  On a more southern route (E  corridor) would be affecting 
less winter el k ,  winter range and calving grounds. 

Comment : Hildlife impact is  greatly reduced oy using Corridor E .  
Corr idor E would create a low impact on about sixteen miles ana a moderate 
impact on less than one half mile , whereas the Taft Route \yould have a low 
impact on about twenty-one miles and a moderate linpact on more than two miles. 

Response : The team ' s  evaluation of Corr idor E found that this route would 
have greater impact on wildlife (primarily big game critical winter rang e) 
than the northern options. This is based on higher access requirements for E 
and a greater amount of critical big game range crosseci . The evaluation was 
made using habitat maps from the Deerlodge National Forest , wtlicn are r etined 
and more detailed than the small-scale reproductions in the EIS . Based on 
these maps, approximately 5 . 8  miles of cr itical big game range would be 
crossed by the proposed Taft route , approximately 5 . 5  miles by Option A ' , and 
approximately 10 miles for Corridor E .  

6 .  Comment : Forestry impact would be reducea by using Corr idor E .  
Corridor E crosses about 12 miles o f  low impact and ten miles o f  moaerate 
impact land . The Taft route crosses about eight ana a half miles of low 
impact land, but about 12 miles of mOderate impact land . 

Response : The inventory data for forestry along the three alternatives 
evaluated for the Haxville local routing alternative are as follows : 

Route 

Preferred route (A) 
Northern adJ ustment (A' ) 
Corr idor E 

Productivity Impact Potential 
'Iotal 

• rloderate Low Forest Non-Forest 

10 . 5  
8 . 3  

1 3 . 6 

5 . 6  
4 . 2 

11 . 7  

16 • .1 
12 . 5 
25 . 3  

6 . 6  
9 . 9  
2 . 1  

7 .  comment : The recreational impact would also be reauced by using 
Corr idor E .  Corr idor E passes over no areas of moderate impact ,  where the 
Taft route crosses over two identified areas of moderate recreational impact . 

Response : The f inal recreation evaluation made for the comparison ot the 
11axville Local Routing Alternatives indicates that higher impacts would occur 
along Corridor E even when the dude ranch operation being established east of 
I1axville is brought into the analysi s .  ( This dude ranch was overlooked in the 
initial analysis. ) 
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The reasons that Corridor E receivea a higher impact rating include : 
crossing close (±200 yards) to undeveloped , high-use camp sites ; crossing four 
popular f ishing streams; crossing an undeveloped hunting and elk secur ity area 
(east end) that is presently used by an outfitter ; and the future use expected 
from the dude ranch . As stated in the response to comment # 2 ,  the back 
country or wild land status of the area is its recreational attraction, and 
the transmission line would signifIcantly aftect this.  The alternatives to 
the north have fewer impacts,  some of which are less direc t ,  and the leng th of 
the affected recreation attractIons is generally less . 

8 .  Oomment : The corridor E crosses fewer areas identified as cultural 
resources • •  

Response : Oorridor E actually threatens more significant cultural 
resources with adverse impact than does the original Taf t  Plan route , (or the 
northern alternate) . Impacts on historically slgniticant resources would most 
likely be limited to visual impacts along the Taft route , while the E route 
threatens significant resources with direct impacts both from construction and 
from vandalism resulting from improved public access to remote mine s ,  mining 
remains, cabins , and so on. (See response to comment # 2 . ) 

9 .  Oorrunent : Our interpretation of CEQ rules on NEPA does not warrant the 
contention of your March 16 letter that BPA "Can make no decision on further 
stUdies until the Draft EIS is reviewed and the extensive studies • • • have 
received the opportunity for public corrnnent . "  Rather ,  cm mandates that 
agencies "study , develop , and describe appropriate alternatives to recommend 
courses of action in any proposal WhICh involves unresolved confllcts . " 
early in the NEPA process .  In view of the fact that no alternatives to the 
11axv ille crossing were studied , developed , and descr ibed previously, we 
suggest that you do so immediately . Otherwise , " If a draft statement is so 
inadequate as to preclude meaningful analysis , the agency shall prepare and 
circulate a revised draft of the appropriate portion. " If EPA responds to 
public comment received pr ior to publication ot the Draft EIS by studying , 
developing , and descr ibing appropriate alternatives to the Haxville crossi ng  
and making that information available for publIC cOTIlment prior to closure of 
the public comment per iod , BPA can preclude the necessity of preparing such a 
revised draft .  

Response : The main issues raised above appear to be :  1 )  when can 
alternatives be determined and evaluated ; 2) a contention that there are no 
alternatives to the N.axville crossing ; 3 )  ir there are no alternatives, then 
the draft EIS is inadequate and needs to be revised and re-issued . 

In response (also see Part  II . D .  1 in this volume) : 1 )  Ideally, Issues and 
alternatives are determined early during the scoping process where the bounds 
and l imits of studies are defined . However , modifications, minor var iations , 
or new alternatives may be suggested later in the environmental process (for 
example, during public and agency review of an environmental statement) • 

These suggestions can often be evaluated between the draft E IS and the f inal 
EIS and reported in the latter . If the new suggestions involve signif icant 
new ci rcumstances or information relevant to environmental concerns and 
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bearing on the proposed action or its impacts, a supplemental draft EIS may be 
required . 2 )  There are indeed alternatives to the Maxville crossing of the 
Flint Creek Yalley . A route paralleling an existing 230 -KV transmission line 
that crosses the valley south of Dr wrunond , and three other routing var iations 
through the Garnet Range are evaluated in the draft EIS . Additional routing 
var iations in the t1axville area have been evaluated and reported on in the 
final E IS .  3 )  The def iciency (lack of alternatives) of the draft E IS alluded 
to in the comment is without basis.  The suggestion to look at further routing 
variations in the Maxville area to alleviate possible impacts on the human 
environment does have mer i t .  These routing var iations are evaluated ana 
reported in the final E IS .  BPA is continuing to wor k  with local residents on 
mitigation including possible Ilne adj ustments . (See response to comment # 2 . ) 

10 . Comment : The socioeconomic report on the t1axville area was not delivered 
to the BPA until September 23 ,  1981 . Theretore , it could not have been 
recognized as an impact factor when the decision was being made on either the 
corridor and route selection or on an alternative route selection comparison. 
Also the interviews on which the study was based were only being conducted 
when the Hot Spr ings-Bell Route comparisons were made in July .  T'his is in 
direct vlolation of NEPA regulations. 

Response : The socioeconomic analysis was completed before a route 
compar ison analysis was done . Howeve r ,  the f inal manuscript ot the report was 
not delivered until September 1981 . The Hountain �vest socioeconomic team 
participated in all route compar isons made by the interdisciplinary team in 
the summer. and fall of 1981 .  The data documented in Appendix D - "Social and 
Economic Considerations" were fully presented at these route comparison 
meetings along with the f indings from other resource evaluations. (See 
Part I I .  G. 1 for further discussion of NEPA issues,  and I I .  G. 2 for 
discussions on process and methodology . )  

11.  Comment : Estimated landowner density for segment 132 was rated as low.  
So  the socioeconomic study , late as it  was, was wrong . Once again, this 
landowner aensity mistake and the after effects of the economic report 
indicate mistakes slanted against human and social considerations. 

Response : Although 19 residences are within 1/2 mile of segment 132 (now 
segment 612) near t1axville , this is not a high enough level of lanaowner 
density that would allow the whole segment to be called either "moderate" or 
"high . " In fact , moderate or high landowner densities were approached only in 
a few cases in the entire project study area when the line passed near a large 
number of residences . 

The timing of the delivery of the f inal manuscr ipt of Appendix D is discussed 
in the response above . 

12 . Comment: Despite the potential for socioeconomic impacts such as nealth 
r isks,  public annoyance , inconvenience , depreciation of property values ,  the 
community of t1axville received a low socioeconomic rating .  �he people of 
�axville and nearby pr ivate property owners have been disregarded by the site 
selection process . 
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Response : Hhen the socioeconomic impact assessment team conducted its 
field interviews during July and August 1981,  most residents of the ��xville 
area were unaware of the proposea line and thus did not indicate great concern 
about its effects . Consequently , the route segments which passed near 
Maxville were g iven a "low" alienation rating . 

Since the summer of 1981 , Maxville and other local residents have become 
increasingly aware of and concerned about the proposed r ight-of-way . Their 
sense of alienation toward the siting process and the potential for 
alienation, if the line should be sited along the proposed Taft route could 
now be considered "moderate" or "high . "  However ,  this increase in rating 
would not shift an overall comparison enough, when considered as one of 
numerous resource rankings, to alter the socioeconomic preference from the 
Taft route to either the Hot Springs or Plains routes . 

13 . Comment : He LGranite County AllianceJ believe that a route through this 
corridor [ "E " ]  would be preferable for the following r easons : It would avoid 
all residences .  Any route through this corridor would be more than one half 
mile from any permanent homes, whereas the Taft route comes closer than one 
half mile from 18 permanent residences in the Haxville area . 

Response : There is no question that the proposed route is closer to more 
people than a route to the south ( in Corridor E ) . This was a maJor factor in 
both the urban-residential and socioeconomic comparison of route options in 
the f1axville area , as summarized in the response to comment # 2 .  However , the 
Cor ridor E does not entirely avoid inhabited areas. lhere are still six 
permanent residents within one mile of this location. The issue in 
determining a route preference involved weighing differences between the route 
options in the actual socioeconomic and land use impacts,  which favored the 
E corr idor , against differences in impact for other resources, which favored 
the northern routes . The fact that the urban-residential impacts and most 
socioeconomic effects in IvIaxville were not rated as highly intense ( L e . , the 
primary effect on urban land use was indirect , visual intrusion) was a factor 
in the final preference for the proposed route in cOlnparison to serious 
terrain, wildlife , and other natural system-related effects on the south route . 

14 . Comment : The name f.1axville is not mentioned on any of your EIS maps . 
r�ille does not show as an urban-residential area on the maps although the 
urban-residential source map listed identifies Maxville as urban. 

Response : 'Ihe following facts clarify the mapping considerations 
mentioned : Basic information for the DEIS and t-�p Volume maps was directly 
photoprocessed from USGS 502 Series base overlays . No changes were made on 
these bases for the Maxville area or any other area. A review of these 
originals shows that several place names appear quite faint . Some of the 
less-bold place names did not survive the screening/reduction process 
necessary to make the DEIS maps . A close examination of the DEIS maps will 
reveal that the name "Naxville" appears to the upper r ight of the town. 

The USGS base map used for the Maxville area ( Butte Q,.ladrangle) does not show 
that Haxville is urban ( symbolized by tne yellow color) . The Montana 
Department of Corrnnunity Affairs Land Use Nap for Granite County does show 
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t1axville as an "urban and built-up area . "  This is a broad category which 
ranges from "high density resident1al" to "residential str uctures • • • at an 
intensi ty of one or two per acre . "  ��e felt the density in I·1axville was 
signif icantly lower than intensive use urban areas such as parts of Missoula . 
He therefore placed f1axville in the slightly lower density "dispersed 
development" category . 

The area of 11axville does appear as dispersea development on f igure 4 . 3 ,  Land 
Use/Land Cover , of the araft EIS .  However ,  due to registration ditficulties, 
the two colors which make up the "dispersed development" color (orange and 
gray) did not overlap exactly . For this reason, regrettably , all dispersed 
development areas on this map are ditficult to see . The maps are repr intea as 
part of the final EIS .  

15 . Comment: I t  is alarming that the data pr intout shows 0 . 0  miles o t  either 
urban or dispersed development , despite direct evidence to the contrary . This 
is evidence that overall, the population in �1axv111e was never cons1dered in 
the draft EIS .  The data that a community existed within a halt mile was not 
considered or addressed . 

Response : The population of Haxville was considered in the DEIS : The 
urban/residential analysis concluded that there were no noteworthy impacts on 
urban-residential land use in this area. As statea elsewhere , proximity to a 
route is not in itself an indicator of impact .  The reasons for a conclus ion 
of "no significant impact" were these : No residences or other developed land 
are crossed . '!he data pr intouts show " 0 . 0 "  miles of urban land crossed at 
11axville because , technically , the right-ot-way WOUld not encounter any 
developed land . In fact , new data items (proximity of the line to communities 
or residences) were added because the "urban/r esioential" ana "dispersea 
development" items did not adequately describe line location with respect to 
developed land use . The closest residence is about 1/5 mile soutn ot the:: 
proposed Hne . 'rhus,  the line would not directly conflict with the use of 
developed land . 'I'he northern edge of the 200-plus plattea lots compr isi ng the 
original town of r1axville is 1/4 mile south of the route . One long , nar row 
9-acre lot of undeveloped subdivided land is crossed towara its southern end .  
ThUS,  conflicts with future development o f  presently sulxii':ided lana woula be 
minimal , if any . Overall , even though a number of residences was within 
1/2 mile of the route , the only effects on urban/residential land use in the 
town of 11axville WOUld be short-term 1nconvenience ef fects from no ise , dust 
and construction equipment , and long-term visual intrusion on a nillnber of 
residences in the area . An analysis of the site and situation of 11axville 
showed : 1) that care 1n placing the line and towers plus existing trees at 
the highway crossing WOUld allow them to be screened partially from most 
residents of t,laxville and 2) that mitigation measures could be employe a 
successfully to limit these views as well (see Volume I ,  Chapter II  -
Mitigation Heasures) • 

16 . Comment: He have reservations \Ji th regard to the extent of your past 
meeting s  and contacts with 11axville residents . From discussions with Maxville 
residents and area landowners , we are convinced that BPA ' s  ettorts to contact 
people in the area have been almos t non-existent . Any evidence to the 
contrary that you could provide woula be of interest to us. 
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Response : In addition to the extensive advertising of proJect review 
meeting s ,  public contact efforts in the Maxville area are documented in 
Appendix A to the draft EIS . 

17 . Comment: One time you treat i t  one way and one time you treat it  
another .  1 1 m j ust ask ing you whether you see this (alternative routes near 
Maxville] coming up as part of the scoping process or parts of conrrnents period . 

Response : Routing corrnnents near I,laxville are part of  the comment recora 
of the craft EIS . They are responded to in this volume of the t inal E IS .  

18 . Comment : In the r1arch 16 letter about the EIS proces s ,  you say that with 
regard to routing alternatives suggested wnile the Draft ElS is being prepared 
that the "responsible Federal agency is directed , by regulation, to consider 
such changes and to report on all results of such stuay • • •  during the 
comment process : that is during the period of time when the complete Draft 
EIS is made available for public review throughout the stuay area and the 
country . "  In this regard , we reques t that you conf irm that you are studying 
or plan to study alternative routings in the Maxville area , and that you will 
"report on all results of such study" prior to closure of  the comment per ioa 
now scheduled for May 28 . 

�Je also suggest that consider ing the clear manaate of the February 4 Drwnmond 
meeting , which was held six weeks prior to completion of the Draf t EIS , that 
studying alternative routings in the [I1axville area now and reporting on such 
study pr ior to closing of the comment period is in keeping wi th the basic 
alternatives-comparison concept ot the EIS process. Then comments to both 
alternatives can be addressed in the Final E IS .  

Response : 'IDe conunents ana routing suggestions made before and aur ing 
public review of the araft EIS are evaluated in this volume for Ivlaxville and 
for other local routing alternatives (see Parts IV . B ,  IV. E ,  IV. I ana IV.  
N) . The conclusions are reported in the responses to comment # 2  of this 
section. 

IV. C .  DRill1l"lOND 

Corrnnents from the Drummond area have focused on the project ' s  potential 
impacts near the community and on the rural areas south of tmm. Issues 
summarized below of general or study area-wide concern are aiscussed in 
Part II - SUBJEC'lS OF CONTROVERSY or Part III - RESOURCE CONCERNS , as 
indicatea in parenthesis .  Those concerns which are not referenced are 
site-specific concerns, and are treatea following ulis swnmary . 

f�ear Drummond , residents were most concernea about the proximity of the line 
to the community , about pr operty devaluation and losses to the local tax base 
(see Parts I I .  J and I I .  K) , about the health hazards of working around the 

line (see Part I I .  H) , and about the line I s proximity to the elementary SChool 
and the Drummond airport . They also voiced concern about potential 
interference with TV and radio reception and the nuisance effect ot dealing 
with the line I S noise effects. (See Part I I .  H . )  
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Residents who worked and lived south of Drummond focused their comments on the 
project ' s  effects on agr iculture (see Part I I I .  C) . They were concerned about 
any type of development (such as a transmission line) which would remove 
agr icultural land from production. They were extremely concerned about the 
project ' s  potential effects on the health and breeding habits of livestock and 
about the reputations of purebred breeding operations that would have to raise 
cattle under transmission lines.  These indiviauals expressed their desire to 
see more research conaucted on the subJ ect of health effects and wanted to 
know about compensation should aaverse healtn effects occur (see Part I I .  H) . 
Some ranchers and farmers ln the area were also concerned about the line ' s  
potential interference with irr igation equipment , its potential shock effects 
through equiplnent and metal buildings, and its potential to cause soi l  erosion 
and weed propagation.  

The comments from both Dr ummond and the area to the south expressed strong 
concern for residents of Hall and Haxville . However , many of the corrments 
stated that the line shoula be placed well south of Dr ummond in the mountains 
where i t  could be located on public land away from pr ivate homes and ranches.  
Drummond area residents made other comments which included questions on the 
need for the line (see Part  I I .  A) , the potential for paralleling by future 
lines (Part I I .  C) , and conversion to dlrect current (Part I I .  L) . They also 
complained about a perceived lack of adequate public involvement in the 
scoping process and in siting the line ( see Part I I .  G .  1) . And finally , a 
few comments stated that BPA shoula give proper consideration to landowners 
when entering pr ivate land for surveying purposes and where making 
compensation for r ight-ot-way easements (see Part I I .  J) . 

General and specific discussions on this subj ect appear in Chapter IV of 
Volume I .  Other concerns are addressed below. 

1 .  Comment: Also , I would like to comment on the Dr ummond Airport of which I 
am caretaker ,  manager ; it  is owned and operated by Granite County , ana I think 
we would be opposed to any power line in the proximity of that Dr ummond 
Airport for safety reasons . 

Response : The only alternative that would be close to the Drwnmond 
Airport is one that parallels BPA ' s  existing Hot Springs-Anaconda 230-kV line 
about one mile to the northeast of the Airport . At this time , the alternative 
along this location is not the preferred routing . 

In any location in the proximity of an airport ,  BPA submits the details to the 
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) for review and comment . FAA 
recomrnendations concerning safety ana the transmission line are usually 
adopted by BPA. 

2 .  Comment: Concern for erodibility of soils north of Drummond was expressed . 

Resp?nse : Soils in the area north of Drummond are recognized as posing 
restr lctlons to transmission line constr uction activities. Of particular 
concern is the shallow depth to bedrock of some soils .  Although access road 
requirements in this area are generally low to moderate , construction-related 
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impacts may be locally severe at any site where r ipping or blasting of bedrock 
is required . As stated in Volume I ,  minimi zing erosion is always a concern 
and construction will only be undertaken it  careful road design, erosion 
controls,  and proper construction practices are implemented . 

IV. D .  GOLD CREEK 

Comments from residents of the Gold Creek area were similar to those from 
other areas . �/hen these issues are treated generally , under I I  - SUBJECTS OF 
CDNTROVERSY or III - RESOURCE CO�ERNS , references to the relevant parts are 
shown below in parenthesis . 

The Gold Creek comments expressea concern about health effects· ( see Part 
I I .  H) and questioned the sincerity ot EPA ' s  public involvement process (see 
Part I I .  G . l ) . However ,  many ot  the comments tocused on the location of the 
Garr ison Substation and the nature of the Garr ison-Spokane 'I'ransmission 
Project ' s  siting process ( see Part I I .  G. 2 ) . 

Gold Creek residents were concerned about the traff ic-related effects of 
substation constr uction, and about the uncertainty surrounding location of the 
line as i t  would proceed west from the substation. Generally , the comments 
expressed a preference that the line go south from the Garrison Substation so 
that i t  could take more advantage of public land and avoid pr ivate land (see 
Part I I .  I ) . 

��ith regard to the siting process , Gold Creek residents felt that the 
"segmentation" of the line into two different projects did not allow for 
consideration of routes other than those through the Garrison Substation and 
Gold Creek (see Part  I I .  D .  1) . Several commentors voiced the concern that 
the Garrison Substation would serve as a magnet for f uture transmission lines 
(see Par ts I I .  C and I I .  D) . 

For alternatives that rnay affect the Gold Creek area , mitigation measures have 
been proposed to minimi ze impacts to residents, visual quality ,  and historic 
sites in the Gold Creek vicinlty . Along segment 101 , non-specular conductors 
and treated tower s ,  particularly at the 1 -9 0  crossing , would minimize line 
visibility to travelers ,  nearby residents, and visitors seeking possible 
remnants of the Hullan Road . Direct disturbance of the Nullan road would be 
avoided should any remnants be found and deterrnined elig ible for inclusion on 
the National Register o f  Histor ic Places .  Remains of the road will be 
photographically documented . possiole centerline adJ ustments may a�so be 
consiaered to minimi ze impacts in the area. 

IV. E. POI'0�AC 

Comments from the Potomac area focused primarily on economic , esthetic ,  and 
route location issues. Hhen these issues are treated generally , under I I  -
SUBJECTS OF CDNTROVERSY, or III  - RESOURCE CO�RNS , references to the 
relevant parts are shown below in parenthesis. Other , more site-specific 
comments are addressed following this summary .  
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The economic comments included concerns abou t revenue s foregone because of 

EPA ' s  tax-exerr�t status and questions about payrnen t-in-l ieu-ot -taxes ( see 
Pa r t  I I .  K ) . Other economic questions we re askea abou t land appra i sa l  ana 
acquisi tion polic ies ana abOut r ight-ot-entry tor survey ing ( see Part I I .  J ) . 
A few commento r s  addressea the need for the proj ec t  and voicea the opinion 
that t10ntana was be ing forced to pay for a pr ojec t  whose benef I ts wo ula accrue 
lar�ely to State of \iashington ( see E-a rt I I .  F ) . 

A few commented on the vi sual etfects of tne l I ne if i t  shoula pass near 
Potomac ( see Pa rt I I I .  J ) . 
Commentors on ro ute location asked about the status of the Jocko Pass Ro ute 
(see Pa r t  I I .  B) and about the possibility of a route fa rther south of Potomac 

to decrease esthe tic im�acts in the Po tomac area . Th is alternative route 
south of Potomac in the Garne t Range i s  addressed below . 

1.  Corrnnent : Suggestions were made to adj ust the l ine f ur tner south o t  
Potomac ( in the mountains between Potomac and Clinton) t o  avoid visual effects 
on Po tomac residents ( see f ig .  6 ) . 

Re sponse : BPA lookea at several routing a lternatives in ttle Potomac area 
inc luai ng the one suggested above . A routing opt ion locatea farther sou th and 
farther i nto the hi lls than the pr oposed route segment 71 ( f ormerly 
segme nt 113) was locatea by BPA to reduce the line ' s  visibil ity ( f ig . 6) . 
Th i s  a lternative was labelea segment 7 2 .  The i nterd isciplinary stuay team 
examined bo th options in o raer to determine a preier rea alternative . 

The v i sual analy sis showed a very sl ight pr eference for seyment 7 2 .  Th is i s  

primar ily because i t  i s  located farthe r away both from Potomac ana from 
fr equently tr aveled routes . Segment 7 2  a lso crosses topog r aphy rnore suitable 
for screenirlg the line . Howeve r ,  steeper ter r a i n  and greater acces s  
requ irements make 72  raore susceptible t o  higtlly v i s ible lanascape scar r i ng . 
In contrast , impacts along segment 71 a re mo r e  mitigable ; in additio n ,  the 
l i ne would be backdropped by trees , which woula reduce i ts v i s ibility for much 
o f  i t s  leng th . 

Po tential impacts would also be lower alor� segment 72  for urban/r esiaential 

and cultural resou rce s .  For e i ther option, urban/res idential impacts would be 
few and mino r .  Segment 71 comes close to a cabin near Ashby Creek and would 
probably be more visible from Potomac ; therefore , segment 72 is slightly 
pre ferred . No ser ious impacts on cultural resources are foreseen for e i ther 
optio n .  Segment 7 2  is slightly prefer red , hmvever , s i nce 71 encounters more 
s tr uctures of possible h istor ic s ignif icance . Ref er to table 2 for a 
comparative data summa ry for these route options . 

For thr ee resource concerns- -socioeconomics , geology/soils, ana 
agr iculture- -no di scernable difference i n  impacts wer e  found fo r the two 

options . Soc ioeconomic impacts , through s imilar i n  s ignif icance , d i stinctly 
different in natur e .  Segment 7 2  would introduce a visual intrusion and ada 
more access to the backcountry . Segment 71 would af fect the area by aGaing a 
new parallel transmission line near (within a hal f�ile or so) developed and 
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developing areas . Geology/soils ifllpacts along the two options, though 
different , are similar in extent . Segment 71 crosses greater leng ths of 
sensitive soils , but im�acts associated with steeper slopes ana scatterea 
talus along segment 7 2  do not allow i t  to be chosen as the preferred option. 
Since no agr icultural land is crosseQ by either option, they were rated equal 
for agricultural impacts. 

For other resources , there woula be greater ef fects along segment 7 2  than 
along segment 71 . These include forestry , recreation, vegetation, wildlife,  
and water resources . Impacts on forestry are greater because of increased 
clearing requirements and possible interference with logging systems. 
Recreational use in the area consists of hunting , niking ,  and other dispersed 
use activities .  Segment 71 would have slightly less effect on these 
pursuits . Impacts on vegetation and water resources are raore adverse along 
segment 7 2  because of steeper slopes and greater access requirements,  but the 
differences are not signif icant . ��ildlife Impacts are lower along segment 71 
since i t  requires less access,  parallels an existing line for much of its 
length ,  and poses less impact to streams. 

Particularly significant is the increased cost of construction of segment 7 2 .  

Although seyment 7 2  is almost equivalent i n  length to segment 71 , i t  would 
cost approximately 1. 5 million dollars more ,  owing to additional an:jle towers 
and access construction. 

The overall conclusion was tilat segment 71 , the or ig inal route alternative , 
was the preferred option. Segment 72 was suggested in an attempt to minimize 
visual impacts ; however ,  the slight irrprovement in visual quality it offered 
was not j udged significant enough to offset its greatly increased cost and the 
greater impacts on other resources. 

IV. F .  CLINTON 

Althougn scoping results gave evidence that residents of the Clinton area are 
concerned about a wide variety of project-related issues and impacts, comments 
from the area on the draft EIS were limited to the line ' s  potential impacts on 
residents ,  farms,  and ranches in the Schwartz and \�allace Creek areas. 'Inese 
concerns are answered following this summary . General and specific 
discussions on this subJect appear in Chapter IV of Volume 1 .  

For alternatives in thIS area , mitigation measures have been proposed to 
reduce impacts associated with crossing the geographically constrainea Clark 
For k  River Canyon near cl inton. Proposed mitigation includes using improved 
appearance tower s ,  non-specular conductor , and treated towers to reduce visual 
impacts. Keeping clearing and permanent access road construction to a minimum 
and implementing detailed planning to revegetate access roads have been 
proposed to reduce both visual and natural resource impacts . To avoid land 
use conflicts ,  other mitigation measures involve locating the line on 
sideslopes off the valley f loor ana coordInating tower siting with pr ivate 
landowners.  
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1. Comment : 'i.h i s  i s  wr itten to protest the proposed BPA route that may cros s 
nE:ar Cl inton , l'lontana . Tne scnwart z Cr eek and/or Hallace Cr eek areas are 
heav i ly populated in area.s proposed wi th several ranches a s  wel l .  The routes 
'doul(j af fect 2 0  t arJi lles in the Schwart z  Cr eek area alone- -an area about a 
mile [,yuare , bebveen the Schwar tz Creek br iog e and the Hilwaukee track s .  
These pr oposed l ines �voula put two hor se ranches out o f  busines a s  well as 
otrler small a.g r icultural pa rcels . �Je are 10 0 percent against the proposed 
l .i nes.  

Response : Al.tbou<jl1 not f)art of tile pr oFosed Tat t  plan, segments 127 or 
12 2 ir, t.he Clinton area ar e st i l l  par t  or a fotential route . P.s stated in the 
DE IS ( t: .  IV-55) , sE':jment 127 passes wi thin 1/ 4 mi le of t lve fariTl o r  r ancr) 
rl\'Jell ing s p  one of \v'tll ch would t,e adjacent to tIle rig ht-of-way . 

l'<bout J_2 add itional r es ioE'rtce:':' .locat.ed in ttle valley .be tween tne CLa r k  For k  
R.iver and the i1l1'waukef..) tracKS \�oulo experience varying oegreE:s of ' 11  suaJ.. 
impact fr om the line and inc;:.m\'enience e.tfE:ct.s f r em constr uction acti v i  ties . 
'li1ese res idences a r e  locatee 1/ 4 to one mile from the route . 'l'he l:oute over 
the Cla r k  For k  and Schwartz Cr eek Va ] ley �,; cr esses pr lmar: i ly pasture land . No 
direct contlicts '.-;i t.tl deve loped land wou ld occur . Impacts on agci.cul t ur 2 J. 
land w'ould be : 1) reJnoval 01: small amOU:lt::, of lanu out of pr oduction under 
towe r s ; 2) interfer ence w i tt") f a.cming pract:i.c(:' .s ;  3 )  possible los s  o f  prociuction 
due te di sturbance dur i ng const.r uction (wi, i cr) is compensated f or ) . BPi\ ' s  
exper ience has DeeD that sucn i.mpacts on aqr i.cultural land are not �:>ubstantia l .  

The ��allace Cr eek lecat ion ( segment 122)  passe:? w i  thin 1/2 m ile uPf-'.l.ope of 
approximately f ive residences located along ';la11ace Cr ee k before crossing the 
Clark For k  River J ust norti1 of Cl inton . Pnmar:y etfects on these r es idents 
would be visual , w i th no di rect conflicts with developed land . 

IV. G .  ALBERI'Ol �/ C.l..ARK FORK RI VEl\. 
Comments on the Clar k For k Valley near Alberton toucheo on a wide variety of 
i ssues and recommendeo consideratlon of severa�L alternative routes . �Jhen 
these issues are treated generally , under Par t  I I  - SUBJECTS OF CDNTRGVERSY or 
Pa rt I I I  - HESOURCE CONCERNS , references to the relevant sections are shown 
below in parenthesi s .  Othe r ,  more s i te-spec i f ic comments are addresseo 
f ollowing this summary . 

Colnmentors expresseu desires to see the line kept away from residential areas , 
to use existi ng cor r idor s  whenever possible , and to have EIS hearings 
scheduled for Alberton and Huson ( see Parts I I .  C, II . G, and I I I .  A) . Others 
stated that the line should be s i ted furthe r away from residential areas to 
minimize potential health/safety , noi se ,  and TV/radio reception etfects ( see 
Part I I .  H) . One cOQITlentor expressed concern about property devaluation and 
stated that compensation should also be made to landowners adj acent to but not 
in the r ight-o f -way easement (see Part I I .  J) . Another commentor stated that 
the l ine would l imit future gr owth in the area by cr oss ing over platted 
subdivisions . 
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Several commentors stressed the economic and quality-of-llfe-related 
importance of elk populations and voiced concern about the line 1 s  potential 
adverse effects on wildlife (see Parts I II .  I and I I I .  K) . 

Some comrnentors felt that adequate consideration had not been g iven to visual 
mitigation measures in the area (see Part I I .  N) , and that hydrology impacts 
had not been properly identified (see Part I I I .  F) • 

The responses to comments which follow this summary address the consideration 
of alternative Clar k  For k  River crossings . These alternatives were suggested 
to minimize impacts in the Alberton vicinity . Additional proposed mitigative 
measures include the possible use of improved appearance towers or darkened 
towers and non-reflective conductors and reduced clearing to minimize visual 
impacts.  

1.  Comment : Several commentors suggested alternate routings to cross the 
ClarK For k  River near Alberton. These routings include : 1) crossing Petty 
Creek and 1-9 0 three miles west of Alberton and 500 yards south of the 
eastbound rest stop; 2 )  crossing the Clark Fbr k  between 'I\.lnnel and Eddy Creek ;  
and , 3 )  corning out o f  Tank Creek, crossing the Clark For k  west o f  the Sudan 
crossing and up Eddy Creek to the ridge north of Alberton. 

Response : Several Clark Fork  River crossings were studied between the 
Alberton area and the Ninemile Cree k .  Private and group meetings were 
conducted with landowners and. concerned c itizens to determine the centerline 
location that would affect the fewest people . 

The interdisciplinary team found that the suggested alternatlve to cross the 
Clark For k  River three miles west of Alberton ( #1 above) was unacceptable from 
an eng ineering standpoint. By staying south of the Clark Fork  River to the 
crossing three miles west of Alberton, the transmission line woulo traverse 
extremely steep terrain and WOUld cross perpendicular to steep-sided 
drainages .  Very few existing roads could be used through this steep area and 
an extensive new road system would be required . The s ides of the Clark Fork 
River Valley are comprised of steep , rocky slopes covered with extensive 
talus. Finding tower sites to cross Ilere woula be dlfficult , i f  not 
impossible . Since the entire valley could not be spanned , intermediate spans 
down the slopes or in the bottom of the valley would create aaditional site 
location and access problems . 

Suggestion # 2  above is approximately the location of segment 144 ( see f ig .  4 . 1  
in Volume I) . The team found this r iver crossing to be environmentally 
unacceptable . This routing would conflict with land uses where i t  crosses the 
wide Clark For k  valley bottom for two miles in private land ownership . It 
would pass within 1/2 mile (west) of a subdivided area with several existing 
homes (Big Horn Ranch Prope rties) . Host of its towers would be in full  view 
of the Big Horn Ranch Properties, tr avelers alon� the freeway, and residences 
along Ninemile Cree k .  The line would also be exposed on flat terrain with no 
backdrop to hide towers and would be in d irect conf lict with land use on the 
flat , privately owned bottomland . 
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Another alternative , suggested by residents of PonCierosa Acre s ,  would be 
between the proposeCi r iver crossing ( segment 145) , ana segment 144 . Ttlis  
crossing was founa infer ior for the same reasons as cited above . In addition, 
it would pr esen t more eng ineerinS:J probler;-[s ana \v'oula gr eatly escalate cost s .  
Compared t o  the proposea crossing , thIS alignment i s  0 . 3  miles longer and has 
tour more ang les . Unl i ke the proposea location where tne two rai lroads , 
frontag e road (Old highway) , ana Interstate 9 0  are relat ively close to the 
r i ver , these Iour transportation routes are spreaa out . In adoition, tne area 
nor til of the Inter state and SOUtll of ttle Clark For K River .i s low ,  marshy , ana 
f looded during hign water , mak in-] It unaesirable £01: a tower SIte .  

Crossi ng from the south side or: the Interstate anD railroad to a p<"..)int nor tJl 
of the r iver would requir e a span ot about 2 , 500  feet . SInce DOth sides are 
about the same elevatlon , tal l towers would be nt::cCied to maintain minimwn 
clearance above the water . rl.'he southerly towe r woul .. a be J ust over 2 CJ O  teet 
tall and the northerly tower in the range of 215 -225 feet . In aadi tio n ,  the 
FAA may require stannard r.1ar King and l l<j[ltiny on these str uctures , since this 
i s  a heavily used f light cor r idor . 

A fourth r i ver crossing alternative .is  segment 1..45 .  Th is option has the least 
environmental impact and is part of the proposed route . The centerline was 
adJ usted south to take more tm/ers, especially an ang le tower , out ot view 
of the Big Horn Ranch Properties in Section 3 4 .  vJi th thi s  alignment , the 
cleared r ight-o f-way is at an ang le so trlat it  will not be visible from 
res idence s .  However ,  parts of approximately three tower s ,  within one mile of 
the existing and proposeo homes , woula be vIs ible above the trees . 7wo 
tower s ,  botn of which would be two or more miles away from the Big Horn Ranch 
Properties , would also be visible . Other towers between these areas and the 

towers to the south along Tank Creek would not be visible . The towers would 
be visible to one pr oposed reS Ident who wi shes to orient his home toward the 
\Jest . howeve r ,  this home would be about 2 , 5 0 0  feet away from the nearest 
tower . 'Ine existing houses are f urther away and face pr imarily to the south 
or no rth .  The ir occupants would not see the line. 

The centerline has also been adj Usted to minimize other vi sual impacts . The 
residents of Ponderosa Acres in Sections 5 ,  6 ,  7 ,  and 8 w i th views to the 
north would see f ive or six towers from a aistance of one mile or more . The 
aligruoent was moved slightly to the north i n  Section 31 and 3 2  to reduce 
vi sual impacts on existing ana proposed resioences in Sections 5 ana 6 north 
of the freeway . This r i ver crossing would need about a 2 , 40 0-foot span to 
cross the highways , railroadS,  and r i ver . However , the westerly tower i s  
several hundred feet above the r i ver and typical average height structures 
should provide adequate clearance . Harking the towers for the FeQeral 
Aviation Administration is unlikely , although mar ker balls on the conductor 
and gr ound wire might be required . 'I'he proposed aligrunent crosses the least 
amount of private land ( 1 . 2  miles)  and is most compatible with proposed land 
uses in the area . 
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IV. H .  ROCK CREEK 

Cornmentors on the line ' s  potential effects in the Rock Creek area focuseo on 
the importance of Rock Creek as a productive f ishery . A few commentors stated 
that pleasant sur roundings were j ust as important to f ishermen as catching 
f ish , and expressed concern about visual etfects . Other commentors addressed 
the potential problem of sedimentation during the construction period. One 
commentor also felt that these ettects would hurt the sectors ot the local 
economy that are dependent on f ishing as a tour ist attraction (see 
Part I I I .  I ) . 

These concerns are adaressed by the comments and responses which follow . 

Specific centerline location wor k  has continued on the Rock Creek crossing to 
determine an alignment that will not be a hazard to the emergency small plane 
f lyway in Rock Creek and still minimize impacts on the natural resources and 
esthetics of the Blue RibbOn f ishing stream. Hitigation of impacts at tile 
Rock Creek crossing is discussed under the response to comment # 1 .  -nlese have 
been undertaken by joint coordination of BPA, Forest Service , and the riontana 
State Aeronautics Board . 

1 .  Comment : \Je 00 not teel the adverse signIf icance of tne visual and 
sediment impact has been adequately evaluated . The Rock Creek Fishery is 
among the most nationally recognIzed ana important in �iestern Montana . 
Visitors from most states in the U . S .  annually visit this stream . Its 
relatively undeveloped character is symbolic to many visitors of ti1e Rocky 
Mountain \Jest . 

�e crossing of Rock Creek by a 500-kV translnission lIne would violate the 
visual cr iteria that established Rock Creek as a Blue Ribbon trout stream. 
Speci fically , the high towers , the suspended line with aircratt warning (e . g . ,  
orange balls) and associated access roads would ser iously oetract from the 
aesthetic values of the lower canyon . Previous f ishermen preference studies 
have documented that aesthetic and pleasant surroundings are as important to 
f ishermen as catching f ish . Host of the R.ock Creek f ishing activity takes 
place in the lower canyon and most access by f ishermen takes place via the 
mouth of Rock Creek.  Therefore , the f ishermen-recreationists ' visual impact 
is disproportionate to the percentage of Rock Creek affecteo . The Hontana 
Chapter of the Amer ican Fisheries Society and many other people oppose the 
crossing of Rock Creek and the establishment of a corr idor through the area. 

Response :  The proposed centerline in this area has been adj usted in 
response to concerns about hazards to the emergency flyway . The proposed Taft 
Route would not parallel Rock Creek , but cross it at an angle about two miles 
south of the Clar k Fork with the conductors spanning well above the cree k .  
The line would span about 3 , 000 feet across the creek,  with the towers located 
on the side slopes of Rock Cree k .  Therefore , no clearing ot any o f  the 
r ipar ian habitat adJacent to Rock Creek is anticipated . New access roads would 
not be required across the valley bottom of Rock Cree k .  Access would be put 
in to each tower site from the upper slopes but would continue down the lower 
slopes adj acent to Rock Creek.  Existing roads on the valley bottom can also 
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be used . There would be visual impac t from the conductor s  above Roc k  Cree k .  
By curtailing constr uction and mai ntenance activitIes within the canyon , and 
by employi ng stringent erosion control s ,  adverse iIIlpacts on ea rth and water 
resources , including i ts value as a Blue Ri bbOn f i shery stream, can be avo ided . 

The conductor would be non -specular so as no t to reflect sunlight , but woul0 
probably have orange 8ar ker Dalls to increase visioil i ty to �ow f lying 
aircr at t .  The towers "JOuld be darkened to blend into the bac kground and 
raised to minimi ze clear ing . 

2 .  Comment : In aodition to this power line , we feel i ts location is a 
precedent for adaitional ut ilities . The Rock Cree k area doe s not have 
sui table ter rain to acco�modate any utilI ties . 

Response : Al thougn BPA alway s locates transmission . .Llne s  w i  t n  the idea ot 
possible f uture l i nes paral leling an existing r ight-of-way , no adaitional 
utilities are planned in L�e near future ( 1 0 -15 year s )  for the proposed 
Gar r i son-Spokane project . Tne Rock Cr eek area IS r ougn terrain but can 
accom�date several transmission lines within a utility corr idor . 

IV . 1 .  LOLO/Hn.f,ER CREEK/BLUE nOUNTAIN 

Commentor s from the I.olojfliller Creek/Blue Hountain area addressed a wiae 
var iety of issues that concernea t.l-je proJect in general and i ts potential 
iJllpacts in the local area . �Jhere these issues are treated generally , under 
Part I I  - SUBJECI'S OF' CONTROVERSY or Part I I I  - RESOUOCE COl�CERNS , references 
to the relevant section are shown below in parent.�esi s .  Other ,  more 
site-specific com�ents are addressed following this surrmary . 

Severa l residents questionea the need for th� project , g iven success of recent 
conservation efforts , reduced load forecasts , and cancellation/delay of three 
��PSS nuclear plants (see Part I I .  A) . Other comrnentors questioned the 
propr iety of holding public meetings in local areas when the i ssue of BPA ' s  
compl iance with the lIontana State Facility S i t i ng  Act had not been resolved 
( see Part I I .  G .  2 ) . Bany residents were concerned about tile long-term health 

effects of the line ( see Par t  I I . H) . They asked questions about hPA ' s  
responsibility for health effects i f . tney should occur and expressed a aesire 
to see more research conducted on the subJect .  

Host o f  the comments on local impacts o f  tile pro J ect concerned i ts potentIal 
esthetic effects .  Commentors addressed the possibil i ty of visual effects on 
Highway 93 traveller s ,  on current residents of flissoula , Lolo and Hiller 
Cree k ,  and on potential residents of proposed subdivisions ,  particularly Rodeo 
Ranchettes . Concern over these potential visual impacts prompted the Forest 
Service to suggest other route alternatives in the Blue Hountain area 
( r ig . 7 ) . Three route al ternatives were subsequently examined by the 
interdi sc iplina ry study team , and are discussed in the response to comment 
#13 . Many people expressed support for unuergrounding as a mitigation measure 
in the Bitterroot Valley (see Part I I .  M) . A few stated that i f  
underg rounding were technically feasible , i t s  cost should be borne by Pac i f ic 
Northwest power consumer s .  
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Other commentors expressed concern about the project ' s  land value and land use 
effects (see Part I I .  J) . They stated that i t  would remove agr icultural land 
from production (see Part I I I .  C) , reduce the attractiveness of local 
recreation areas (see Part I I I .  D) , and adversely affect wildlife , 
particularly deer , elk , and bald eagles (see Part I II .  K) . It was suggested 
that interested state agencies should consult with BPA personnel to minimize 
wildlife impacts in the area . Some commentors obJected to line adJ ustments 
being considered by BPA, stating that such changes simply shifted the impacts 
from one group of residents to another .  A few commentors expressed opposition 
to aer ial spray ing of herbicides on rights-of-way and to possible construction 
period effects on water resources ( see Part III .  F) . 

Several commentors from the Lolo/Miller Creek area asked about the possibility 
that the Garr ison-Spokane line would be paralleled in the future ( see 
Part  I I .  C) . And finally , a few people suggestea that an alternative route be 
examined in the area . 

Discussion of wildlife impacts and possible route alternatives in the Hiller 
Creek area are presented in the following comment/response section . 
Additional concerns over property devaluation are also discussea below. 

As detailed in Volume I ,  Chapter I I ,  mitigation measures have been proposed 
for the Hiller Creek/Lolo/Blue Hountain area. Along the first few miles of 
segment 139 , south of Hiller Creek ,  access road construction on unstable 
slopes will be limited . �Jhere the line crosses the Bitterroot RIver , a number 
of measures would minimize effects on esthetic and natural systems resources .  
Treated towers o r  towers using improved appearance design would be used, as 
would non-reflective conductor wire s .  The line WOUld be built  down the sou th  
side slope o f  Miller Creek to decrease visibility o f  tl1e towers from areas to 
the north (Hissoula) and the south (Lolo) . Ground disturbance would be held 
to a minimum and undercutting of this steep slope would be avoided . Disturbed 
areas would be reseeded linmediately after construction .  Disturbance would be 
minimized at the r iver crossing to avoid s iltation effects on the r iver and 
possible loss of bald eagle perching site s .  Up the Bitterroot Valley ' s  west 
wall into the Blue Mountain area , selective clear ing and minimal access road 
construction would avoid scarr ing effects and would increase the ability of 
the line to be absorbed by the landscape in distant views . In addition, 
undergrounding of the line at the Bitterroot River crossing was investigated 
as a mitigation measure but not recommended by the stUdY team (see Part I I .  M) . 

1 .  Cormnent : Regarding the proposed route through the Missoula area, we 
believe that the Southern Lolo Route is esthetically ugly , comes in far too 
close to contact with humans , and would be a liability to horne owners of this 
community.  

Response : If this route adversely affected property values in the 
Missoula area , then it  could be considerea a financial liability to homeowners 
in the community .  However ,  studies are conflicting and inconclusive regarding 
whether property values would be adversely affected . For a more explicit 
discussion of transmission lines ' effects on property values, please see 
Appendix D :  "Social and Economic Considerations, " p .  2 -17 . 'Ibis issue is 
also addressed under Part  I I .  J of th is Volume . 
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conder:lnat icIl arid prel :i.Inin.ary C�C11�>t.r uc t�Lcirl (",for k ir o.rn Ga.r I �:� �:�)n VJest lt It. 
thereto:ce af.j)ears that tJ)e decision is raaae f tJlat ()u r  ·t:L.(;�,�9 �-rt:.s or .f):rc' t e s c ;·� 
useless ... 

Response : As i.nd icat.eo. at. ... ove , t.te Taf t  :!?lan woll.Lu c r c;.:;s. tne open ;'Ct,: ·:;;c:e 
en tEE� r2tl1cb . AlthoL:9b th i s  route is proposed ! no QE'c :i : ,i (,r: en a propo::',t<� 
:::outing has bee11 macie '" _Hi�.Jklt'-()t "'·�id_'i acquisi t.i.()n �i l J ,l  nc' t. :·-·�:-� i n  en t.ne 
Gar ci son-SfX)Kane l i ne u.nt.i ':"  after cilc Record ot DeC i :" i C l. i.n the sl-'r i r;g ci:: 
1Sb 3 .  However ,  land acquisi tion pc oceeoings ( i n  some C6ses; cono.e.mna t ion 
pr ocecG t ng s )  have be'::J u n  on L':1e '1.\oh'n:::'�Fnd- Ga r r ison li ne ea.::.:t oj: Gar r i so n  

Subst.ation . 

_J o Cor:lIaent : Segments 13 9 ana 14:2 pass i n  close prox i.!-.:ll C.:'l tu tne boun(i"il: ;. ,. � :  
o.E the Lolo Tr a i l  Nat i ona.l Histo r ic Lancinar k ,  and segment ') passe s nea r  
glac ial Lake l ii ssoula Nat ional Nat ur.al Landma rk . 'l'hese :'Oi. tes nave been 
des ignar.ed for the i r  outstandin9 h i stor ic or natural qua L  t.ie s .  Al thOllSltl nc 
s tatut ory pr otection rla�i Loeen g iven to these areas , every et fort shoulu ,be 
made to avo i d  any adverse lin.pacts . If the t inal route o f: the transmiss lUr, 
l ine i ncludes these segments , we r econlITlend that vi sual impac ts on these ar ea�; 
be r educed as much as possible . 

Response : The cross i ng of the 1.010 Tr a i l  ( s egments 13S1 and 142)  i s  in an 
ar ea-that nas already been mod i f ied by Highway 9 3  and tbe ra11road . Vi s ua l 
iJ.lpacts are f urther r' eouced by selec ting a route of short vi sual duration to 
traveler s ,  rai s i ng tower he ig tlts to reduce tree clea r i ng , or chang i ng tower 

des ign i f  the s i tuati on war rant s .  The glac i al Lake M1 ssoula National Natura.l 
Lanc:irnar k i s  over four miles away from route alternative s ana o n  the o ttler side 
of a divide from segment S .  
4 .  Comment: The f i r st miles of segment 139 \-JOuld be vis ible from Lo .lo and 
Southwes t  Missoula and . • • the Miller Creek res idential area . 'i'hree miles 
o f  tower s will be seen going uph i ll west of the Bi tterroot r i ver . BPA ' s  
orange mar ker high on the h i ll no r th of cahoot canyon can be seen t rom 
Southwest Mi ssoula and Lolo and beyono . If the tower i s  placed there , i t will 
be s kylig Ilted for miles . Mitigatio n ,  aga i n ,  i s  to unde rground . 

Re sponse : BPA recogni zes the h 1gh vis ibil i ty of th i s  l ine to residents of 
wlo , i\li ller Creek and Southwes t  Missoula.  Adj u stments have been made to 
reduce the v i s ibility zone as much as possible . Spec ial m i t igat10n measures 
such as towe r dar kening , reduced clea r i ng and possibly the use o f  improvea 
appearance s tr uc tures w i ll be used . Underg r ound ing i s not pr oposed . ( See 
I I .  H for a mor e  deta i led a i scuss ion of unde rgrounding . )  
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5 .  Corrunent: He have been told that the reason for the placement i n  the Rodeo 
Ranchettes area i s  out of consideration for Lolo residents . I drove to 1010 , 
• • • and saw that the route places the �ower line in dlrect view of Lolo . 
The placement on the north slope instead of the south slope of Cahoot canyon 
puts i t  out of their line of sight up until it exits the mouth of the Cahoot 
canyon • • •  we expect no objection to this small adJ ustment . Li10ving it  to 
north slope . ]  

Response : The placement of the line in the Hiller Creek Valley (Rodeo 
Ranchette area) is an effort to decrease the zone of visibility as much as 
possible by taking advantage of the topography . Direct impacts on some 
viewers will be unavoidable . However ,  the cur rent alignment takes best 
advantage of the terrain for screening and has the least overall impact.  

6.  Corrunent :  In Miller Creek the route passes within one-half mile of a small 
residential development of 85 homes,  plus approximately six more across the 
valley floor . The line also crosses through the middle of a planned 225 uni t  
subdivision that is already approved . The line will force lots back down into 
the valley floo r ,  which had been set aside as a buffer zone . 

Response : As indicated in the araft EIS (Chapter IV) , visual effects on 
land use in the existing residential developments would be minimal due to 
landform screening . The EIS mentions that the six additional resldences along 
the nor th edge of the valley floor will have direct views of the line from 
less than 1/2 mile .  

The draft EIS (p . IV-55) also discusses the fact that the Taft route crosses 
part of the proposed Rodeo Ranchette planned uni t development . Based on maps 
provided to Hissoula County \Jith the zoning appllcation, the line would cross 
approxlinately nine lots,  all in Phase I I .  The line would conflict with the 
development of these particular lots, and would intrude visually on adJacent 
portions of the development . 

r1iller Creek is one of the few locations in the Missoula area where a 
transmission line can be located without direct impact on developed lana . The 
proposed route was located to disrupt as little as possible the future 
development of this subdivision, while also minimi zing effects on adjacent 
developed areas . Locating either to the south ( towards Lolo) or to the north 
(toward the South Missoula hills) would create worse visual impacts and 

possible direct conflicts with existing residences and developed land . Since 
the proposed planned unit development is in the planning stages and only one 
of six planned phases is directly crossed , it  would be possible to revise the 
development plans . This would be a less ser ious impact than the direct 
crossing of existing developed land uses. Since the route crosses lots in the 
northern part of the development which are on or adjacent to tl1e valley floor 
already , there is no evidence that the line would force lots onto the valley 
floor . It appear s that there are numerous suitable locations upslope for 
rel�ating affected phases of the development . 

7 .  Corrunent : I would recorrunend that the Hiller Peak Route be used . Also , in 
talking to the landowner involved , he would cooperate with access that would 
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locked a t  all time s, easing the' traf f ic involved t o  your line . The route 
Jld also have less impact on litestyles involved and be less ot an eyesore . 

would cross less productive forest land and disturb less wildlife habitat . 

short , the improvement of existing roads and building of new WOUld be tar 
ss of a headache than going the easy route w i th rnuch more exposure to 
,ndalism and disturbance ot a very tender and aesthetic area . 

Response :  The ni·1iller Peak" routing option was studiea ana found 
� easible for the following reasons : 1) if tile al ignment were put on the 
)uthwest slopes of Miller Peak , the transmission line would be visible to a 
eat part of the Bi tterroot Valley ; 2 )  the line WOUld be very near an 

·:isting residence ; ana 3 )  although a route was developed to the north which 
'uld avoid visual impact on the Bitterroot Valley and the resicience , upon 
21d analysis the route was found to be unbuildable because no adequate 
Iling or str ing ing sites were available . 

Co�ent : At the present time , accord ing to your maps, you have two routes 
':)sen. One i s  at the head ot Hiller Cr eek ana the other i s  on the north 
)uth j  side of Hiller Peak . I understand that i t  is more convenient to make 
e of existing roads in the areas chosen. But I feel that there are several 
:falls to thi s  thinking that should be considered on whiCh I will 
3.l:xnate . Concerning the two routes in the Hiller Cr eek-t-liller Peak area 
?gTIlents 13 7 and 128) • • • the headwater s of Miller Creek ( segment 13 7 )  
11d be disturbed by your constr uctlOn ana heavy machinery and would affect 
:: entire drainage . This area is ve ry tender and should not be disturbed . 

is  also used by wilalite such as deer and moose for fawning grounds . 
_ ouse also inhabi t  thi s area for nesting . Fish spawn there and are fed into 
,(3 entire leng th of Miller Cr eek . 

Re sponse : As discussed in Volume I ,  the maJ or impac t on wildlife from 
�nsmiss ion lines is from access roads . Consequently , i t  is usually better 

use existing roads whenever possible . Disturbance to deer fawning and 
Jse calving grounds may result from construction activitie s .  However , 
1struction activities would only result in short-term impacts . 

minimi ze or reduce the overall disturbance along this area, the followi ng 
.igation measures will be used during -and af ter construction : 1)  

nstruction will be limited dur ing periods of adverse weather or ground 
inditions ; 2 )  disturbed areas will be seeded with qUick-growing gr ass sFecies 
sily adaptable to the Site ; and 3)  erosion control measures , such as 
linage str uctures and low-gradient road cuts , will be used in frag ile and 
nsitive areas.  

Comment : You have two routes chosen . One is at the head of Hiller Creek 
?gment 13 7 )  and the other is on the no rth (south J  side of Hiller Peak 
egment 128) . The route at the head of i1iller Cr eek and along the Holloman 
jdle Road crosses very productive and well-managed forest land , especially 
om riiller Cr eek to the Davis Po int area. The other route would cause fewer 
:ects. 
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Response : In the Hiller Cr eek-Hiller Peak area , the data shows that the 
southerly route (Hiller Creek- -the environmentally preferred route) has less 
impact on high , moderate , and low productivity forest lands . 

Route 

Miller Creek ( souther ly) 
Hiller Peak ( northerly )  

productivity Impact Potential 
High Hoderate Low Non-forest 

Hiles Crossed 
0 . 1  7 . 4  . 8  . 9  
1 . 6 8 . 3  1 . 7  . 8  

10 . Comment :  The area of the head of Miller Creek is very scenic , has a lot 
of esthetic value , and is used very heavily by the residents of the Hiller 
Creek drainage as a recreation area. 

Response : The interdisciplinary tean ' s  route impact analysis and ranking s  
demonstrated that recreational use and value of the two routings i s  
essentially the same , with no preference for either . 7he southern route 
option was selected as environmentally preferred by considering recreation in 
combination with other resources such as socloeconomics, torestry , wildlife , 
vegetation, wate r ,  geology/soils,  esthetics,  and engineer ing/site 
development . This analysis is summarized in Figure 19 , Garr ison-Missoula 
Compar ison �Jorkshop , in Attachment 3 ,  Appendix A, ''Methodology . '' 

11 . Corrrrnent: Let me try to explain the difticult posi tion in which BPA 
proposes to place Miller Creek residents : we cannot,  i n  the depressed real 
estate market which exists,  sell our homes and move . It  we could expect a 
sale at all, it  would only be at great financial loss;  a loss which I ,  for 
one , am not in a position to be able to sustaln. 

Response :  For a more complete discussion o f  research o n  transmission line 
e ffects on land values, please see page 2-17 of Appendix D, "Social and 
Economic Considerations , "  and Part I I .  J of this volume . As discussed there , 
the research on this sUbJect has contradictory results about whether and in 
what magnltude transmission lines affect property values .  ( TO date , no 
stud ies have shown any appreciable effect on residential property value at 
distances greater than 500 feet trom the line . )  

12 . Corrrrnent : The lines in the Miller Creek/Bitterroot River area would cross 
nearby bald eagle populations and be at the height they tend to soar . �Je are 
very concerned about collisions with the lines.  

Response :  In compliance wi th the Endangered Species Act ,  Bonneville Power 
Administration ( BPA) prepared a biological assessment on the effect ot the 
proposed transmission line on the bald eagle . This assessment evaluated the 
potential for bald eagle collisions. Review of the literature has shown that 
bald eag les do occasionally collide with power lines.  However , most 
cOllisions tend to be with low-voltage lines.  Bald eagle collisions wi th high 
voltage transmission lines (such as the proposed facility) are not considered 
a major problem. This is generally attr ibuted to the high visual acuity of 
eagles,  to their good flight maneuverability , and to the large size of 
transmission line conductors ( 16-inch bundles for the proposed line) which 
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make them more visible . \�illaan Associates (1982)  conductea a b i rd collision 
study of a 500-kV tr ansmission l ine crossing of the Colwnbia River . Their 
observations suggested that bald eagles had no aver sion to flying across the 
line ,  and they recoraea no collis lons or linear collis ions . "  They concluaed 
that the line had no negative impact on bala eagle s .  

Based o n  the evidence above , EPA aoes not feel that the proposed line ,Jill 
pose a ser lOUS coll ision hazard to bald eagle s .  

13 . Comment : Visual impacts on l'1issoula , Lolo , ana nearby areas coulc5. be 
mitigatea by relocation of the line in the Blue Hountain area.  

Re sponse : The interdisciplinary team examined three route alternatives to 
the or ig inal route in the Blue I'lountain are a .  'These alternatives include 
segment 81 , a readJ ustment ot the orig inally proposed route r unning through 
Deadman Gulch , and two alternatives w!1 ich pass through the Sleeman Cree k area 
to the south . Segment 823 , ot tile southerrunost alternative ( segments 8 21 , 
� 2 3 , and 824) , is located on the nortn-facing slope of Sleeman Cree k .  'Itle 
remaining alternative cons ists o f  segfJents 8 21 ,  8 2 2 ,  ana 8 2 4 ,  with segment 8 2 2  
located along Sleeman Creek ' s  south-fac ing slope . 

The study team ' s  consensus was that the northernmost alternative using 
segment 81 was a clear and highly prefer red choice . I t  rankea best for all 
resource topics ana all of the concerns that were des ignatea as dr iving 
factors (wilalife , geology/soils,  esthetic s ,  ana eng ineering/s ite 
developfJent) . No clear pr eference between the southern alternatives coula be 
made . It  was noted howeve r ,  that the alternatIve using segment 8 2 2  favorea 
human and land use concerns while the alternatlve incorporat ing 8 2 3  r educed 
impacts on natural resources .  (Also see the data swrunary , table 2 . ) 

Segment 81 would intrude less on aeveloped areas ana woula af fect f ewer 
residences than the southern options . It WOUld cross less pr ivate lana , 
(other than corporate holdings) and af fect fewer lanaowner s .  The southernmost 
route was the worst for both these resource s.  

Esthetic impacts would also be lower along segment 81 , assuming that proper 
mitigation is implemented (see last paragraph of this summary) . The line 
would be more compatible with the landforms and impacts �"oula be more easily 
mitigated here than along the other alternative s .  Constructlon of the line 
from Hi ller Creek to meet eitiler of the souti1ern alternatives would force 
locating an angle tower fartner out into the valley , thereby mak ing ei t!1er of 
those l ines more visible to tr avelers nortilbound on Highway 9 3 .  The small 
narrow drainages encountered by the southern routes are visually incompatible 
wi th the larg e towers needed for th is projec t .  In aadition, steep slopes, 
especially along segment 822 , and access requirements would prOduce highly 
visible road cuts and construction scar s .  

The natural resource concerns all favo rea segment 81.  It avoids cri tical big 
game winter r ange , whereas segr,1ent 8 2 2  cuts through the last r emaining 
critlcal winter range in this vicinity: It  crosses better ter rai n ,  \Jhereas the 
southern options encounter slopes in excess o f  7 0  percent , shallow soils , ana 
rock outcrops and would distur b the least vegetation .  
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Segment 8 1  i s  preferred because i t  would have a lower intensity o f  forest 
management impacts . The southernQost alternative would cause significant 
impacts from clear ing in an area sensitive to d isruption. Agr icultural land 
located on the valley bottoms of r.1iller Creek and the Bitterroot River would 
be affected least by segment 81 . Either southern option would require 
placement of an angle tower farther out in tl1e valley , thereby causing greater 
agr icultural inconvenience and construction-per iod impacts. 

Segment 81 is highly preferred from an engineering viewpoint : It presents 
fewer engineer ing problems and would be signif icantly less expensive to build 
than the other options because of fewer angles and less access needed . 

The consideration of alternative alignments (summar ized above) was one of the 
proposed mitigation measures for the Blue I'fOuntain area. Additional measures 
include use of non-specular conductor and treated towers to mlnimize visual 
impacts . The use of taller towers is also being considered to minimize 
clearing and i ts associated visual iiupacts . These mitigation measures woula 
increase the line ' s  potential to be absorbed by the landscape . Proposed 
minimization of access road construction and ground disturbances WOUld also 
reduce visual and associated environQental impacts . 

14 . Comment: In section I I ,  page 3 1 ,  moving segment 142 f urther south is 
discussed . This might reduce the impact a small amount for one part of the 
population, but would increase the impact on another portion. If this is 
considered , hearings should be held to allow public cOlrnnent . 

Response : Ttle alignment was shifted 1/2 mile south of the original route 
south of Blue Hountain. (This new alignment was called segment 81 and is 
discussed in the previous response . )  This change was a minor adj ustment 
designed to put me line further away from me Blue Hountain IDokout tower 
without affecting other developed areas and without increasing impacts on 
residences near the orig inal 142 route (see segments 81 and 8 0 2 ,  f ig .  6 ) . 

15 . Comment : For about the past 16 years I have leased for livestock grazing 
section 16 , T12N , R2 (Jt� ,  owned by me State of L1ontana,  and me adjoining 
section 21 to the south, ownea by Champion Int . Timberlands. BPA is 
apparently currently considering having a 500-kV power line pass through me 
north edge of said section 16 , ana soum of Deadman Gulch. Moving me power 
line soum of the bottom of Deadman Gulch to open areas in section 16 would 
have an adverse environmental impact on a considerable number ot wildlife . 
This area in section 16 and all of section 21 comprises me winter range of up 
to 50 head of elk and the year round habitat of about 3 0  head of deer and 
several bald eagles . On April 19 last from my residence I counted 2 7  head of 
elk and on mis date , Apr il 2 0 ,  4 3  head of elk., and 24 deer grazing this area 
within sight of motorists driving on Highway 9 3  south from IDlo to Hissoula . 
This i s  also calving area for elk cows during Hay each year . There are elk. in 
this area from November mrough Hay each year , with larger number s dur ing me 
winter and spr ing months . 

Comment: The elk ' s  relatively small winter range has been f urther 
restr icted during the past four years by a subdivision and construction in 
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Sle�nan Cree k .  It  is respectfully suggested that interested state agenc ies 
may wish to consult with EPA in an ef fort to prevent severe aaverse ef fect of 
the power line on thi s  progressively diminishing winter range , and the 
wildlife in th is area . 

Corrnnent : There are also eag les, toxes and numerous wildlife �vhich we have 
always trlea to protect from human invasion. It  would seem unreasonable to 
install a huge power line that would be detr imental to th is pr i stine area . 

Con�ent :  • • •  instead o f  observing el k ,  deer , and other wildlife on the 
Ba ld Hills of the southern port ion of Section 16 during the winter and spr ing 
from fou r lane highway 9 3  south from Lolo to Bissoula , the thousands of daily 
motor ists using th is highway would be treated to a huge power line with 
17 S-foot stee l tower s.  

Response : As sllinrnar ized in response #13 , BPA has evaluated several 
routing alternatives through the Sleeman, Deadman, and ��orden Gulch area,  and 
is aware of the importance of this area to wildlife , particularly to big game 
which i s  reflected in the wildlife analysis for this routing alternative . 
(HildHfe impacts in general are di scussed in Volume I ,  Chapter IV. ) The 
Dea&nan Gulch alternative would have the least impact on critical big game 
winter areas compared to the southern alternatives (Sleeman or �jorden Gulch) , 
as the route i s  conf ined largely to north-facing slope s .  BPA has consultea 
with the Forest Service and with Montana Deparbnent of Fish, �Jildlife , and 
Par k s ,  and they concur with BPA ' s  f inding that the Deadman Gulch alternative 
would have the least impact on \v'ildlife .  BPA will consult f urther witn these 
agenc ies in development of mitigation measures i f  this route should be 
selected . 

On the proposed aligment , three or tour towers would be vlsible to northbouna 
traveler s .  lhi s  location would not preclude wildl if e f rom continuing to use 
th is area ( see Biolog ical and Electrical Effects and W ildlite discusslons , 
Chapter IV) but i t  may detract from the visual experience of passing motorists. 

16 . Corrnnent : Under social considerations : segments 138 and 139 [Miller 
Creek area] have high alienation in regards to the proposed route even though 
the EIS doesn ' t  recog ni ze it . 

Re sponse : On page 4 -24 of Appendix D,  "Social and Economic 
Cons iderations , "  segments 1.38 and 139 are assigned "considerable" or "high" 
levels of alienation . The alienation level on segments 138 and 13 9 was 
considered high throughout the route evaluation process.  The text of Volume 1 
has been changed to ref lect this data. 

IV. J .  11ISSOULA 

Re sidents of the Mi ssoula area share interests in a var iety of study-area-wide 
issues and voice strong concer ns about site-spec i f ic issues as well .  The 
corrnnents received were pr edominantly on subJ ects ot controversy and resource 
concer ns related to the Ulissoula Valley in genera l .  The most frequently 
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mentioned issues included health and safety , undergrounding , esthetic effects, 
property values,  need for the line , and revenues foregone because of BPA ' s  
tax-exempt status. 

Such issues are treated generally elsewhere ( i . e .  Part I I  - SUBJECTS OF 
CONTROVERSY or Part III  - RESOURCE CONCERNS) , but summarized here with 
references to the relevant section in parenthesis. The site-specif ic concerns 
received were focused enough to identify three distinct geographic areas of 
concern in the �lissoula area--the Rattlesnake National Recreation Area, the 
Lolo/l>liller Creek;Blue I10untain areas, and the Rattlesnake/Grant/Butler Creeks 
areas. The specif ic comments and responses to them are discussed in these 
parts rather than here,  although two site-specific comments are addressed 
following this summary . 

Nevertheless , Missoula Itself is a place of special concern. It is located 
centrally in the study area, and would be affected to some degree no matter 
which alternative is chosen for this project. It has the largest concentration 
of people in the region. Many residents are interested and active in 
community affairs and reg ional issues, a fact reflected in the statistics on 
comments received for the Gar rison-Spokane £IS . As discussed in the 
Introduction to this Volume ana shown in f igure 2 ,  t1issoula County accounted 
for almost 2 , 00 0  comments or about 4 7% of the total number of comments 
received on the project. 

Bany commentors on health and safety cited results of studies showing that 
long-term health eftects coula exist and stressed the need for more research 
on the subject ( see Part I I .  H) . Esthetic concerns focused on impacts that 
would be felt by local residents every day and the overall feeling that a 
transmission line would detract trom the beauty of tile Montana environment 
(see Part  II I .  J) . Many of these comments expressed support for under
grounding the line near Missoula ( see Part I I .  M) ana for keeping it  as far 
away from people and residents as possible (see Part I I I . A) . 

Many commentors questioned the need for the line , citing concerns about 
transmitting power to an area that was not completing its own energy 
facilities (�WPSS) ( see Part I I .  A) . Others expressed concern about plans for 
additional transmission lines and the possibility that they might parallel the 
Garrison-Spokane Proj ect (see Part I I .  C) . 

Several people addressed the studies and methodology used in preparing the EIS 
(see Part II .  G. 2 ) . Specific areas of concern included the health and safety 
studies (see Part I I .  H) , the socieoeconomic interview process (see Part  
III.  I ) , the accuracy of  geology and soils data (see Part I II .  G) , the 
segmentation of the Tbwnsend-Garr ison-Spokane line into two proj ects (see 
Part I I .  D) , and the need for review by the l10ntana State Board of Natural 
Resources and COnservation (see Part I I .  D) . 

Finally , several commentors trom the Missoula area addressed the line ' s  
potential effects on property values and the county ' s  tax base (see Part 
I I .  J ) . An interrelated concern was the revenues that would be foregone 
because portions of the line would be built by BPA, a tax-exempt agency , and 
not by Montana Power Company, as had or iginally been planned ( see Part I I .  K) . 
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1 .  CoILlment : Fir s t ,  ti1e BPA has igno red the visual eftec t that a l ine through 
the eX1 sting corr idor i-Joulci have on the entire northern vista ot 11l ssoula . It 
has consiaered th.e visual impact in the vic i n i ty ot tl1e line , bu t has ignoreo 
the \vider per spective . 

Corrment : Crossing the Ra ttlesnake Valley and ti1e nor thern f oothi lls of 
the Hissoula Valley would destroy the entire northern vista trom the c i ty and 
be visible to tens of thousandS ot res idences ana people . Tni s  i s  not 
reflected on the visual alterations cor r idor impact map . 

Re sponse : Viewer sens itivity and viewer exposure waps i n  Appendix C (ma� 
volLffile)  show thi s  segment (117)  to be in a high impact zone . The visual 
alteration !.lap does not ref lect a hign im[Jact because th i s  map cor.Jbines 
changes to landscape quality w i th the capabil ity of the landscape to absorb a 
tr ansmission l ine . Although the landscape here coula absorb the line withou t 
extensive sca r r i ng from access roads and/or clear i ng ,  i t  still \/Ould be a 
significant impact because i t  woula be v1s ible to so many people resia ing in 
Missoula . This i nformation has been added to the f i nal EIoS ( VolLffile I )  . 

2 .  Comment : 'rtle g rowth ot Mi ssoula towara the south should be considered as 
an unportant t actor when discus s i ng ur ban res ioential impacts . 

Response : The E IS recog nizes that a line [,lay have eitects on f uture 
resiciences or oevelopments . The EIS states (p . IV-S :i )  tha t there woula be 
vi sual i ntrusion on homes which may be bu ilt south ot H1ssoula. For tne 
reasons discussed above , tim/eve r ,  locati ng tne line in thi s  area should not be 
a deterrent to Hissoula I s continuea soutnward g r mvth .  

3 .  Cor,1filen t :  Another example o f  the unreal ity ot the soc ial evaluation 
process can be founa on f'agcs IV-25 ana IV-7 S .  He re tile al ienation lev'.::l tor 
the N1nemile Valley area i s  g i ven as "raoderate . "  In contrast , the Rattlesnake 
Valley cross ing is g iven an alienation level ot "cons 1aerable . "  Th is 
alienation s ignif icance level for the i�ineraile Valley area should be changea 
to cons iderable . Although we nave controlled any pUDl ic d i sf;lay ot anSJer , tne 
c i t i zen comments , questions , and statements at the scop i n� seSS1on s ,  meetings 
conducted by Senator Bauc us , or the DEIS review meeting , could hardly be 
termed nrl100er ate" alienation .  IDeal anger at the HPPSS f iasco has i n  i tself 
generated a "cons iderable " level of al ienation. Anyone who attended the 
Missoula Electric Cooperative annual meeting would attest to that fact . 
Comments sucb as " i f  they bui la them , we ' 1.1 knock tnem dm,n" are not maae by 
people "moaerately" alienated . 

Re sponse : Although i no ividuals in L�e tJinemile ana Rattlesnake valleys 
may exhiti t similar high levels of al ienation towa rd the proposed projec t ,  
there a r e  two d i f f erences in overall al 1enation between the two valleys . 
Fir s t ,  th<.: number of people who '"jould be af fected by the .Line i s  s ignif lcantly 
greater i n  the Rattlesnake Valley . Second , the upper end of tne Rattlesnake 
Valley , by virtue of i t s  designation as a IJational Recreation Area ,  would 
i nsp ire s ignificant OPf;osition t r om local , reg 1onal , anu national interests . 
'lhe soc ioeconomic team felt that al ienation i n  the Rattlesnake Valley should 
be called "high " whi le alienatlon in tne Ninemile area s.hould be calleo 
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"moderate" in order to ref lect th is ditference . The s ignif icance of 
alienation (high, moderate , low) was a descr iptive term in the socioeconomic 
ranking pr ocess , but all alienation areas were g iven equal weight . 

IV. K .  RATrLESNAKE NATIONAL RECREATIOa AREA 

Commentors on the Rattlesnake tJRA addressed a wide range of issues . �vhere 
these issues are treated generally under Part II - SUbJECTS OF CONTROVERSY or 
Part I II - RESOUOCE CONCERNS ,  references to the relevant section are shown in 
the s��a ry below in parenthesi s .  Other , more site-specif ic COffiQents are 
addressed following this surmnary . 

Several comnentors , using petltions , stated that the proposed tr ansmission 
line would destroy the recreational value of this prime and heavi ly used area 
(see Part I I I . D) . Other individual commentors stated that a transmission 

line would conflict wi th Federal mandates to protect the resources for which a 
National Recreation area i s  recogni zed and that the dr aft EIS ignorea 
available research on the flora,  fauna , and recreational patterns in the 
Rattlesnake NRA . Nany commentors f elt that because of these inadequacies , the 
case against any route through the NRA is stronger than that stated i n  the EIS 
( see Part I I .  G) . 

t-'lany commentors on the line ' s  visual effects stated that a cleared 
r ight-o f -way and tower would destroy the natural values of the area (see 
Part I I I .  J ) . Other comnentors stated that road and r ight-of-way construction 
would disturb sensitive soils and vegetative cover , and also lead to 
deter ioration of water quality and local municipal water supplies ( see 
Parts I I I .  F and I I I .  L) . A few stated the lines would hinder aer ial f i re 
suppression and lead to more man-caused f ires ( see Part I I I . B) . One 
comnentor stated that the line would reduce the value of the NRA as an 
educational area . 

1 .  Comment: Because pr oblem soils are cr ossed [ i n  the Ra ttlesnake NRA] , 
sedimentation from construction ,  clearing and road building will endanger 
Missoula municipal water supply . 

Comment : Concern was expressed for the impacts on wlldlife in the 
Rattlesnake National Recreation Area , especially on elk and deer winter rang e .  

Comment :  Concerns were expr essed that a routing through the Rattlesnake 
National Recreation Area would so severely impact the natural values 
( resources and lanascapes) that the recreation value would be destroyed in the 

portion of the NRA that receives the most use . Ther e  was also a concer n that 
not enough attention was paid to available data on use and as a result the 
intensity and magnitude of the impact on recreation was understated in the 
analysis.  

Comment :  Fr iends of Rattlesnake [ F . O . R . ] opposes the route alternative 
that would pass through the Rattlesnake National Recreation Area for these 
reasons : 
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Thi s  route would violate both the intent ot Congress and mandate ot +-he BFA . 
In the Rattlesnake Nat ional Recreation Area and �hlderness Act of 19 80,  
Congress f inas that the lands o f  the NRA "have h igh value tor municipa l 
water shed , recreat ion , wildlife habi tat , and ecological and eaucational 
purJ?Ose s . " The Act aeclare s  i t  to be the policy ot Cbngress to promote the 
water shed , recreational , wilalife and educational values ot the NRA lands . 

I t  is BPA ' s  mandate , as stated in the Pac i t i c  Northwest Electric Power 
Planning and Conservation Act ,  "to protect , rrntigate ano enhance the f ish and 
wi ldl ife"  ot the Columbia River ana its tributarie s .  'These cong ressional 
f inding s  and jJo l lc ies , as we:Ll as the BPA ::1a,.r�;j.te , are not compatible wit�l the 
construction of a high voltage power line thro\.:.sr. the Rattlesnake Recreation 
Are a .  

The DEIS recO<jni zes refJeated.i.j (pp . 1 I I -2,  IV-36, 1'1-8 ::» tEat the impacts of a 
powe r l ine would no t be consistent ana compatible with the legally de: L nea 
purpose of N'RA , "pro tecting i t  against non-recreational development" 
( p .  11 1 -2 ) . But the DEIS reasons that , since lines are not speci fically 

prohibi ted by law, such a linE: would probably be allowed . Th i s  concJ.usion i s  
clear ly i n  conflict with the findings o f  Cbng ress as stated i n  the Rattlesnake 
HRA and �H lderness Act and ';;,ith tne uses that the act is intended to preserve 
and to promote . For i t  woula be compelled 'Co seek the protection of the 
courts to safeguard the intent of the RattlesnaKe i�RA and �hlderness Act and 
of the uses spec if ied there i n . fRen the limi ted and partially f lawed findings 
of: the BPA r egardi ng the impact of a power line on the N RA  suffice to shm." 
that the power line ' s  impact wou ld be devastati ng  to the "high value for 
municipal watershed , r ecreation, wildlife habi tat, and ecolog ical and 
educational pu rposes " which the act is designed to protect . 

Re sponse : S("(jrnent 114 across the Rattlesnake National Recreation Area was 
identit iea as an alternative to avoid the dense resiaential area in lower 
Ra ttlesnake Cr eek . The DBIS discussed the serious impacts that woula occur in 
the recreation a rea , not only on the recreation expe rience , bu t also in terms 
of the visual intrusion, disruption ot key bi(::3 g ame habitat , and i ncreased 
po tentia l Lor s0jimentation that would occur . However ,  at the time ot the 
or iginal analysis ano route ranld ngs ( see Appendix A ,  "l'lethodology" ) the 
interdIsc iplina ry team could not maKe a clear preference between thi s  route 
and tne souther ly option (segBents 115, 116) through the residential area. 
Tni s  lack of JI.:;solution led to a decis ion to car ry bo th routes through the 
environmental rev i ew process for public CODffient . 

·}'he volume and character o f  puhlic corrunent as reflected in the above mater ial 
re inforced the signif icance of .lll1pac ts ot bUllding a line here and led to 
turther discussion among the team and consultation among BPA, the Forest 
Ser vice , the Bureau of Land Management , and the State of Hontana . As a 
result , segment ] 14 through the Pattlesnake NAA has been eliminated from the 
preferred routes for the Hot Spr ings and Plains plans . 
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I V .  L. NORl'H rUSSOUIA (GRAN'I'/BUTLE.R/RA'I''I'LESNAKE CREEKS) 

Hhen these issues are treated generally uncier Part II - SUEJECTS OF 
CONTRCNERSY or Part I I I  - HESOURCE CONCERNS , references to the relevant 
section are shown below in parenthesi s .  Other ,  more si te-specif ic connnents 
are addressed following this swrunary . 

Cormnentors from the area nor th of Hissoula stated that the proJect wa s 
undesirable and focused on its proximity to resiaences ( see Part I I I . A) , 
potent ial for paralleling ( see Part I I .  C) , construction-per iod disruption to 
res idences ( see Part I I I .  G) , visual disturbance to people enterirB the 
Rattlesnake NRA (see Part II I .  J) , noise pollution ( see Pa rt I I .  H) , and 
disturbance to wildlife from people who would enter the area on new access 
roads (see Part I I I .  K) . Individual commentors also expresseo concern about 
the uncertainty which surrounds the line ' s  potential long-terrn health ef fects 
(see Part I I .  H) . They were also concerned about res idential property 

devaluation ( see Part I I .  J ) , potential hindrance of f ire suppress ion ( see 
Part I I I . B) , and visual effects on local residences and on the northern vista 
from Hissoula ( see discussion below) • 

Comments on the less developed Grant and Butler Creek areas aodressed many of 
the above issue s ,  but focused on visual and property value effects and the ir 
consequences for f uture res idential development in the two valleys. The 
cornrnentors noted the rapid rate at which both valleys are being subdivided and 
stated that a transmiss ion line WOUld impair thi s  development and reduce land 
use f lexibility in the area . One petition stated that i n  the future as many 
as 2 , 0 0 0  homes in Butler and Grant Cr eek could be affected by the lines. 

Proposed mitigation measures for alternatives in this area included 
consideration of underg rounding the line in the Rattlesnake Creek area . This 
measure is not proposed , however (see Part I I . l'l) . To help reduce visual 
intrusion to res idential areas (Rattlesnake area , segments 115 , 116 ; Grant and 
Butler Creeks,  segment 117) , the use of treated tower s  and non-specular 
conductor have been recommended . Both the existing 230-kV line and a short 
port ion of the proposed line near the ['lontana Power Company Rattlesnake 
Substation would be rerouted from the existing r ight-ot-way to avoid direct 
conflicts where residences and a neighborhood par k have encroached on the 
present r ight-of-way . The recormnendea departure from paralleling the existing 
line for a sho rt distance near the Lincolnwood Subdivision woula also 
implement the use of improved appearance tower s .  I n  addition, due t o  the 
presence of sensitive soil materials in the area,  stringent erosion controls 
and construction practices would be employed . 

1 .  Comment : The route across the Rattlesnake Valley would have a devastati ng 
effect on existing residences in densely settled areas and would have adverse 
effects on thousands of homes in future subdivision s .  BPA did not consider 
thi s  suff iciently . 

Re sponse : Volillne I descr ibes the effects on existing res idential 
development in the Rattlesnake , Butler and Grant Creek areas as being intense 
and significant (Chapter IV) . These effects are pr imarily visual intrusion 
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and inconvenience dur ing constructio n .  'Thi s  route woula occupy an existi a] 
right-o r-way and thus would not directly conf lict with any lana intended for 
development . The urban-resident ial analysi s differentiatea between the types 
of impac ts which would occur in sItuatIons : 1) where a new tr ansmission line 
i s  bUIlt near existing developments ; and 2 )  where future development may occur 
adj acent to or in the vicinity of the oy-then existing line .  ��hile an 
additional l ine might reauce tne des irability of settli ng in these areas for 
some , i t  is also tr ue that people do locate adJ acent to tr ansmission l ines .  
In the case of future development , the effects were no t considerea intense or 
signif icant because the line would be an existing part ot tne setti09 . BPA ' s  
experience with similar lines has been that subaivisions are commonly located 
up to the r ight-of-way bounaar ies . 

IV. M .  NINEl'lILE VALLEY/FREf.JChTmJN 

Residents of the Ninemile Valley ana the Frenchtown area ecnoea study-area
wide concerns about the G:irr ison-Spokane Transmission ProJect as a whole ana 
f ocused on spec ific issues in their area . ��here these issues are treated 
s)ene rally under Part I I  - SUBJECTS OF CDNTROVERSY or Pa rt I I I  - RESOURCE 
2OnCERNS , references to the relevant section are shown in tne sunuuary below in 
parenthesi s .  Other , more site-specific comments are aaaressed followi ng this 
Sl.1IT1raary . 

¥�i th regard to the project, cornrnentors reflected concern about how the 
project I s cost. would affect local ratepayers (see Part I I . L .  2 ) , about the 
ove.raU need for the line ( see Part I I .  A) , and about tne dec isionmaklng 
process that would be used to select a route for construction ( see Part 
I I .  G. 2 ) . A few COflrnentors also expressed concern about future paralleling 
by aaaitional lines (see Part I I .  C) , and one cOTillIlentor stated tnat the line 
should be unaergrounaea if it is bui lt in the Ninemile area ( see Part I I . lv1) . 

["lany cOt-;lfnents on the line ' s  potent ial effects in the i::Hnemile/Frenchtown area 
portrayed the small town/r ural values of the area and stated that a 
tran@uiss ion line would nave severe adverse effects on the local quality of 
life ( see Part I I I .  I) . Specific concerns includea the proJ ect ' s  proximity to 
people and residences and visual effects ot the towers and right-of -way ( see 
Part I I I .  J and discussion below) . The comments also expressed concern about 
property devaluation and a consequent reduction in tax base (see Parts I I . J 
and I I .  K ) , short-and long-term nealth hazards ( see Part I I .  H) , and potential 
effects on local residents '  TV/radio receptio n .  Finally , a few comments 
e��ressed concern about effects on livestock ana wildlite ( see Parts I I .  H and 
I I I .  K )  ana hindrance of aerial f ire suppression techniques (see Part III . B) . 

Several commentors expressed a des ire to see the line constr ucted by 
hel lcopter i f  i t  must be built above ground . One asked that BPA notify people 
l iving near each proposed aligrunent , and another asked what alternatives local 
residents could pur sue to fight agains t the proJect (see Part I I .  G) . Another 
stated the alienation level of Ninemile residents is "considerable , "  not 
"moderate" as indicated in the draft E IS and Appendix D (see discuss ion below) • 
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As discussed i n  Chapter I I  of Volwne I ,  proposed mitigation for alternatives 
on the east side of the l'l'ineInlle Valley (segments 1 and 6 )  include s the use of 
non-specular conductor , tr eated towers, and selective clear ing for access ana 
r ight-of-way . These measures would reduce vi sual intrusion for resident s ,  
travelers o n  I -� O ,  and viewers a t  histor ic sites such a s  the Ninemi le Ranger 
Station.  Adequate erosion controls will also be impl�nented to avoid impacts 
assoc iated with sens itive soils. 

1. Comment: These power llnes would chang e the whole appearance ot the land 
[in Frenchtown, Ninernile and Sixmile areasJ  and make way for ne\. aevelopment . 

Response : The proj ect would cause changes to the land in th is area. 'l'ne 
routes would pass near many areas which have been undergoing residential 
development dur ing the past several years, such as the Sixmile , �lill, and 
Houle-Roman Cree k areas . As this development has occur red prior to this 
tr ansmiss ion line proposal, It  ll kely would continue , except where the routes 
might conf lict with the development of undeveloped sulxl ivided lana (see 
Volwne I ,  ChapterIV) . 

The transmiss ion line takes advantage or lanaf orrn and vegetative patterns on 
segment 6 and will be backdropped by mountains .  �iith the use of non-specular 
conductors and treated towers, changes in the appearance of the landscape 
would be minimal.  Segment 4 ,  on the other hand , would change the appearance 
of the landscape because it would cut across the natural and marunade patterns 
of the Ninernile Valley and appear out of scale . 

2 .  Comment : If you choose the Taft Route , you should do every thing possiDle 
to lessen the impact on residents where the lines would cross the so-callea 
sensitive areas , i . e . , Ninernile-Clar k For k  Valley J unction, because tnere are 
relatively few such areas along the route . 'Dower visibility should be 
measured with res idents in mind , not passing motorists. 

ReSponse :  Residential viewer s were g iven more cons loeration than the 
passing motorist . Unfortunately , there is  no way to route the line from east 
to west without affecting some people . BPA is doing several thi ngs to 
mitigate impacts.  These mitigation measures include dar kening tov.ers to 
reduce visibility and selective clearing to reduce right-of �ay vi sibility . 
Also , tower placement adj ustments will be made it they would reduce overall 
impacts . (Also see Pa rt l I oN of th is Volwne and Chapter I I  of Volwne 1 . )  
3 .  Comment : Another example of the unreal ity ot the social evaluation 
process can be found on pages IV-2 5 and IV-7 5.  Here the alienation level for 
the Ni nemile Valley area is g lven as "moderate . "  In contrast , the Rattlesnake 
Valley crossing is g iven an alienation level ot "considerable . "  This 
al ienation s ignif icance level for the Ninernile Valley area should be changed 
to cons iderable . Although we have controlled any public display of ange r , the 
citizen comments , questions , and statements at the SCOplng sess ions , meetings 
conducted by Senator Baucus ,  or the DEIS review meeting , COUld hardly be 
termed "moderate " alienat ion. Local anger at the vWPSS fiasco has in l tself 
generated a "considerable" level of alienation. Anyone who attended the 
Hi ssoula Electr ic Cooperative annual meeting would attest to that fact. 
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Collll11e n t s  such a s  " i f  they bu i l d  them , we ' l l knocK them down" are no t made by 
people "mode rately" al lenatea . 

Re sponse : Al though i nd i v iduals in the Ni nemile ana Rattlesnake val leys 
may exn i b i t  s imilar h i gh levels of alienation tOVJa ra th e proposeo proJect , 
there a r e  two a i f f erences ln overall al ienatlon between the two valleys . 
First , the nwnber of people who vJould be affec ted by the line i s  s ignif icantly 

greater i n  the Rac.tlesnake Va lley . Secona , the upfer e nG of the Eattlesnake 
Valley , by v i rtue of its de s ignation as a Nat ional Recreation Are a ,  woula 
i nspire s ignif icant oPPo s l tion t r om local , reg ional , and nat i onal i nterest s .  
'The soc i oeconorllic team felt that alienat ion i n  the Rattlesnake Valley should 
be called " n igh " wh ile alienation in tne rHnemi le area shoulo be called 
"mode rate " in oraer to reflect thi s a i f ferenc e . The s ignif icance of 
alienation ( n igh , I'ilode rate , .low) was a descr ipt i ve term in dIe soc ioeconomic 
ran k i ng proces s ,  but all al ienation areas were g i ve n equal we ight . 

I V .  N .  S'L .REG IS 
Commento r s  from the S t . Reg i s  area addressed the proj ect in gene ral and 
spec i f ic impac ts i n  the i r  drea , ana recommendecJ. cons i de ration ot several 
alterna t i ve routes . �Jhen thes e  i s sues are treatea gener ally under Pa rt I I  -

SUBJECTS OF C'DNTROVl,RS Y ,  or Pa rt I I I  - RESOURCE; CONCERNS , references to the 
rele vant section are shown below in parentne s i s .  O tner , mo re s i t e -spec i t i c  
comments on s uch issues as routlng alternative s  a r e  adaressea tollowi ng th i s  
summary . 

l'1any commentors que stioneo the neeu tor the pr o j ec t  and expre ssed wor r les 
a bout par alle l i ng by future l i ne s  ( s ee Pa r ts I I .  A. and I I .  C ) . There was a 
widespr eao des ire to see the pr oject placed i Q  an exi st ing corr iaor and to 
have i t  tol low the leas t-cost Pla i ns or hO t Spr i ng s  route . Several commentor s 
s tateo that i f  the l i ne �Jere bu i l t  in 1'1lOeral County , i t  should avo id pr i vate 
lanel whenever pos s i ble ( see Pa r t  I I .  I ) . 

Commento rs on spec i f ic local impacts toucheo on access roaos i ncreasin9 
potent ial. :C o r  tre spas s ( see Part I I I . I) , ag r icultur a l  i nconvenience effec t s  
( �:ee Fa rt I I I .  C ) , and eros i.on and s o i l s  impac ts t r or:! r lght-of -way clear i ng 

anD acce s s  road cons truction ( see Part I I I . G) . 'I'hey also expres sed concer n  
atx.i1.2 t  TV/r ad io reception near tIle l i ne ( see Part I I . H) , about c ul tural 
resource s i tes ( the 01.0 Fer ry Cross i ng and the Keys tone-Fardee s i t e )  (see 
Pa r t  I I I .  H) , and about. potential adverse soc ial ef f ec ts of non-local 
constr uc t.ion wor k er s l iving i n  local towns ( see Fa r t  I I I .  I ) . They asked 
questi.ons about the nur�be r ot .Local wo rkers tilat woula be employeo on c lear i ng 
and constr uct ion crews and about t..rle amount ot law enforcement that WOUld be 
needea to pr otect the Line h orn vandal i sm ( see Par t  I I . L. 1 ) . 
UUUC:ICUS comr.!cr,tor s addressed v i sual e f fects or. loca.l_ res idents and o n  
n::cr eat ionists ( see Par t s  I I I .  1 and I I I . J ) , who axe iITtf..-'Or tant to S t . Reg i. s  
ano rlir:cc ral County for E�conorrL" C reaso n s .  Othe r s  addressed the l i ne I S  
rote:1t e f f ec ts on 'dLILli. H e ,  j?art icu.1.ar ly big g ame , s uch as deer and e l k ,  
:·vn i.ch ax e a.1so impo rt.a n t tor eCO[)OllllC reasons (see Pa rts I I I .  I and I I I . K) . 
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Several con1ffients were r eceived both o n  the line ' s  impacts on recreational 
enjoyment of Mineral Gounty and on the Taf t  Route ' s  proximity to the proposed 
St . Reg is Landing recreation s i te .  

Many comrnentors noted the importance of the timber inClustry to the Mineral 
Gounty economy and expressed concer n about interference with logg ing 
operations ( see Part I I I .  I ) , about the line ' s  potential to s tart f ires , and 
about hindrance of aerIal f i re suppression techniques (see Part I I I .  B) • 

There were also concerns about spraying of herbicides for r ight-of-way control 
(see Part I I I .  L) , on elec tr ical shock effects on equipment and machine ry , and 

on the hazards o f  chi ldren play ing on or near the towers ( see Part I I .  H) . 

A few commentors registered complaints about the study team ' s  lack of contact 
with local residents dur ing the socioeconomic s tudy ( see Part I I I .  I )  and 
about lack of acknowledgement of locally-generated alternatives in the past 
( see Part I I . G . ) .  

St . Reg is and l1ineral County residents suggested several r oute alternatives 
which included : 

1. A route f urther north of St. Reg is up Tamarack Cree k ;  

2 .  A route along the unused Milwaukee Road right-of-way ; 

3 .  A r oute along the CC Divide (Cabinet-Goeur d 'Alene or Mineral-Sanders 
Gounty divide ) ; and 

4 .  A r oute along o r  near the I1ontana- Idaho S tate line . 

A few cornmentor s also expressed opposition to the T.amarack Creek route 
suggested by local residents anCl the u . S .  Forest Service . 

1 .  Gomment : Preference that the Tamarack Creek alternative in the St . Reg i s  
area be chosen to reduce vi sual effects o n  residents and affect less private 
land . 

Response : There were Inany obj ections to the orig inal route ' s  location 
near St . Reg i s .  These prompted an effort to identify a better alternative . 
Two route alignments ( f ig .  7 )  were examined by the interdisciplinary s tUdY 
team . The Tamarack route , segment 9 2 ,  runs north ot Tamarack Hil l ,  along the 
north-fac ing slope of the Tamarack Creek drainage , j oining the originally 
proposed alternative (termed segment 91 for this compar ison) at Twelvemile 
Creek . The study team ' s  interdisciplinary analysis found segment 9 2 ,  the 
Tamarack route , to be the overall prefer red alternative , owing in large part 
to its lesser effects on such concerns as esthetics , socioeconomics , 
recreation ,  and land use . Also see table 2 ,  Data Summary . 

Impacts on human-r elated concerns are lower along the Tamarack r oute . 
Obj ections to the originally prefer red route centered on the line ' s  
visibility .  I t  would be highly visible to local residents , to tr avelers and 
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trom the p.Lanned St . Reg is Landing state Par k .  Segment 92 i s  I:\ore compatible 
with the terrain and visual impacts would be [,)ore easily mitigated. Urbani 
residential and socioeconomic impacts would also be lower along segment 92 
since it affects fewer res idences and less developable land , and since i t  
avoids the planned par k .  

I n  addition, impacts on the area ' s  recreatlonal and cultural resourCes are 
lower along the Tamarack route . Recreation along segment 9 2  consists 
primari.ly of dispersed USes on which impacts would be minor . Segment 91 is 
less preferred due to impacts on the proposed reaction park and on vis itors to 
the l-1ullen traiL Also , there is greater potential for disturLance of 

possible archeolog ical sites and renmants of the r!ullan Road along segment 9L 

Impacts on wildli fe ,  partic�larly big game , would be higher for the original 
route , segment 9 1 ,  since it crosses a greater amount of winter and summer 
rang e .  however , for other natural resource concerns segment 9 1  i s  preferred . 
The east slope of the Clark For k  River cLOssing (CLOssed by segment 9 2 )  i s  
rocky and steep and Would require d i fficult and disruptive road and tower 
construction . In addition, this option crosses sensi .. t i  ve soils in the 
Tamarack Hill area, crosses overall steeper terrain, and requires greater 
access road cons truction. fotential impacts on vegetation and water resources 
would also be gr eater along segment 92 because ot .its great.er potential tor 
disturbance. 

Forestry impact.s Vlould be higher on the Tamarack route since it traverses a 
greater arnount of torest. with a high prOductivity ratIng and wou16 affect 
forest management more aClversely " 

Segment 91 i s  highly favored from an engineering vJ"ewpoint . TIle TaI'larack 
route poses greater costs tor materials and construct.ion in addition to the 
increased eng ineering and construction pr oblems associated "ith the Clar!, Fork 
crossing � 

The Tamarack Creek option (as sumrnar l zed above) was examined to mitigate t.he 
effects ot the original preferred route. Other mitigation measures \vould be 
the use of non-specular and tr"eatea towersff and selective clearing and road 
construction. 

2. Corrnnent: " . .  the Draft EIS route [environment.ally preferred Taft Plan] 
also vlOuld signif icantly lessen the environmental quality ot the SL Reg is 
Landing Recreation site. This s i te ,  located on the large peninsula j ust 
upstream from the proposed cross ing of the ClarK Fork Rive r ,  has been coveted 
for years as a site for a par k/r ecreational area. Ile iaentitieCl this s i te as 
our top acqui s ition priority for r i ver oriented site s .  " . . Since that time 
the Montana Dept. of Fish, IHldlife and Parks has acquired 20 acres on "the 
landing" and is in the process of securing the 20 plus more acr e s .  So our 
goal will very soon be realiz0d. This long standing Vlish for recreational use 
of t11e si te 'Ioula be "rained on" pretty hard by the close proximi ty of a 

500-kV l i ne o  'Ule visual de'j r adation alone would be enormous . The residents 
of the SL Reg is area are very upset about the possible despoilation ot " the 
landing . " 
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Response : As swrunar i zed above , the Tamarack Creek alternative route north 
of St . Reg is was evaluated ana found to be environmentally prefer red . One of 
the strong influences on th is conclus ion was the recreation potential 
associated with "the landing " located near St . Reg i s .  

However , if  the st . Reg is alternat ive were to be used , ulen extensive 
mitigation to reduce the visual impact would be developed . Thi s  could lnclude 
darkened tower s ,  special appearance towers , and raising tower he ights to 
reduce clearing needs ,  ana/or tree-topping . 

3 .  Comment : The esthetically sensi tive Cutoff Roaa area has been conslaerea 
for status as a state scenic route . The Lola National Forest plan calls tor 
dispersed recreation and highllgrlts tile vi sual importance of the cany on. 
These open space values will be severely degraded by the existence ot one 
hundred and seventy-f ive-toot tall towers looming over the landscape . 

Response : The alternative option (segment 92 ; see f ig .  7 )  that has been 
proposed would reduce visual impacts in this area .  I n  aadition, non-specular 
conductors will be used and towers will be painted to reduce visibility . 

4 .  Comment: The CC Divide Route (r'lineral-Sanaers County Diviae) also has 
several access roads to i t .  This route would also pu t the tower s ana lines 
back ana out of the way . The [ Taft] substation coula again be put in the area 
west ot Saltese on Federal land . 

Response : Locating the tran@nission l ine along the CC Divide i s  not 
feas ible because of eng ineering and reliability problems .  It would be 
extremely difficult to design ana build , ana it would cost much more than any 
of the alternatives now being considered . 

The CC Div ide is  a very crookea r idge r ang ing in elevation t rom 5 , 0 0 0  to 6 , 00 0  
fee t .  A transmission line along th e  ridge would b e  exposed to strong wind s ,  
deep snows , and severe icing . These conditions would mar kedly impair the 
line ' s  reliability and threaten electr ical service to conlmunities served by 
the proposed l ine throughout the reg ion. 

Such a line would be more expensive to build tl1an the orig inal alternat ive 
because of the r idgeline ' s  winding character . Heavier ang le towers and more 
extensive foundations would be required each time the l ine makes a bena . The 
cos t ,  as compared to the alternatives, wOUld be excessive . Also , inasmucb as 
few roads penetrate the area of the Divide , an extensive road system would 
have to be built , f urther escalating costs. 

The environmental impact of a route along the CC Divide , if such a route were 
technically feasible , would be greater because Ot the need for roads and the 
increased susceptibility of the envi rorunent to disturbance as the elevation 
jncrease s .  Soils and hyarology at higher elevations are more vulnerable to 
impacts . As altitude increase s ,  the vegetation becomes more frag ile and 
recovers more slowly when di sturbed . 
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�', study of the Divide in the early 197 0 '  s, specif ically in the vicinity of: 
Swamp and Cllerry Creeks where a cr oss ing of the Divide was being considered , 

was j udged to be infeasible for the same reasons described above . There i s  no 
sui table place to cross the Clark Fork ana approach the Divide between Plains 
and Tamarack Hill. 

5 .  Commen,t:: I v isi ted with you last I'leek at a hearing in s t .  Regis , 

t10ntana .  The purpose of our discussion was d1e proposed 500 -kV line which 
your maps show as passing directly ove,[ my home 2 . 5  mj,les east of SL Regis on 
Highway Rt . 1 3 5 .  Ily property is r ive rfront property b.elow the highway ana 

railroad. I am opposed to this particular line route for several reasons, 
1,1hich I have listed. It would appear to me that you Ivoula need one tower in 
the floodplain across the r iver from my property . Th is appears to be a very 
dangerous location to me . � . . Your maps show the proposea 500-k\l line as 

passing directly over my home two and a halt miles east of S L  Regis on 
Highway Route 13 5 .  I do not want this line over my home or within �OO feet ot 
i t .  

Re�p�ns�� Should it be necessary to follow the orig inal route ( se9ment 
15) , one tower would be needea on me floodplain of the Clari, Fork River 
( r efer to f igure 4 . 14 of Volume I ) . The tower would be 500 feet. away from 

your house and should not pose any danger to any residence s in the are a .  BPA 
has towers .in other floodplains and has expe r ienced no problems ., An exarnple 
j,[":1 the Clark Fork River crossing east ot Thompson Falls; Hontanao Ilbwers he.re 
have been located on Eddy I slaoo :tor several years 1 posing no danger to local 
residences �  

I?roximity to bouses was one r:eason ;f:or examining the '=Camar-ack. Creek 

alternative to the eas t �  This route ( segment 92)  rani';ed L"'etter- for' 
lJrban-residential concern ano has become ttl.€ prete.cred allgnment in the 
S t, ,,  Regis areaQ It avoids your house by totlO ITli, le s �  �[he o :ciginal line was 
a1so located to avoid houses as mUCH as possible m The.re are houses to elther 
hick:? of t:.hi.!3 se�JInent j,n this area ., J:i= tbe line i s  constr ucted along tld.;3 
['outQ i' lAE 1/Jill '\i/OI'�( lil .1 'eJl. you tel ust the (';xact ,center line location., 

[-; " Comri1ent.:; l:---\ lint?' .in t.h.2 El·t "  
�2I)·':j.c',e'--�.r1e·e·ded for 'dh-? pr i vate >LL'C' 

1 8  a rea 'J'K.HJ.ld r:::e--ctainly infrins:}e on the air 
lS� 

Res.pcnse � A tran.smLssion iifle i')long the oL j_��i.nal locd c .. ion a t  S t ",  neg is 
(-:oul(J-fI�11rE�·apprcaL(:i-!e" a"cd depa.ctUI"2!::'l to thi.s air-str 1,vhi.ch is located j ust 

sou Lh of the l.itl-2 o BJ?A lJ'!ou.:Ld \Ivo.ck closely '!Vi th the o\"lner to rnittgate eifects 
s.bould this al Lern(5.t�tv2 be �,;ele!.'_:' t.el::i " 

'::Pi1e �.)refe:rre(i rouLe in (:hi.�, (;'J..i:'I'C">.;.l y l·}Qweve .r ,  is the Tamarack route (as cliscussed 

dirst:..�':: i p "  

} , �omI.::��n,:�� 1112 o:nly cornm�::.n-;,:. '3 '.if;' 

E'snpb,asi..s to figu:ce ()ut� ,�l l.iev2 '(::'C' S){) 
is J -) c\ l .i.k:,:� -;:.0 :;�<';Q i:.he EFi\ put [[rOLe 

;:.,:out.h ot t11'2 [8 1-. " Heg i s ]  .civeI" " �[ha L � s  
bave .Hi. the past; .,:::. (.udy 
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Comment: There was mentioned the high cost ot roads. Again, nothing 
specitic . A lot ot road is already there on the f1Dntana-Idaho State Line. 
The towers and lines would De hidden, out ot the way , and no pr ivate property 
owner s  r ipped off .  The substation could be put in the East Portal Area west 
of Saltese , which also has an existing access roaa . No one lives in the area 
west of Saltese to the top of Lookout Pass on federal land . 

Comment: \Jhy wasn I t the Hontana-Idaho border up here considered as a 
route with the road already up there? And also putti ng  the substation up at 
the East Portal instead of Taft ,  which has a road going in that too. 

Response : A "state line" route from the f.1issoula area that would stay 
south and west of the Clark For k River without crossing the r iver was found 
undesirable . Terrain barriers with very steep slopes ,  rock outcrop areas, 
areas of high relief , and places of shallow soil  underlain with hara massive 
rock would be unavoidable . The road system would be extensive and almost 
entirely outside the transmission line r ight-of-way . Very few existing roads 
are available that could provide access to individual tower s .  There would be 
excessive ground disturbance due to slope . This route could also cross areas 
with high mass movement susceptibility , where special designs and mitigative 
measures would be required . This would lncrease cost . 

Reliability of the transmission line and its roads would also be lower due to 
remoteness .  Reliability aecreases as accessibility becomes a problem due to 
deep snows and greater distance away from roads that are kept clear of snow. 
A considerable portion ot this route would cross areas with elevations over 
6 , 0 0 0  teet , thereby increasing the potential for erosion and visual scarring 
due to slow vegetative recovery . Icing and snow loadings at these elevations 
require heavier , more costly tower s,  shorter spans, and additional roads,  none 
of which are visually compatible . A route could also not be located to avoid 
roadless areas whose management goals are to provide dispersed recreation in a 
near-natural setting and provide for wildlife species that are aependent on 
old growth tlinber . This route would cross seven major drainages in 25 miles,  
all of which have high recreation use , especlally Fish and Petty Creeks. 
There are also numerous high mountain lakes up against the state l ine that 
have high recreation and scenic value and pr ivate and undeveloped subdivided 
land in lower portions of these two drainages. 

8 .  Comment: The location of the potential Taf t  substation site needs further 
study to identify alternative sites . The present location would have high 
impacts on r ipar ian zone management and water quality that can only be 
successfully mitigated through relocation. He wish to work with you to 
resolve these impacts . 

Response : COoperative site evaluation and location review have taken 
place . The Taf t  substation site is relocated away from the ripar ian zone and 
mitigation measures are specif ied in site development plans for this 
alternative . 

9 .  Comment: The landowners and residents along Tamarack and Sevenmile Creeks 
and the Clar k Fork  River do not wish to have any transmission line near their 
property and residences . 
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Response :  The socIoeconomic resource rankings took these concerns into 
account in the comparison of the St.  Regis (segment 91) ana Tamarack Creek 
(segment 92) route alternatives .  However , similar concerns, as well as higher 
impacts for other socioeconomic factors, counterbalanced these concerns, 
leading to a conclusion of less impact ana overall preference tor the Tamarack 
option. As an example, there are t ive houses w i thin 1/2 mile, and Ilj within 
1/2 - I mile (not including the town ot St . Regis ) of segment 91 . In 
contrast, there are no houses wIthIn 1/2 mile and only 2 houses within 1/2 -
1 mile of segment 9 2 .  Mitigation measures ,  such a s  treated towers and 
conductors, have been proposed to reauce effects on resiaents along either 
option. 

10. Comment: The residents of the St. Reg is area are • • • also turious 
about the route across priVate lands , the Tamarack Par k subdivision was 
platted on land in the path of the line. Lot owners and others in the area 
feel that their investment in land will be ruined unless the line is moved . 
Public sentiment would be greatly reauced should BPA do the prUdent and 
environmentally "right" thing and relocate the line. 

Response : The proposed route crosses to the southwest of the Tamarack 
Park subdivision. According to subdivision and certificate-of-survey maps on 
file at the Mineral County Courthouse , the line would cross J ust over 1/4 mile 
away from either the nearest existing residence or the nearest undevelopea 
lot . As described in the response to corament # 1 ,  the alternative in the 
TaQarack Creek drainage is now the preferred option. 

'Ihe concept that transmission lines ruin land investments is a highly 
controversial issue. As discussed in Appendix D ,  the studies on this subJect 
have yielded inconclusive results ; thus it is not possible to draw conclusions 
about the line 's effects on local real estate investments. 

11. Comment: I would like a det inition of "enviroruilentally sensitive . "  Ilhy 
isn ' t  S t .  Regis environmentally sensitive? 

Response : "Environmentally sensitive" areas are defIned on p .  10,  
Attachment 4,  Appendix A, "�1ethadology . "  As stated in this discussion, these 
are areas where transmission line construction, operation, ana maintenance 
activities could cause highly intense or otherwise signiticant impacts on one 
or more resources in the same general area. This factor was developed to 
describe unique and distinct areas which might not be adequately identified by 
conSidering resource topics separately. Tne areas were defined together by 
the environmental team and reconnaissance engineers .  'Ihese analysts reviewed 
the route ranks and impact assessraent information ana performed an overlay 
analysis of the high impact areas defined for each resource. 

Recognizing that all areas are sensitive to some degree, the goal of this 
evaluation was to identify the highly sensitive areas that would be ateected 
by the line . These are shmln in f igure 2 . 5  of Volwne r .  In oeciding ,,,hich 
areas woulci qualify as major "environmentally sensitive areas , "  the following 
factors were taken into account : impact intensity and the etfects on TIlultiple 
resource s ;  scale and areal extent; impact probability; mitigatio n ;  and ['uhlic 
concern 8 
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St . Regis was identif iea a t  f irst as teing more environmentally sens1tive than 
sur rounding areas,  but was not one of the areas ultin1ately mappEd because 
assessments of impact probability ana intens ity were lower and predictions of 
the success of mitigation were higher than for other sensitive areas.  
Subsequent public ana Forest Se rvice concern for impacts in th is area leaa to 
a reassessment of this conclusion and an evaluat ion of the Tarr�rack route 
alternative avoid ing S t .  Reg is , as aiscussed above . The St . Reg is area has 
also been added to the map ( f ig ure 2 . 5 ) of environmentally sens itive areas.  

12 . Corrunent : The shorts1ghtedness of BPA is fur tber aemonstratea in the 
spec if1c routing of the southern (Taf t]  alternative . At no point was the 
public consulted for designing this route . Ana any ot our suggestions on 
alternate routes through Mineral County were immediately condemned by BPA 
eng ineers who had never been out on the gr ouna and had no pr actical knowledge 
of the terrai n, vegetation,  topography or local concern s .  

Re sponse : A public workshop was held in Super ior , Mineral County on 
March 2 6 , 198 0 , to identify concer ns of area residents and see k review of 
prel iminary transmission cor r idors . An open-house meeting was also held on 
June 2 3 ,  19 81,  to obtain additional information from area residents .  
Suggestions made i n  these forums were 1ncluded in analysis o f  the proposed 
transmission line . 

BPA met subsequently with S t .  Reg is area residents in Decemoer 1�81 at a 
meeting conducted by Kayle Jackson of U . S . Senator Hax Baucus '  staff .  BPA 
eng ineers have f ield-reviewed route alternatives through Mineral County . 
Results of this review are included in responses to COQillents in this part .  
Re sponse to local concerns was documentea i n  a Narch 8 ,  lY8 2 ,  letter from BPA 
Administrator Peter T.  Johnson to U . S . Senator t-lax Baucus. 

IV. O. SUPERIOR 

Super ior area residents addressed a wide range ot local issue s .  1hese issues 
are treated in Volume I ,  Chapter IV and under Part II - SUBJECTS OF 
CDNTROVERSY or Part I II - RESOURCE CONCERNS . References to the relevant 
section are shown in the summary belmv in parenthesis. 

The conunents expressed great concern about the line ' s  removal of any of 
Mineral County ' s  scarce agr icultural land from production ( see Part I I I . C) . 
Similar ly , they were concerned about forest land being removea from production 
and a consequential drop 1n Forest Service receipts paid to r1ineral County 
(see Part I I I .  I ) . The corrunents also expressed concern about the proj ect ' s  

potential adverse ef fects on residential ana corrunerc ial property values ( see 
Part I I .  J) . 

Several commentors expr essed concern about adverse eftects on scenery ( see 
Par t  I I I . J) , recreation patterns ( see Part II I .  D) , ana wildlife 
(part icularly big game animals) ( see Part III . K ) , and the consequences for 
local residents who are econom1cally dependent on the local recreation , 
hunting , and tourist business ( see Part I I I .  I )  • Other COfIUTlentors addressed 
such diverse issues as construction period traff ic on county roaa s ,  law 
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enforcement problems when construction wor kers were present , and the openi ng  

up of mining areas to trespass (see Part I I I .  I ) . 

A few co�nentors expressed concern about impaired TV/radio reception (see 
Part I I .  H) , and water resource impacts, especially when municipal watersheds 
were involved (see Part I I I .  F) . One commentor asked about the possibility of 
undergrounding in �iineral County (see Part I I .  /.'1) ana another asked why the 
Osburn Faults weren ' t  mentioned in the EIS (see Part I I I .  G) . One commentor 
expressed concern about the line ' s  long-term health effects (see Part I I .  H) . 
Another commentor asked about compensation for damage should the line cause a 
forest f ire (see Part I I .  J) . Ana finally , one corrrnentor requestea more 
public involvement in siting the line (see Part I I .  G .  1) . 

IV. P .  FLATHEAD INDIAN RESERVATION 

Commentors concerned about the project ' s  effects on the Confederatea Salish 
and Kootenai Tribes and the Flathead Indlan Reservation addressed several 
controversial issue s .  Some commentors questioned BPA ' s  r ight to utilize an 
existing 230-kV right-ot-way for a 50u-kV double-circuit l i ne and stated that 
such use was beyond the scope of the existing easement (see Par t  I I .  D .  3) . 

One commentor stated the draft EIS did not give proper treatment to the 
Tr ibe s '  arguments. Another commentor stated that "the Confederated Salish and 
Kootenai Tribal Council should not be perceived as a problem to be dealt with, 
but g iven the respect and consideration due to the governing body of the 
tr ibal membership . "  (See Part I I .  G. 2 ,  Comment #27) • 

One commentor stated that the route across the Reservation had not been 
considered in enougn deta i l ,  and another inquired about payment arrangements 
between BPA and the Tr ibes. Also , questions�ere asked about the issue of 
reliability of double-circuit lines (as opposed to two single-c ircuit lines) 
and the effects of future upgrading of the proposed lines (see Part I L L . , 
comment #10) • 

In addition to the mi tigation measures listed in Volume I ,  Chapter I I ,  common 
to all plans, nonspecular conductor and treated tower s  would be used to reduce 
line visibility . In the Rainbow Lake vicinity, an existing line would be 
removed and a double-circuit line rebuilt in its place to avoid land use 
conflicts and minimize add itional clearing and road construction. Also , the 
Tribes would be consulted should any sur vey or test be conducted for 
subsurface reJ:lains at the historic Indian encampment near Dixon. Any remains 
would be avoided should they be determined eligible for nomination to the 

National Reg ister of Historic Places. Using existing r ight-of -way and access 
roads as much as posslble would greatly reduce the possibi lity of direct 
impact to these sites dnd possible prehistoric sites in the area. 

1. Comment: Indian concerns have been listed in the draft 'environmental 
impact statement; however ,  saying that they were g iven a fair presentation 
would not be accurate . This is especially true in the several instances where 
the draft refers to the "potential difficulty of crossing the Flathead 
Reservation , "  as opposed to say ing , "the concerns of the Confederated Salish 
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and Kootenai Tr i bes relating to health and safety issues , j ur i sdiction, legal 
issues , environmental issue s ,  social and economic considerations ,  etc . , "  wi th 
a presentation ana discussion of each . The Cont ederated Salish and Kootenai 
Tr ibal Counc i l  should not be perceived as a problem to be dealt with ,  but 
g iven the respect and consideration due to the governing body of the tr ibal 
membership , the tri bal homelana and of all the resource s found there . 

Response : BPA, aware of the quasi-sovereign status of Tr ibal governments, 
held numerous meetings with the Tribal Council of the Confederated Salish ana 
Kootenai Tr i bes throughout the EIS process. Environmental , soc ial,  and 
economic issues raised by the Tr ibes are consistent with issues raised by 
non- Indian cOIffi1entors . ThuS , the term "potential uitf icultl of crossing the 
Flathead Reservation , " as used in the Draf t EIS , refer s only to uncertainty 
surrounding the legal status of BPA ' s  existing r ight-of-way across the 
reservation. See Part I I .  D .  3 .  for a detailed response to the right-of -way 
issue . 

IV. Q .  FLATHEAD RIVER 

This section refers to the area where the Flathead joins the Clar k For k  
River . This area would be crossea i t  Alternative B - Plains Plan were 
selected . Commentors stated that the scenic beauty and wildlife of the area 
would be destroyed by the presence of a transmission line and that local 
res idents '  enj oyment of the area would be greatly reduced . 

Proposed mitigation includes the use of non-retlective conductors ,  treated 
tower s ,  and selective clearing . Long spans would be used where the terrain 
allows , and existing roads would be used as much as possible . Road 
construction would use low gradient cuts and be kept to a minimum . In 
addition , immediate seeding of disturbed sites and special erosion and 
drainage controls would be implemented . These mitigat ion measures would 
reduce impacts on many resources, including dimimshing the line ' s  visibility 
at the conf luence of the Clark For k  and Flathead Rivers near Paradise . 

IV . R. PLAINS 

CoJ:lITlentor s from the Plains area addressed agricultural and economic issue s ,  
the need for th e  l ine , and BPA' s public involvement process. They also 
expressed great concern about the number of energy ana transpo rtation 
corr idors already running through the Clark For k Valley . Hhere these issues 
are treated generally , under Part I I  - SUBJEC1� OF CO��ROVERSY , or Part I I I  -
RESOURCE CONCERNS , references to the relevant section are shown in the summary 
below in parenthesis.  

r�re specifically , cornmentors on agr iculture expressed concern about potential 
impacts on farmland and ranchland located adjacent to but not in the 
transmi ssion line r ight-of-way . They also asked whether towers for new lines 
could be aligned with tower s  of existing lines (see Pa rt I l l .  C) . Other s 
asked about the amount of local labor that would be hired and stated that the 
line ' s  esthetic impact on the local tourist economy would be severe (see 

IV-4 6 



Garrison-Spokane E IS 
�ig00 6 7H : 0 2 -0 7 -83 

Pa rt I I I .  I) . Others focused on property value effects and stated tha t 
a ffected landowners snoulo be g iven the option to sell out completely to BPA 
rather than be compensated for an easement (see Pa rt I I . J ) . S t ill other 
cO�Jentors stated that the line should be bu ilt by a pr ivate utility and askea 
BPA to make payments in-lieu-o f-taxes (see Part I I .  K) . 
Aadi t ional cornmentors questionea the reliability of load proJections and 
stated tnat shipping coal by rail would be better than building a tranSQission 
line , as  i t  would pr ovioe local j obs and encourage conservation by raising the 
pr ice of energy ( see Part I I .  A) . Other comments expressed concern about the 
potential plains Substation acting as a magnet tor future lines ( see 
Part I I .  C) and asked what the line would be used for af ter Colstrip ceasea 
operations ( see Part I I . L .  1) . 

Plains cornrnentors also noted that the Clark For k  Valley \vas alreaay congested 
with energy and transpo rtation corr idor s .  Several stated that the valley 
should be "cleaned up" before an add itional l ine was bu i l t .  Otners asked for 
more information on BPA I s plans to consolidate lines i n  the valley if the 
Plains plan were bu ilt ( see Volume I ,  dlapter IV ana Part IV. T of tn is Volume 
f or a discussion of consolidation in the Clark For k  Valley between Plains and 
Thompson Falls) • 

In add ition, there vJere concerns about TV/r aaio reception problems ( see 
Par t  I I .  H) and about wildl ife reluctance to move around existing llnes (see 
Part I I I .  K) . There were questions about reveyetation of tile cor r idor after a 
line i s  bu ilt (see Part I I I .  L) . Finally , a few cornmentors expressed des ires 
to see the people responsible for making the f lnal route ciec ision present at 
public involvement meetings (see Par t  I I . G .  1) . 

Proposed mi tigation measures are sinlllar to those ciiscussed in IV . T ,  Thompson 
Falls , below. 

IV. S .  THOHPSON FALLS 

Commentor s from the Thompson Falls area addressed many issues of general 
concern througnout the study area such as health/safety , agr iculture , economic 
impacts , need for the line , and public involvement . They also addressed the 
specific land use effects an add itional l ine would have in a nar row valley 
already t ull of energy and transportation cor r idor s .  These issues are treated 
generally under Part I I  - SUBJECTS OF CONTROVERSY or Part I I I  - RESOURCE 
CONCEffi�S , and summar i zed below , w i th references to the relevant section in 
parenthesis.  

Comrnentors requested that more research be done on the subj ect of biolog ical 
effec t s .  They also expressed concer n about children playing around 
electr ically charged obJ ects and about potentlal restr ictions the line would 
place on people who wear pacemakers (see Pa rt I I .  H) . Other commentor s 
h ighl ignted the inconveniences of farming arouno towers ( see Part I I I . C) and 
stated that an annual payment for easements would be better than a one-time 
payment ( see Part I I .  J) . They also stated tilat the f ig ures tor land taken 
out of production in the EIS were too lov; ( see Par t  I I I .  C) . 
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Cornmentors felt that the visual effects o f  the line would reduce the area ' s  
potential for economic development and aaversely affect tourism .  Other s asKed 
about the cost of providing law enforcement ana schooling for construction 
wor ker s and the ir families (see Part I I I . I ) . 

Several commentors expressed concern about pr operty devaluation and stated 
that more information was needea on procedures for compensating landowner s .  A 
few comments suggested that landowners should be g iven the option to sell all 
of the ir prope rty to BPA rather than simply be compensated for the easement 
taken ( see Part I I .  J) . 

r1any felt that all of the proJect ' s  benefits would accrue to out-of-s tate 
residents and that BPA was building a :ine planned by Hontana Power Company . 
Host of these comments addressed the revenues foregone issue ana stated tnat 
the need for the line should be reevalllated ( see Parts I I .  A and I I .  E ) . A 
few also asked what would happen to the r ight-of-way after the line was 
abandoned ( see Pa rt I I .  L) . �Eny commentors felt that the addition of unother 
transmiss ion l ine would have disastrous eftects in the narrow Clar k Fork 
Valley , which they saw as already full of other energy and transmission 
lines . They stated that another line would unfairly buraen local people who 
are already suffering enough. 

Finally , some commentors stated tilat BPA ' s  public involvement process pitted 
neighbors and valleys ag ainst one another and dittused opposition to the 
projec t .  A few comments also stated the desire to see people who would 
ultimately be responsible for making a siting decision present at the publlC 
involvement meetings ( see Part I I .  G .  1) . 

As discussed in Volume I ,  proposed mitigation in the congested , 
environmentally sensitive Clark For k  canyon ( segment 18) woula i nvolve removal 
of portions of an existing line ana rebullding a multi-circuit line in its 
place . Th is consolidation of facilities woula avoid increasing the etfects on 
many resources and land uses.  Any construction necessary off existi ng roads 
in wetland areas will attempt to avoid damage to wetland vegetation . As in 
all area s ,  should towers for the new line be placed in new locations on the 
Clark For k  or Pr ospect Creek f loodplain, areas around the old and ne\v tower 
sites would be regraded to match surrounding contour s  and reseeded . 

BPA will coordinate with the u . S .  Fish and �lildlife Service and other agencies 
to avoid construction impacts when bald eagles are present in the area.  
Non-specular conductors and tr eated tower s would be used in th is area to 
mitigate esthetic impacts. 

IV. T .  EDDY ISLAND 

Although residents of the Eddy Island area are concerned about the same set of 
environmental issues as voiced elsewhere , the c�nments from this area 
expressed most concer n about the fact that there were already one SOO-kV ,  two 
2 3 0-kV , and two lO O-kV lines in the Eday Island area near Thompson Falls ( see 
Parts I I .  B ,  I I .  L, and discussion above) . The comments notea a concern that 
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an additional line would make the property in the area useless and not 
suitable for e ither sale or development . The COlmnentors also stated that if 
an additional line were installed , BPA should be forced to purchase all of the 
affected properties ( see Parts I I .  J and I II .  A) . 

Proposed mitigation in the Eddy Island area is discussed in Volume I ,  Chapter 
IV,  and in Part IV. T ,  Thompson Falls, of th is Volillne . 

IV . U .  hAYDEN LAKE 
Commentors from the Hayden Lake area ot Idaho snared many general concerns 
with other residents of the proj ect area but also addressed several local 
route location issues . �Jhen these issues are treated generally under Part I I  
- SUBJECTS OF CDNTROVERSY , o r  Part I I I  - RESOURCE COl\CERNS , references to the 
relevant section are shown in the swrunary below in parenthesis. Other ,  more 
si te -specif ic comments are adaressea following this swrunary . 

Commentors aadressed a wide var iety of concerns . One commentor stated that 
the unce rtainty about health and safety issues should be resolved before the 
line is built ( see Part I I . H) . Another expressed concern about property 
devaluation (see Part I I .  J ) . Other s  expressed concern about erosion and 
soils ef fects and sedimentation of streams ( see Part I I I .  G and discussion 
below) . Still other s were concerned about potential esthetic effects on 
residents and recreationists near Ch ilco Lake and as the line would cross and 
descend Henderson Hountain (see Part II I .  J) . In addition, a few commentor s 
focused on wildlife (particularly f isher ies) impacts and on the importance of 
recreational resource s to the area ' s  residents and economy (see Parts I I I .  D 
and I I I .  I ) . Also , several comrnentors felt that a new tr ansmission l ine would 
interfere with forestry and timber management practice s such as logg ing , road 
building , and slash burning ( see Part I I I .  B) . 

Some commentors questioned the need for the line and stated that BPA is 
involved in the proJ ect because of its ability to construct a line through 
environmentally sensitive areas by using eminent domai n .  Another commentor 
stated that EPA should notity all property owners located near the proposed 
alignment (see Parts I I .  A and I I .  G) . 

Finally , several commentors suggesteo that other routes along an existing 
right-of-way and south ot Hayden Lake near Coeur d 'Alene should be considered , 
while another requested that BPA consider a route north of Ohio Hatch Roaa 
( see discussion below) • 

As discussed in Volume I ,  proposed mitigation includes relocating the line to 
the no rth of the Hayden Creek area by several miles to avoid iQpacts on 
fishery , recreational, and cultural resources as summar i zed in tne response to 
comment #1 ( see t igure 4 . 1  in Volume I ) . To minimize visual impacts, 
mitigation measures involve the use of treated or special appearance towers 
and non-specular conductor s ,  in addition to reduced cleari ng and tree-topping 
at h ighway crossings. Y�here the route encounters sensitive soils in the 
Chilco Lake area,  particular attention will be paid to careful road design, 
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str ingent erosion controls,  ana proper construction pr actices. Pr oj ect 
follow-up will include monitoring and Lrnmediate mitigation ot erosion 
instigated by construction or maintenance activi ties . 

1 .  Corruuent: However ,  if it i s  built , I would like to see the Forest S�rvice 
recommendations implemented in the Hayden Cr eek area to help mitigate the 
impact on the f isher ies up there . 

Corruuent : The Idaho Department of Fish and Game has reviewed the Draft 
Envirorunental Impact Statement for the proposea Gar r ison-Spokane 500 -kV 
transmission line . From a f ish and wildlife standpoint , alternative C ,  Taf t 
Plan is the most favorable . This line would traverse por tions of the 
Coeur d 'Alene National Forest that are already heavily roaded and disturbed 
due to past logg ing activIties. 

Our maj or concerns with this proJ ect involve the Hayden Creek drainage and the 
drainage that supl ies water to the Hullan Fish Hatche ry . He WOUld support 
modifying the route to minimize negative impacts to the Hayden Cr eek drainage 
and furthe r request that you avoid the water supply at the Nullan Hatche ry . 

Re sponse : BPA, in cooperation with the Idaho Panhandle National Forest , 
has modified the orig inal route by several miles north of Hayden Cree k ,  in 
response to the above concerns . The new alignment crosses the North Fork of 
Hayden Creek at an angle and continues south of Hollister Mountain across to 
Ch i lco Lake and Highway 9 5 .  The new alignment crosses sections 1 3 ,  1 4 ,  15 , 
16 , 17 and 18 of T.  52 N . , R .  3 H .  This change i s  reflected in the route 
over lays for f ig ures 4 . 2  through 4 . 10 in Volume I .  

ThI S  route location would minimi ze or avoid negative impacts to the Hayden 
Creek drainage expressed above . The Hale Fish Hatchery is located along the 
South For k  of the Coeur d ' Alene River east of Hullan . The proposed route i n  
th is area ( segment 26)  parallels the rIver for approximately two mi les . 
Howeve r ,  the line would be located along the upper slopes far enough away from 
the r i ver (a distance of 1/4 - 1 mi le) so that construction activities would 
have little effec t .  Sedimentation WOUld be primarily sho rt-term , dur Ing 
constr uction. f.1i tigation measures will be insti tuted to reduce sedimentation 
and consequent reduction in water quality in the f ish hatchery area.  'Ihese 
measures include using low gr adient road cuts , limiting constr uction dur ing 
per iods of adverse ground conditions , and seeding quick-growing grass species 
at disturbed sites . Dr ainage str uctures and other standard measures ( see 
Mitigation Heasure s ,  Chapter II of Volume I ) , will also be used to prevent 
rapid r unoff and minimi ze siltation . 

2 .  Comment : [East of Ch i lco Lake the Taft] route bisects state land [ i n  
Section 1 6  and] would eliminate more valuable , highly productive north slope 
timber land than [a]  • • • second line location [ along the north boundary of 
Section 16 ] .  It would also cross two tree plantations which the department 
[S tate of Idaho Depar tment of Fish and Game] has invested many dollars in site 
prep and planting . Furthermore , its location would make management of the 
remaining state land more cumbersome in that it bisects our ownership at an 
angle . Power lines present problems when dealing witn forestry operations 
such as logg ing , road building and slash burning operations. 
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Perhaps an alternative would be to move the proposed line north of state land 
and behind the r idge l ine . No matter what you do , the line will oe visible as 
it crosses and descends Hollister I1ountai n.  

Response : An adj ustment located in coodination wlth the concerned 
landowners avoids the intensively managed areas mentioned above and reduces 
the impact on highly productive forest land . Th is tentative route location 
closely follows the Section line as suggested . Although centerline 
adj ustments may be necessary , they should not hinder management of State lands 
for forest production.  As stated in Volume I under Hitigation Measures, 
Chapter I I ,  Bf'A will work closely with state personnel to coord inate access 
road and clearing to minimize impacts on state land . 

3 .  Comment : • 'l'ne Forest Servlce recorrunendations minimize proJ ect 
impacts on [the] nayden Creek areas, . recreation resource s .  

Response : As discussed i n  the sUITUilary a t  the beg inning o f  th is section, 
the location adj ustment in the Hayden Creek area wlll minimi ze recreation 
impacts . 

4 .  Cor:rrnent: I live along the chosen route for cross ing nor tt) Idaho in an 
area that is rapidly being developed (refer red to as "aispersed 
development" ) .  Tne area is J ust north of Hayaen Lake ana i s  accessea by the 
Garwooa and Ohio-Hatch area with mo re belng built . For thi s  reason I strongly 
recornrnena running the line as far nor th of the Ohio-Batch Roaa as possible . 
In a phone conversation with Jay r1arcotte on I1ay 2 7 , 198 2 ,  he indicated to me 
that a map of 3/24/82 indicated the route as running approximately between 
sections 8 and 17 , 9 and 16 and then at a po int in Section 15 , turniI� 
southeast toward Badger Mountain. (This i s  in 'l'ownship 52  North , Range 3 
\ies t ,  B .M .  and 2 \Jest B .H. ) . Even though I would rather see the line run on 
the north s ide ot Holister l-'lountain, I feel the Ilne descr ibed by tlarcotte 
would be sufficiently distant from the "di spersed development "  to sati sfy the 
evaluation criteria on Page 1 -13 No . lA, "Avoids resiaential and inhabited 
areas" , and is suff iciently distant to minimize the impact other than some 
vi sual . For which I would recommena tower painting and care in placement with 
minimal clearing . Please avoid the Hayden Creek drainage as much as possible . 

Response : In an attempt to locate the transmisslon I lne with as l ittle 
interference with homes and development as possible , BPA has done extensive 
wor k in this area . As a resul t,  the line has been located as far north of the 
Ohio Match Road as practical without increasing impacts. 

Although i t  i s  impractical to locate the l ine on the north S lde of Hollister 
r10untain, BFA has wor ked with the Forest Service to relocate the line to 
minimize impacts on Hayden Creek and Hells Canyon.  The present alignment 
closely matches the alignment g iven to you by Jay Harcotte . 

The recommendations for tower darkening , spec ial tower Sit ing and r educed 
clearing are being proposed as part ot BFA ' s  mitigatio n .  

5. COlTIIaent : • • • I woula • • • prefer that you ran the line • • • stra ight , 
basically from Badger r10untain due west [and not try to rer.lain on public land] . 
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Response :  An alignment as suggested i n  your letter was looked at by BPA 
but was found to have more aoverse impacts than a more northerly alignment . 
Both the US Forest Service and the Idaho Department ot Fish and Game oppose 
any al ignment that comes near Hayden Creek or Hells canyon .  Thi s  i s  because 
of the h igh value placed on Hayden Cr eek as a f i sh spawning str eam and the 
high recreation value of Hells canyon. Because of these concerns , BPA has 
wor ked closely with the USFS to reaoJ ust the alignment to the north , as 
swrumar ized above . 

IV . V. OTHER GE(x;RAPHIC AREAS OF CONCfJ<.N 

In addi tion to the geographic concerns presentea above , a few other 
geograph ic-speci f ic comments were received . These are presented below. 

1 .  Comment : ��hen constructing the new BPA line on our area [Rathdrwn 
Pr air ie] , please consider alignruent ot the steel towers Wlth the existing ones 
across our meadow and up the wooded hills so the tower s  don ' t appear to be 
invading the whole area . As you can see , we are surrounded ! !  please allow 
the growth of the existing trees as possible . 

Re sponse : Any location through the Rathdrwn Pr airie to Spokane will be on 
existing EPA easements . Or iginally , a 425-foot wide easement was obtained and 
only the BPA Bell-Noxon 230  kV line occupies the r ight-oi-way at this t ime ,  
leaving approximately 3 0 0  feet available for adaitional line s .  

Tower placement for the Garr ison-SpoKane 500-kV will be adJ acent t o  and north 
of the existlng steel towers on the Bell-Noxon line in most case s .  

2 .  Comment: I still don ' t know where this line [hot Spr ingsj i s  proposed 
going as far as in relation to St . Ignatius is concerned . 

Response : For Alternative A - Hot Spr lng s  Plan , tne existing BPA 230-kV 
line which the 50 0-kV line would parallel i s  approx imately 10 mlles west of 
st . Ignatius . 

3 .  Comment : ��e have rather limited livable land in this narrow l i ttle valley 
here , and whe re I live up Prospect Cree k,  i t ' s  really mo re limlted by somebody 
else ' s  other than your lines unless you decide to go through Prospect Cr eek . 
It ' s  Hashi ngton \Jater FOwer that has to be concerned . They don ' t even have 
one representative to talk to . They don ' t think i t ' s  important enough to send 
anybody around to hear what people have to say . 

Response : The BPA 500-kV route west of Thompson Falls was located on the 
s ide slopes above Prospect Creek to avoid land use conf licts i n  thi s  congested 
valley . As stated in Volwne I ,  the Hashington Hater Power Company Thompson 
Falls alternative would parallel the EPA route to Glidden Gulch (see f ig ure 
4 . 1  in Volwne I) . If both of these plans were to be selected , the possibility 
of plac ing both sets of lines on one set of double-c i rcuit towers would be 
strongly considered . The ��ashing ton Hater Power Company has been working with 
BPA on thi s  proj ect ; a Hashington water FOwer representative has attended all 
public meetings on the DEIS . 
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V .  SilllBARY OF' PUBLIC MEETINGS 
�Jhen a dr aft environmental impact statement is completed ana pr inted , it is 
circulated to interested members of the public , the media,  ana governmental 
agencies.  Readers are urg ea to review the aocument ana the findings and to 
comment on both, either by letter or in any ot a number of public meeting s .  
:r or the Gar ri son-Spokane pr oJect,  Iourteen open houses ana four teen meetHr:J s  
were hela i n  communities throughout the study area to answer people ' s  
questions and to alloYJ any concer ned indiviaual or agency to enter comments 
off ic ially into the record . The comments were then reviewea ana are answered 
in this,  the f inal document . Parts I I-Iv of this vo�ume consti tute the 
comments and answers for this vroject , together wi th the actual changes 
incorporatea in the EIS itself . 

In each community ,  an af ternoon open house was held to allow people to ask 
questions informally , to familiarize themselves with the proJ ect , and to ITleet 
some of the resource speciali sts who worked on the proJ ect . �aps ana air 
photos were provided for close inspection, ana handouts on issues of concern 
such as biolog ical and electr ical effects were avai lable . Copies ot maps were 
also available for people to take home with them . Numerous photo panels 
depicted var ious aspects ot constr uction ana impact mitigation . Resource 
specialists ci rculated to answer questions and interpret maps . 

These open houses were followed by the formal public meeting s .  A Montana 
facilitator ran the meeting s ,  ensuring that everyone who wished to speak haa a 
fair chance at presenting his or her views . A court recorder tOOK a cOITlplete 
record of each meeting . After a br ief presentation on the role of Bonneville 
POvJer and a descr iption of the baS1.C choices tor the pr oJ ect, the floor was 
open to speaker s .  Those who had signed up indicating a des ire to speak were 
called f irst; others were encouraged to speak as well . After a break , the 
meeting turned its focus to questions and answer s :  members of the publ ic were 
encouraged to ask questions so that information could be given or 
misunaerstandings cleared up . The team leaders and resource specialists 
present were called on to respond until no ITlore questions were raised ana no 
more presentations were requested . 

�1eetings were held as follows : 

Spokane , �� 
Coeur d 'Alene , ID 
Hallace , ID 
St . Reg is, fIT' 

April 12 
Apr i l  13 
April 14 
Apr il 15 

V-l 

Attendance 

10 
25 
19 
56 
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Missoula ,  MT 
Dr urrunond , HI' 
Lolo , HI' 
Ph ilipsburg ,lU' 

Frenchtown ,  HT 
Super ior , fIr 
S t .  Ignatiu s ,  I'iT 
Plains ,  [,II' 
Potomac , HI' 

Thompson Falls, tIT 

April 19 
Apr il 20  
April 21 
Apr il 22 

April 26 
Apr il 27 
Apr il 28 
Apr il 29 
April 30  

May 3 

Attendance 

13 2 
121 

22 
68 
3 8  
4 8  
12 
3 7  
14 

4 3  

The issues raised at any given meeting var ied widely over the study area,  J ust 
as the lives and interests of people vary from community to cOlmnunity .  The 
issues of greatest concern- -such as heal th and safety , property value impacts, 
need for the line or the power , and the building of the line on public instead 
of private land- -became maj or headings in Part I I  of this volume , entitled 
SUBJECTS OF ())NTROVbRSY .  Because issues did vary trom place to place , they 
are also characteri zed under GEOGRAPHIC AREAS OF CDNCERl� (Part IV) . These 
divisions reflect concerns receivea both by letter and by tr anscr ipt of the 
public meetl ng s . �Jhat follows below is a sUITUTlary , meeting by meeting , of the 
major issues raised in each tr anscr ipt . 

A. SFOKANE, HASHING'IDN Apr il 12 , 1982 

At the f irst public meeting , six people spoke on a var iety of issues . The 
maJ or focus was on health and safety issues and on concerns for future 
corr idor planning , although COImnents were also receIved on other subj ects such 
as the need for the powe r ,  the potential impact on property value s ,  and the 
possibi lity of undergrounding or of using other means to pr ovide the power . 

People were concerned abou t  the possible expansion of the cor ridor to include 
more of their land , which would pr eclude certain uses- -such as constructing a 
building . Questions were received on future planning , both on future needs on 
the Hest Coast that might af fect people in this area , and on the number of 
lines that Iilight be expected in the cor r idor . 

Particular interest was eApressed in whether other alternatives- -such as hydro 
or wind power--were available to supply the power needed and whether BPA was 
interested enough in these alternatives to speno money in research . A related 
question was whether the line was in fact needed at al l .  

Several questions were received on the possibility o f  biolog ical and 
electrical effects on people or animals and on the extent of BPA studies on 
thi s  topic . 
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Comments made by the seven speakers at the Coeur d ' Alene meeting focused on 
the need for the power and on concern that the Forest Service recommendations 
for routing near fiayuen Cr eek be followed . Several speakers expressea support 
for those routing s ,  des igned to mitigate impacts on fisheries and wildlife , as 
well as on esthetics . ��11etl1er the line was needed at all was also questioned , 
in light of the recent BPA forecasts of reduced aemand for power in the future 
and in light of the Bunker Hill mine closing . 

One individual expressed concer n  that the past negotiations for r ight-of -way 
compensation, though seemingly adequate at the time , dia not anticipate this 
greater increase in voltage and size of tower .  He hoped that new negotiations 
might take place to ref lect the chang es in value of the lana ana in the design 
of the facil itie s.  

Concern was also expressed tor potentIal seaimentation effects in �1e Hayaen 
Lake and Hayden Creek area , where eros ion has already taken place due to a 
residential development .  

C .  �lALIACE, IDAHO Apr il 14,  1�82 

Seven people spoke at the meeting held in IJallace . Cornrnents ana questions 
ranged over a var iety of issues, with no outstanding area of concer n. More 
comments ( 3 )  were made on esthetics than on any other subJect ,  however . 

A mining f irm r epresentative expressed a preference tor the Hot Spr ings route , 
as it affected forest land les s ,  cost less ,  and would affect the landscape the 
least of the three alternatives . Concern \Vas expressea for choices of route 
alternatives near the Osburn Fault ,  as access roaa needs could interfere wi th 
mining operations . Substantial concern was also expressea over the esthetic 
effec t of seeing the line trom Lookout Pass :  " It ' s  a spectacular view ana 
thousands of photos with people enter ing IdarlO by that sign up there are taken 
from this vantage point each year and a swath across those hills to the nor th 
of Mullen ( segment 26) woula be a very big eyesore . "  

Concern was also expressed over the chOIce of locating the line in the 
relatively f latter lana in the valley rather than on the steeper ( ana 
ther efore potentially less useful) land in the hill s .  Some people felt that 
the line should be located on public ( s teeper ) land rather than pr ivate 
(valley) land . 

Numerous questions were asked of the Hashington Hater Power representative as 
to location of the SUbstation and plans for its construction.  

Concern was also expressea by one ranch owner that a choice of the Hot Spr ings 
route would mean a substation in the middle of his ranch , wi th consequent 
severe ef fects on his means of livelihood . 
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Finally , a question was raised on how the Taf t  route could be environmentally 
prefer red when the speaker saw clear impacts on a number of resources in his 
own area. 

D. ST . REGIS , MONTANA Apr il 15, 1902 

Ove r thirty people spoke at the very well-attended S t .  Reg i s  Qeeting . f.1any 
concerns were voiced on a variety of issues , with particular emphasis being 
focused on the impacts not only on St . Reg is but on Mineral County as a 
whole . Subj ects which received more comments included : social and economic 
effects on the area ; the use of existing as opposed to new right-of-way for 
the line ; esthetics ; biolog lcal and electrical ef fects of the line ; cost of 
the line ; and the methods of study and the degree of public involvement , as 
well as the adequacy of the EIS . Concern vias expressed not only for the 
immedlate St . Reg i s  area but also for a proposed alternative routing that 
would avoid direct impacts on the resiaents of S t .  Reg is but which would 
proceed up the Tamarack Creek area and which woula affect the fewer residents 
there . 

One resident of Tamarack Cr eek read a letter in which feeling s about the 
Tamarack alternative were expressed : "Our reasons for choosi ng to live where 
we do are to be able to be self-suff icient , non-buroening to any other per son 
or persons involved with so-called commercial, social improvement, 
governmental agency or urmecessary forms of mechanically created power . • . ��e 
live here by choice wi thout outside power sources and jointly i nfonn BPA and 
any other organization • • • that we don ' t  want your power lines near us. " 
Particular concern was expressed for the openi ng  of new r ight-o f �ay through 
previously unburdened land in this area and for the consequent effects on 
natural scenery and wildlife . The area was called by one inaividual "one of 
the very f inest kind of wilderness areas that ' s  lef t  in Mineral County . "  

f1any social and economic effects were noted by area resident s .  One resident 
questioned the accuracy of BPA assert ions tllat property adJ acent to 
r ights-o f �ay might increase ( rather than decrease) in value . The estimatea 
tax loss of $2, 6 3 7 , 00 0  to Hineral County was a source of great concern to the 
resident s, as they felt that the residents of the county would therefore end 
up "paying for it all . " Sucn concerns were also expressed in terms ot impacts 
on people ' s  livelihood : "A hundred twenty-f ive foot r ight-o f �ay will never 
grow another tree that will proouce timber . There ' s  two hundrea miles of road 
that wlll never grow another tree that produces timber . He ' re talking about 
money for this county . "  A part icular point was made to convey to the 
decisiorunakers that they consider the future value of timber as a cost of the 
line . 

Recreation opportunities in general were seen to be of particular lluportance 
for the county , and liable to suffer should the lines go through : "Mineral 
County has for many years been pretty scenic , has relied on tour iffin and the 
dude ranches and people that come in here through the summer ana the fall is a 
big source of income for this small county , and if we ' re going to be saddleo 
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w i  th BPA pm.er lines going through some o f  our most scenic place s in thi s  
county , we are going t o  be ser iously handicapped tor th e  rest o f  our lives • • •  " .  
Another individual pointed out that the county has "three call ing cards • • •  

logg ing , aesthetic beauty , and recreational" and that all three resources 
would be aaversely affected to a signif icant degree by the proposed southern 
route . He pointed out that these impact f inaings were not consistent with the 
rating of the Taft route as that of least environmental impact .  

Particular recreational concerns lncluded the ability to relax in the quiet of 
a r ural or wilderness atmosphere and enjoy the outdoor s, a potential that 
could , in the minds of the residents , be compromised by the presence of a 
large power line . The increase in access roads into hunting ter ritory was 
also a source of recreational concern. Residents were unable to unaerstand 
how the ranking values for big game were so low in an area that pr ide s itse lf 
on its game and hunting opportunities. 

Responsiveness to the wishes and interests of t1le people i n  the study area 
came under question at this meeting , with regard to the involvement ot the 
people , the attention paid to suggestions made by inaividuals at earlier 
meetings and seemingly not responde6 to , and the extent to which Mineral 
County ' s  relatively smaller population counted against it in an envi ronmental 
reckoning : " It seems to me ( that) they ' re going through Hineral County because 
there are tewer people , less voice and it ' s  like a r iver that flows ; it takes 
the path of least resi stance . I t ' s  gone here and f inally gone r ight over here 
where there ' s  fewer people , fewer political clout,  and we ' re j ust going to get 
it shoved down our bac k door whether we want it or not . "  One resident 
questioned the adequacy of the socioeconomic study done for the proJect , 
assert ing that no one had been interviewed in this area.  Another individual 
asserted that the southern route was not "environmentally preferred" but only 
"politically preferred . " The assert ion was al$o made that the " small 
people ' s" voices don ' t  count when the public is deali ng with BPA . Numerous 
individuals supported this view . Concern was voiced over the extent to which 
previous suggestions made for routing ( such as up near the CC divide) had been 
ser iously considered and responded to by BPA per sonnel.  A question was raised 
as to why the decisionmaker s were not available directly to people who wished 
to voice the ir comments.  

Questions were also raised as to now much weight each item considered had in 
the ranking process .  The speakers felt that they could not j udg e the value of 
the EIS when they could not discern how dec isions had been made on 
environmental impacts : " • • •  there ' s  no way that you can corne with a mag ic 
number to assign to aesthetics, eag les there ,  and somebody has to arbitrar i ly 
assign values to these thi ngs and add these thi ngs up and say thi s  is the best 
one environmentally . The point is it was arbitrar i ly done to beg in \-l1th . "  

Preference was frequently expressed for the Hot Spring s  route , on the grounds 
that it did not open up new r ight-of-way , that residents along the present 
line were used to the sights and sounds of a line , and that it would cost the 
least--thereby incurring the least cost to the ratepayers who would eventually 
bear the burden of cost for the line . 
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�uestions were rai sed on the potential health eftects that a line might have 
on the residents of a area--from direct contact to interference wi th 
pacemaker s .  Questions were also raisea on the effects of the line on radio 
and TV receptio n, particularly on mobile units needed tor emergency 
communications and on the translator sig nal in the St . Regis TV dIstr ict .  

Some question was rai sed a s  t o  the need for the line i n  view of the recent BPA 
forecasts of lower load growth . A speaker also questioned whether the No 
Action alternat ive was being ser iously considered as a consequence . 

E .  MISSOULA, HONTAI.\lA Apnl 19 , 19 82 

Hore than thi rty people spoke at the Hissoula meeting .  Among the many 
subjects addressed , the issues most of ten mentioned were : health and safety; 
the potential for undergrounding the line to mi tigate health and safety and 
esthetic effects; impacts on communities of people ; economic impacts i n  the 
form of property devaluation and tax loss ; need for the line and the power ; 
and adequacy of the studies in the ElS . 

Numerous people expressed concern about what effects the line might have on 
the ir health and the health of their children. They ci ted a var iety ot 
effects reported in certain studie s, and questioned whether bPA had 
sufficiently taken some studies into account in its reporting of the issue in 
the draf t EIS . In addi tion to questions about the potential for biolog ical 
and electr ical effects on their health , individuals expressed the opinion that 
BPA has treated the ir concern wi th "callous ciisregard" ana " indifference to 
our well-being . "  If BPA were conveying its tacts and opinions on biolog ical 
and electr ical effects accurately , then the agency "should be willing to post 
a bond guarantee ing that there \>'ill be no ill effects on human and animal life 
from these line s .  They should also be willi ng to accept liabil ity for any 
ensu ing problems and beg in studies immediately • • . "  by a non-BPA, impartial 
scienti f ic organizatio n .  Concern was also expressed for the potential noise 
produced by the electr ical f ield , part icularly in bad weather : " • • • you 
state the noise etfects to the line can be corrpared with light city traff ic 
noises.  I l ive in the country by choice . I don ' t  want to hear light CIty 
traff ic noises in my backyard . II Finally , concern was raised wi th regard to 
BPA ' s  understanding of the f ire dang er potential in the Rattlesnake area . 

Esthetics concerns took two forms : concern for the effects on people eve ryday , 
should the line r un near cOITm1uni ties , and concern for the overall beauty of 
the Montana environment . liMy biggest concer n, however ,  in thi s  whole issue is 
for the continuing integ r i ty and beauty of �Jestern Montana landscapes . Power 
lines are ug ly , and that ' s  all you can say about them . As a skier , mountain 
climber , f isherman and general outuoor enthusiast , I am phy sically sIckened by 
the concept of more power lines through our Hestern tlontana landscape s . "  On 
the other hand , when it carne to a choice between placing the lines through 
more pr istine landscapes or closer to urban or residential area s ,  considerable 
feeling was expressed that the line should be placed as far away from people 
as possible : "He all love the back country . No one can possibly be more of an 
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environmentalIst about the backwoods than myse lf , but when we mus t choose 
between ourselves, our children, our homes, and our farmland and the 
backwooas ,  I have to say , put i t  back , way back . "  

�luch support was expressed for the technique of underg rounding the line near 
people or communities to mitigate potential heal th effects and to improve the 
appearance of the facilities. ( 'i'Wo leng thy presentations on the nee a for 
unaergrounding in the Rattlesnake ana/or Mi ller Creek/Lolo area were 
duplicated in the Lolo meeting , ana are covered in that section . 'l'he g ist of 
the presentation was that the social, environmental ,  and long-term health 
effects of the line in these areas far outwe ighea tne cost or tecnnical 
problems associatea with undergrounding . )  Again, the emphasi s  was on the idea 
that the line should be kept as tar away from people as possible and , it not 
by line location, then by plac ing the line out-of-sight by undergrounding . 

Not building the line (No Action alternative) received support for two 
different reasons .  Fir st,  the need for the line and for the power was 
questioned by several , part icular ly in the light of the recent �WPSS si1utaowns 
of nuclear plants in the state of \lashingto n .  The speaker s saw no benef i t  
coming to Montana from the lines , and all the power be ing sent to a state that 
was not completing its own energy facilitie s .  Second , speakers from the Clar k 
Fork Pr otective Basin Association suggested tnat " the environmental and social 
impacts from this line will be great, and that BPA will be unable to mitigate 
most of them • • •  that ( these costs) far outwe igh the costs of not bu ilaing the 
line . " 

A few speakers expressed concern as well about the future plans for the 
corr idor through which this line would pas s .  One speaker felt that BPA ought 
to spec ify what the "saturation level" of lines per corr idor ShOllld be , in the 
EIS :  " I  would hope that BPA would saturate the lower Clar k For k Cor r idor 
before they go and place a brand-new corr idor west from Hissoula across the 
mountaIns into Idaho and into Spokane when there still is room on the Clar k 
Fork Corr idor by BPA ' s own admission to put this line . "  A more general 
concer n  expressed a need for more knowledge as to uhow many thousand miles (of 
line) are going to be In �lestern Hontana and where i t  enas • • • • what i s  
planned for the future i n  hlestern r·bntana . "  

Numerous concerns were expressed over the EIS itself and the studies that 
suppo rted it . In addition to questions (addressed ear lier ) about the heal th 
and safety studies , people questioned the soc ioeconoITlic interview process 
which portrayed residents ' views in a number of communities.  One inaividual 
questioned the accuracy of tt!e geology and soils data and the maps from wnich 
they were taken . Also questioned was whether the "environmentally prefer rea "  
Taft route , so designated i n  the draf t EIS , could i n  fact be the best route 
environmentally when i t  opened up more new cor r idor and cost more to builo . 
One individual asserted that it was only the "politically preferreo" route . 
Disagreement with the scope of the EIS was mentioned in a concern over 
possible "segmentation " of the study : shouldn ' t  the study have included the 
line between Tbwnsend and Gar rison, to the east , within its scope? One 

V-7 



Garrison-Spokane EIS 
�Jg13 63 : 0 2 -0 7-8 3 

individual felt that the public meetings held by BPA should have been 
postponed until af ter the Hontana State Board of Natural Resou rce s and 
Conservation had met to discuss the route . A tew people also wanteo to see 
direct comparison of the routes proposed by bPA w i th the state-approved (197 9 )  
route which was studied in an earlier ( Federal Colstr ip) EIS , including closer 
examination ot the route running farther no rth through the Jocko Pass and onto 
the Flathead Ind ian Reservation. 

Economic impacts of part icular concern incluoed property devaluatlOn and tax 
loss .  The Clar k For k  Basin Protective Association commented that they held 
that "decreased property values that is near this transmission route 1S a 
quantif iable cost of the proj ect , "  and that BPA shoula not only include this 
in calculating the system costs of the Colstrip ProJect, but that " the owners 
ot such property whose appraisals have dropped as a result of the line 
( should) be re imbursed by BPA. " Concern was expressed for property 

devaluat10n not only of the property over Which a r ight-of-way might pas s, but 
also of property adJ acent to the right-of -way . Such devaluation vJoulci have 
consequences as well tor the tax base of Hissoula County , which woula alreauy 
be foregoing taxes antic ipated trom the line 1f it haa been built by Hontana 
Power Company .  Instead , a Federal entity would be building the line ana , as a 
consequence of 1tS status, paying no taxes.  

Finally , specific concern was expressed tor the Rattlesnake area J ust no rtiJ ot  
Hi ssoula . A representatlVe of the Board of tile Fr iends of  the Rattlesnake 
(FOR) ag reed wiU1 the BPA f 1ndings ot signif icant impact in the Rattlesnake 
area, but felt that the EIS hao not gone far enougn in estirilating the severity 
of effects.  They turther felt that e i ther of the two potential alternatives 
through the Rattlesnake was unacceptable . '.Che route closer to a resHlential 
developrJent would have strong negative vi sual effects in that area. The route 
farther north, running through the Rattlesnake National Recreat10n Area , would 
have " tl1e wor st lInpact on the natural environment and on the numerous people 
who enj oy that enviroru'1ent . "  In aaoi tion, proper t ire control measures would 
involve additional timber cutting and mar ki ng of line s ,  which would only 
increase the visual effects in a sensitive area. Also mentioned were high 
impacts on water resource s, on high recreational user intensity in the area, 
and on cr itical elk and mule deer winter range,  which the FOR felt were 
underestimated or not taken into account in the EIS . 

F .  DRill1NOOD,  MONTANA Apr il 20 , 1982 

At the ve ry well-attended meeting at Drunwond , over twenty-f ive people spoke 
to enter comments into the record; nUITlerous others l istened or asked questions 
of the team . Considerable concern was expressed for the potential effects ot 
the l ine on agr iculture in this neavily agr icultural area : " • • •  agncultural 
land is being wi thdrawn from production at an alarming rate for sutx:1ivisions, 
roads, power corr idors and U1e like and this pr actice must stop or we ' ll be in 
trouble trying to provide food for our table s . "  

Related concerns of particular interest were the et tects of the line on 
property value , particularly where the landowner had wor keo a farm for many 
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year s and did not want to sell the land or the r ight s .  ( "�/e are deeply 
concerned with what this transmission line would do in depreciatlng land 
values ,  especially ir r igated meadow lands • • • •  t10st of the people wi th the 
better irr igated ranches have spent a lifetime of wor k and saving s  to put them 
tog ether ana for Bonneville to corne along and cut the value • • •  ana render 
it unusable is absolutely cr uel and unj ust . " )  As Dr ummond is located in the 
valley through which the existing right-o f -way runs,  concern was also 
expressed on the issue of locating the line on public land--that is,  back 
farther into the mountains where Forest Service or BUrl land might be 
found--rather than in the valleys , where pr ivate land is concentrated . 
(Numerous people already have the existing line , a gas line ,  a telephone line ,  
and/or a Montana Power line through their ranches or residentlal property . )  
One indiviaual noted that in the EIS map volume there were sections on many 
animals but • •  " . no maps of human population densi ty . You almost get to 
feeling that trees ,  wildlife and public lands designate the areas through 
which the lines will not be built . " Although the speakers trequently 
expressed the wish not to "put it on their neighbor s , "  a preference for 
locating the line further south, on public lands, was expressea several times. 

A third concern was the effect that the lines might have on the safety ana 
well-be ing of the res idents and their llvestock,  both from iaentif iable 
hazards such as shock potential ana from perceived hazards such as the 
potential for health effects. Concerns were expressed not only for such 
health ef fects on the residents ' livestoc k,  but also on the reputation and 
saleability of that stack should i t ,  as a consequence , be considered suspect. 
Questions were raised as to the extent and validity of BPA ' s  health effects 
studies and as to the degree of responsibility BPA would assume should any 
later health effects be dernonstrateo. . 

Several individuals raised the question of need tor line and need for the 
powe r ,  in light of recent decisions to close down planned nuclear plant 
building in the S tate of ��ashington. Concern was also raised over the 
potential for future parallel lines which might take up still more land in the 
valley . 

Several people from Gold Creek were also present at the meeting , and expressed 
cons iderable concern that , from their point of view, the decisionmaki ng had 
been segmented , that while the location of the (Garrison) substation near Gold 
Creek had been a diff icult enough pill to swallow, now they were faced with 
the prospect of that substation acting as a magnet for future lines and with 
the problem of trying to select the "least undesirable" alternative line west 
from that substation. 

Some concerns were also expressed over higher erosion potential in the 
"northern" alternative , over noise , over potential TV and radio interference 
from the line , and over possible hazards to ai rcraf t should the line be 
located near the Drummond airport . Particular concer n was expressea over 
intert erence with a translator station serving the Hall to New Chicago and 
Drummond area. 
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Technical questions were rai sed on the potential impacts o f  the lines on 
irrigation systems (with regard both to inconvenience and hazard) and on the 
degree of line loss ( loss ot power from the line) between Gar r i son and 
Spokane . 

Concerns were rai sed about f uture plans for bui lding--s uch as a second 
paralle l line which might require still more land i n  the valley- -and about the 
potential for conversion of the line to d . c .  power . 

G .  WW , f .lONTANA April 21,  198 2 

At the Lolo meeting of Apr il 21 , twelve people spoke to enter their COITlfilents 
officially into the record ; several others asked questions as wel l .  Pr imary 
concerns were : need for the line ; concern for esthetics and the potential for 
undergrounding as mitigation for esthetic impacts ; concern for the potential 
health and safety effects of transmission lines; and concern for potential 
depreciation of property values in the Loloft1iller Creek are a .  Ooncer n was 
also expressed at the beg inning that inadequate notice of the meeting had been 
g iven to the publ ic . Four individuals left the meeting in protest , although 
two of them r eturned to g i ve testimony . 

A few people were very concerned over the relatively small s i ze of the 
aud ience and ascr ibed that size to a lack of public notif ication . A r equest 
was made to hold another meeting at a later date . Oop ies of the meeting 
notice from the local papers and documentation on the extent of media 
adver ti sement were made available to the audience . 

Several individuals questioned the need for the line , as it related to the 
need for addi tional power . Citing new efforts at conservation that nad 
reduced load forecasts for the future and the recent decisions to shut down 
construction on the ��PSS nuclear plants in ��ashing ton, they felt that no new 
power was going to be needed and that therefore no line would be needed . Two 
individuals also raised the possibility of using existing 23 0-kV lines to 
carry the power , noting that the double-circuit nature ot the proposed proJ ect 
was desig ned to serve as a backup in the event of line failure . 

Two speakers expressed particular concern for visual and other impacts from 
the line as i t  would come down cahoot canyon and pass down into the valley , 
crossing the Bitterroot River . Visual impacts would affect the Rodeo 
Ranchette development , as well as the residents of the Hiller Creek area and 
residents of Lolo , and travellers dr iving from Missoula down Highway 9 3  ( "Now, 
as soon as i t  exits the mouth of the canyon, many thousands ot people will 
suf fer visual impacts. Eleven thousand a day is the tr aff ic count on the 
highway near Lolo , and add to that everyone in Rodeo Ranchettes and Miller 
Creek Valley , including the proposed subdivision, and you have eleven thousand 
three hundred and twenty a month. • • • Three mi les ot tower s will be seen 
going uphill west of the Bi tterroot River . BPA ' s  orange marker high on the 
hill north of cahoot canyon can be seen from Southwest f.1issoula and Lolo and 
beyond . If the tower is placed there ,  it will be skylighted for miles. " ) . 
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Ve ry strong approval was expressed for the idea of burying (undergrounding )  
the l ine i n  this area by these and other speakers , as a means to mi tigate the 
visual impacts of the line . The cost of burying the line , der ived by the 
speakers from BPA estimates and divided among estimated ratepayers , amounted 
to $1 . 50 per year per ratepayer ,  according to the speaker s .  They felt that 
this cost was relatively small , compared to the social and visual costs of 
having the line above ground and vis ible in this attractive area . ( liThe 
appendix (E) states that the undergrounding reduces health and safety effects 

• • •  and drastically reduces the visual impacts of the line , plus states that 
most negative impacts of undergrounding are only temporary . vle believe that 
the temporary impacts are preferable to the long-term visual , aesthetic , 
social , and possible health effects of an overhead line on residential 
areas . " ) . One speaker also held that reliability was not a signif icant factor 
compared to the impacts of keeping the line above ground in this area . 

Health effects were a concern of several speaker s ,  who questioned not only the 
unknown potential for such long-term effects from the line , but also BPA ' s  
willingness to be responsible for such effect s ,  should they occu r . 

Other concerns raised at this meeting included the propriety of holding the 
public meetings when the issue of BPA compliance wi th the State Facility 
Siting Act had not yet been resolved ; the concern for potential property 
devaluation outside the r ight-of-way ; and the concern for benefits seemingly 
destined for Washington residents who would return no benefits to the 
residents of Montana. Concern was also expressed for the bald eagles in the 
Bitterroot area and the potential for disturbing or harming them , and for the 
potential impacts on agr icultural land in the area . 

H .  PHILIPSBURG , Ml' Apr il 2 2 ,  1982 

The twenty-eight people who commented on the draft EIS at the Philipsburg , 
�1ontana meeting included representatives from the U . S .  Senate and one 
Congressional office , and the Granite Oounty Alliance . In addition, several 
other residents from the Maxville , Hall , and other places in western Montana 
spoke at the Philipsburg meeting . 

The representatives from the Senate and Cong ressional offices presented the 
positions of the Senators and Oongressman on several different areas of 
controversy . The members of the Granite County All iance recommended that BPA 
study an alternate route south of Maxville (Cor r idor "E" )  and expressed the ir 
concern about a wide range of issues , which included compensation for 
easements,  need for the line , property devaluation, undergrounding , and the 
possibility of using other r ights-of-way for the line .  

Numerous other local residents supported the position of the Granite County 
Alliance and also expressed concern about the types of impacts noted above . 

The statements by one of the U . S .  Senate representatives expressed concern 
about the segmentation of the proj ect at Garr ison , as it could prej udice the 
route decision westward , about BPA ' s  tax-exempt statu s ,  and assured local 
residents that " I l m  sure that all members of the delegation are going to be 
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wor king to see that those impact payments are adequate to meet impacts of the 
construction of this line . "  The statement by the Congressional representative 
touched on s imilar issues but focused on the Taf t  route near Haxville and 
urged BPA to be responsive to public i nput and cons iaer the route alternative 
south of Haxville . 

The representatlve of the Granite County Commissioners statea that the draft 
E IS had not adequately covered BPA ' s  decision to taKe over the construction of 
the line from the filontana Power Company ; he also eXlJressea concern about the 
Taf t  route being paralleled by future line s .  

The Granite County Alliance presented a membership list of " inaividuals that 
wish to go on public record as making the following statenlents which are given 
on behalf of the Alliance . "  The alliance also requested that "all comments 
submitted dur ing the comment per iod be fully considered and reproducea in 
their entirety in the f inal EIS . "  The Gr anl te County Alllance I s presentation 
descr ibed the community of �1axville and stated the community had been largely 
excluded in the draft E IS and the route ranking pr ocess. The f'resentation 
obj ected to many of the evaluation criteria used in the route selection 
process and questioned the accuracy of several maps in the dratt EIS , Which 
had either omitted or not clearly pr inted the community of t1axville . Member s  
of the alliance went o n  to state that BPA haa not proviaea adequate notice to 
landowner s  ana residents who could be affected by the Taft route or involved 
them in the route identif ication or selective processes . 

The Granite County Alllance proposea an alternative to the Taf t route,  
Corr idor E,  which would run between Maxville and Ph ilipsburg . They stated 
that Cor r idor E was preferable over the least-impact Taf t route because i t  
would : avoid more residences and pr ivate land , avoia more agr icultural land , 
reduce hydrology , wildlife , forestry , recreational , geology/soil s ,  and 
cultural resource impacts . 

As noted above , many of the speakers at the Ph ilipsburg meetin� provided more 
evidence and detail to support the Grani te County Alliance ' s  proposal for 
Corr idor E .  In adaition, they also addressea several other controversial 
issue s .  

Several speakers urged BPA to cooperate wlth local landowners in locating 
roads and tower s .  They also made several strong statements about compensation 
for easements : "Property devaluation, loss of agr icultural prOductivity ,  loss 
of flexibi l ity of mining operations and esthetic linpact are ex�nples of the 
other factors which must be considered in determining aaequate compensation. " 

Other speakers questioned the need for the proJ ect ,  stating that actual load 
projections are well below their proJ ected levels. These speakers concluaed 
that because of a lack of demonstrated need , the No Action alternative was 
preferable from both environmental and cost perspectives. 

Several speaker s  expressed concer n about the line ' s  effects on prope rty 
values, one stating : "we ao not have the urban amenities such as proximity to 
store s ,  restaurants ,  theater s ,  et cetera.  Rather ,  what we have is scenic 
beauty , unspoiled country untouched by the hand of man and peace ana quiet . 
The powerline would destroy all of these precious value s.  
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Other speaker s  asked questions about the feasibility of undergrounding the 
line ,  about r estr ictions it Iuight place on blasting and other mining 
operations,  and about the possibility of using an existing r ight-of -way 
between Hall and Drurrunond tor the llne . 

I • FREtK:H1D�vN , H�"TANA Apr il 2 6 ,  198 2 

Fourteen residents of the Frenchtown area spoke at this meeting to present 
their concerns and comments on the draft E IS .  Primary concerns were over the 
esthetics impacts of the line ; health ana safety issue s ;  need for the line and 
for the power ; process and adequacy ot the E IS studies and the related public 
involvement opportunitIes . Part icular concern was also expressed over 
interference of the line with f ire£ ighting techniques .  

Concern over the need for the line and the power led numerous speakers to 
advocate the No Action alternative , as they felt that the need for large , long 
lines had not been demonstrated ana since more local power generation was 
favored . The recent \@PSS shutdowns were also c ited as evidence of no need 
for the lines . Concern for health and safety effects was also c ited as a 
reason for favoring No Action : " I  personally f ind the transmission lines 
unwanted , unnecessary , and unhealthy to the environment of all l iving thing s ,  
including politician s . " The question o f  who benef its also arose in this 
connection : " ••• 1 can ' t beg in to endorse Colstr ip sending power out to 
��ashi ng ton and \�ashington with the nuclear reactors sending their power back 
here . \Je are going to have an explosion in the midale and I think we are in 
the middle . "  

Health and safety were questions prominently raised , both in terms of ef f ects 
on humans and on their animals .  The feeling was expressed that BPA simply 

"-
could not allow health effects to become an issue , as lawsu its would be a 
maJ or problem as a consequence . Questions were raised as to BPA ' s  liabi lity 
and compensation policies if damage should be proved to have occurred as a 
result of the line s .  

Also under consideration here were the potential hazards to f iref ighting 
suggested by the Forest Service Fire Line Handbook .  The speaker ' s  conclusion 
was that " • • •  I ' m sure that if a rire breaks out in the Tank Creek drainage 
or in another arainage equally nar row and steep , the f irefighter s will wisely 
keep their distance . • • • But then, I guess that means that we might have to 
watch a f ire burn through an entire drainag e  before it could be manned and 
controlled . How wide would the swathe be then? " 

Concerns for esthetics was both local and state-wide . One lanaowner expressed 
particular concern for the three to four towers , at least one sky lined , that 
would be seen from her residence near the Ninernile interchange looking towards 
Alberton . She also expressed a larger concern : liThe lines will have to be 
stopped . Not j ust because the towers would seem ugly to me here , but because 
of the ugly everywhere .  They will cut a swathe all the way across Montana i f  
we allow i t ,  b u t  w e  won ' t . "  
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Another speaker ur�ed consideration o f  a route crossing the Bi tterroot Valley 
near Sula to reauce esthetic impact s .  Others favored a Sudan route and 
effective mitigation techniques such as painted towers ana undergrounding to 
minimize effects .  Particular concern was expressed for running the line 
through the tJinemile area or near Alberton where numerous residences would be 
affected . One speaker expressed approval of the newer location ( farther from 
1 -9 0 )  of the Taft Substation. Approval was also expressed for the Idea of 
keeping the l ine out of valley bottoms and agricultural land and locating 
instead back farther in the hills . This speaker felt that the EIS needed to 
examine a route u1rough the Jocko Pass ,  which would cross the Flathead Indian 
Reservation on the previously state-approved route . 

Concern for due process in the studies ana dec isionmak ing and in consideration 
of public input was raised at this meeting . One speaker questioned whether 
the E IS process violated National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) standards 
and had proQuced two EIS ' s  where one should have been done ( segmentation of 
the line) . Also a concern was whether ordering steel tor the Townsend-Gar rison 
line was prej udicing selection of a route for this lIne .  The same speaker 
wanted a g uarantee in the EIS that no f uture lines would be placed in the 
corr idor selected . He expressed concerns with the environmental cr iteria and 
ranking of routes process , suggesting that the results could easily have been 
reversed . Spec if ically , he telt that the natural resources received a great 
deal lnore consideration than the human environment in the EIS process .  The 
speaker did say that the Taf t  plan kept li the bulk of the line" out of 
inhabited areas and that this selection had the effect of reduc ing long 
exposure of people to potential health and safety eftects . 

That speaker ' s  concern with the cost of the line included note of the fact 
that BPA would pay no taxes on the line as a Federal entity ,  depr iving the 
residents of the county of revenue . He called for more fig ures in the E IS on 
costs to users, and on costs of helicopter construction and maintenance . 

Concer n was expressed that the public did not get to comment on the economic 
or eng ineering considerations that go into deciding on a route . Questions 
were raised on the nature of the decision process and on how the comments 
be ing gathered in these meetings were going to be entered into the aec ision 
process . Concer n  was also expressed that landowner s  living withi n one mile of 
each of the proposed cor r idors be notif ied in wr i ting . A few people also asked 
why no meetings were being held in Huson or Alberton.  

J .  SUPERIOR, NON'TANA Apr i l  27 , 1982 

Thi rty people entered comments or questions into the record at the Super ior 
meeting . Pr imary concerns were social and economic effects of the line ;  
esthetics impacts ; health and safety questions ; concerns for the process of 
EIS stUdies and decisionmaki ng ;  and questions on the need for the line and for 
the power . 

The question of need for the line was related to issues of reduced load 
forecast and to the idea that since the Gar r ison-Spokane system was proposed 
as a "backup" , it would be unnecessary whi le Hashing ton State was shutting 
down the building of their nuclear plants .  Concern was expressed that 
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Hontanans were paying for Hashington needs : "He have paid enough money for 
some of the problems and the proJ ects in Hashing ton as it is, and I don ' t 
think we should pay e i ther monetar ily or through our environment for a line 
through here that is not needed . "  Nwnerous plant closures such as that of the 
Bunker Hill mine were c ited as examples of reducea need which contrastea with 
the need cited for the Colstr ip power . 

S trong and repeated concern was expressed several times ove r the 
"environmentally preferred" desig nation of the Taf t  route , which woula pass 
through Nineral County . Resiaents coula not understand how cutting a new 
corr idor through the land had fewer im2acts than paralleling an existing 
r ight-of-way : " Of cour se , the BPA E IS doesn ' t  show us as having the most 
impact . After all , putting the lines on eXlsting r ignt-of-way adj acent to 
existing lines i s  more detr imental than clear -cutting your way across a 
hundred miles of timber and forest land . "  One resident also compared previous 
logg i ng roads that , over a per iod of twenty year s ,  subsided into the landscape 
wi th present roads : "J:Jow, they build these big boulevards and this and that up 
and down the mountains on every face , and it makes me sick to think another 
network of roads to service a power line to go along with what we ' re got and 
scar up our landscape more • • • •  " 

Residents did not see how BPA could have ignored "the quality ot life • • • 

the quality and type of recreation • • • the hundreds and thousands ot 
vacationers that travel 1-9 0 "  and instead seem to count social impacts merely 
by number of people in a few corrnnuni tie s .  "BPA says the 'I'af t route best 
avoids environmentally sens itive areas , although it has the most forestry , 
vegetation, and water resource s .  Those are their woras .  1 ' 0  like to know 
what • • •  is the ir aef inition of environment . "  The Taft route was alleged to 
be the "politically preferred , "  not the "environmentally preferred" route . 
One individual felt that the designation vIas simply a case ot the Rattlesnake 
area "outg unning" Hineral County . 

Several individuals also pointed out that following the existing corr idor (Bot 
Spr ing s  Plan) was considerably less expensive ana that , in the present state 
of the economy , and consider ing that the ratepayers must foot the bill for the 
line , BPA had an obligation to consider the cost more seriously . 

The Mineral County planner presentea several issues of concern for the 
county . He first expressed concern for the effects the line might have on the 
pr ivate/public balance ot land in the county ana on the county planning 
proces s .  "t1ine ral County presently has only twelve percent of its territory in 
pr ivate ownership . The extremely small size of the pr ivate land base places a 
premium on careful land-use planning . 'l'he loss of any private land which 
could be used for agr iculture,  subdivision, recreational development , 
commercial use , and/or open space of high esthetic quality will be a severe 
detr iment to the comprehensive planning process in Hineral County , to i ts 
resident s . " This individual also felt that the present E IS process was 
pr imarily an attempt to f ind " the path of least resistance" for f uture lines 
which would further disrupt the county . 
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Other concerns voiced by the planner included : ( 1) Agr iculture concerns 
(pr imarily health and safety) had caused the line to be re-routed elsewhere ; 

why not in [-'liner al County , where agr icul ture is "cr i tical to the county ' s  
economy and geographic characte r . "  ( 2) 'I'he line would adversely affect 
subdivisions in physical or visual proxlffiity to the line , reauclng property 
value s ,  alter ing aevelopment potential, and reducing the tax base in the 
long-term for the county . ( 3 )  Recreation and open space impacts would be 
caused where the line would cross a mountaln zone recognized as an 
"outstanding natural area" under the Mineral County Recreational Facilities 
Plan : " The power line will have overwhel�ming negative etfects on these 
environmental and scenic values. " He noted that efforts were under way , ln 
coo rperation with State agencies,  to acquire the "St . Reg is Landu19 , " a 
peninsula with "outstanding scenic , environmental , and recreational values . "  
The line would pass in plain view of thi s acquisitlon.  He also noted that the 
Lolo National Forest Plan characteri zed the canyon in the cutoff road area as 
visually important , a designation imperi led by the presence of the tall towers 
associated with the proJ ect .  Recreation-oriented businesses could be affectea 
by the line . Animals of interest to hunter s- -such as deer and elk--would have 
critical winter and spr ing range crossed by the line . 

The planner also expressed concern for ( 4 )  munic ipal watersneas with sensitive 
drainage basins v.hich woula be crossea by the line ;  ( 5 )  the Keystone-Pardee 
Histor ic Distr ic t" which should have lts management "limited to activities 
that would preserve ana restore the historic resources" but which would be 
approached by the line ; ( 6 )  mining clalills which would be more accessible to 
the public , thereby increasing the chances ot vandalism and increasing the 
burden on the Sherif f ' s  Department which would already nave its load increased 
by the presence of construction workers and necessary pOlic ing of the cor r iaor 
zone after construction ; ( 7 )  expenses for county roads damaged by 
constr uction; ( 8 )  adverse effects on TV and radio reception; and ( 9 ) removal 
of substantial amounts of timber from the r ight-of 4Nay , reducing future timber 
receipts and thus tax dollars available to Mineral County . Be urgea that BPA 
establish "a reasonable and fair impact aid payments program" i f  the line were 
to go through : "Although we can ' t be bougi1t , we won ' t be robbea . "  (Note : the 
�1ineral County Planner ' s  views are excerptea at some leng th, as his comments 
articulately represented a number of concerns raised by other individuals at 
the meeting . )  

Concern was expressed by several individuals over the potential health and 
safety effects of the line , particularly with regard to the studies cited by 
BPA. People were concerned that the government might tell them that there 
were no effects now, but would turn out to be wrong late r .  One individual was 
concerned that the people living near the f uture Garrison-Spokane line might 
turn out to constitute the "long-term study" needed to demonstrate the 
existence of such effects. Several people ralsed quest ions about herbicide 
us� and its potential effects on streams and dr inking water . 

Compensation by BPA for damages to life or property were also a subJ ect of 
some questio n .  In particula r ,  questions were asked as to compensation, should 
a tr ansmission line be implicated in the starting of a forest f ire v.hich might 
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destroy homes and property ;  and o n  compensation for any electrical effects 
which might cause damage to an irr igation system .  One individual corrunented 
that i t  seemed as though "every time a government agency has gone through 
pr i vate land around here , the ir idea of a fair price and the landowner ' s  idea 
is mighty far apart . "  

Finally , a petition by the treasurer of Mineral County was presented with 79  
signatures . I t  read : "\ve , the undersigned residents of Mineral County , are 
s trongly opposed to the placement of the Bonneville Power Administration ' s  
SOO -kV power line in Mineral County . The negative impacts on land values ,  tax 
base , public health and safety , radio and TV reception , agr iculture,  wildlife , 
scenic resources and many other factors makes the ' southern route ' totally 
unacceptable to us.  Only twelve percent of our county is pr ivate land . \�e 
simply cannot afford to lose the productive use of a single square foot of 
pr ivate land . The existing power line r ight-of-way through the Flati1eaa 
Reservation shoula be used before any new corridors are taken .  Be advised 
that we are unalterably opposed to the constr uction of the BPA power line 
through Mineral County . " 

K .  ST . IGNATIUS , t-'lONTANA Apr il 2 8 ,  1�82 

At the st.  Ignatius meeting , three speaker s  entered comments on the EIS into 
the record . Subj ects of concern included health and safety effects , keeping 
the line away from residences ,  and need for the line . 

Concern was expressed over Bonneville ' s  compliance both with NEPA and with the 
Montana t1aj or Facility Siting Act . Question was raised as to whether the line 
had been " segmented" by two studies , thus failing to follow NEPA direc tives . 

Questions wer e  also raised on technical alternatives such as undergrounding 
the line or the potential for solar or other alternative energy sources 
eventually replacing the line . 

One speaker also raised a variety of other issues : in-lieu-of-tax payments , 
��act aid for affected areas,  maintenance of high esthetic values in the 
area , and a recommendation that BPA consider a more southerly routing of the 
line towards Sula to minimi ze esthetic impact s .  He also recomended not 
bui lding the line . 

L.  PLAINS , MONTANA Apr i l  2 9 ,  1982 

Ten people entered their comments on the draf t EIS at the Plains meeting . 
Although numerous subj ects were discussed , the pr imary focus was on social and 
economic issue s ;  need for the line and the powe r ,  as well as the history of 
BPA ' s  involvement in the project; corr idor development; and the EIS process . 

Numerous individuals questioned the planning and data that went into the BPA 
studies , part icularly on need . They felt that the need ·forecasts used for this 
project were outdated : " Yo u ' re making proj ections which are investing many 
dollars , you ' re committing land and resources and you have no reliable , 
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log ical , sound evidence to back this . "  Suggestions were made that the line not 
be buil t ,  or that the coal be shipped to Hashington for conversion to energy . 
Conservation was also seen as a good alternative to building " unnecessary " 
facilities.  

Cons iderable concern was expressed by one inaividual that BPA, and not Montana 
Power Company , was building this line . He felt that the county was thereby 
being depr ived of taxes whlch would have helpea to compensate for the impacts 
of the line . One individual pointed out that i f  t�ntana Power had asked 
Bonneville to buila the line because it was unable to negotiate with the 
Inaian tr ibes to cross the Reservation, and since Bonneville ' s  prefer red route 
did not cross the Reservation, that Bonneville should turn the builaing of the 
line back over to tiontana Power . Concern was also expressed over the adequacy 
of f uture corr idor planning for th is line : "Let ' s  build i t  r ight if you ' re 
going to build i t  at all • • •  Let ' s  not have seven sets of towers running 
along the Clark For k  Valley . "  

Several people were also concerned that Montanans were paying the pr ice for 
Hashing ton ' s  needs : "You forecast def icits,  • • •  and (say) hey , Washington, 
don ' t build these nuclear plants , you don ' t really need the power , but here 
Nontana , we ' re goi ng to • • •  build lines over he re so Hontana Power can make 
more money at our expense again and you ' re going to do i t  not only at the 
expense of our tax dollars to build the line s ,  but you ' re going to do i t  in 
the sense that the power lines are going to be publically owned • •  and you ' r e  
not going t o  pay taxes o n  i t  and that ' s  wrong , j us t  f lat wrong . "Strong 
support was expressed for the policy of payments in lieu of taxes by 
Bonneville . 

Esthetic and f inancial concern was expressed tor the economic losses to 
tour ism in Sander s  County after the lines had gone through,  and for losses 
sustained by landowners adJ acent to the l ine who vJould not usually be 
compensated for esthetic impacts.  One commenter recommendea that BPA should 
e ither locate the line on Federal, not pr ivate land , or else buy a landowner 
out entirely for the r ight-of-way rather than taking property p iecemeal. 

Other effects of the line which worried r esidents were potential health and 
safety concerns , which included percelved health effects as wel l .  One business 
owner suggested that his present difficulties in getting h is employees to wor k 
near the existing line s  would be compounded by addi tional and more imposing 
l ines .  

Other soc ial and economic concerns included questions o n  the long-term 
demographic impact s ,  which one individual felt were inadequately treatea in 
the EIS , and on what he felt was a very low estimate o f  impacts on 
agricultural land in the area.  Questions were also asked as to whether d . c .  
lines had been considered , which might lessen the esthetic impact to the 
area . Some individuals expressed concern that BPA live up to i ts promises 
af ter construction, with �art icular regard to TV and radio i nterference 
mitigation and to regrading and subsoiling land disturbed by construction. 
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Seven speakers at the Potomac meeting covered a range ot concerns . Although 
no one issue emerged as an outstanding concer n ,  statements did seem to focus 
on i ssues of economics, includlng the potential eftect l ines might have on 
property value s ,  the question of taxe s lost through a Federal build option, 
and cost of the line . Some question was also ralsed on the esthetic effects 
of the line . 

Concern was expressed most of ten about the financial impact that the bui lding 
of the line would have on the area. Bonneville was u rged to consider 
implementing the payment in-lieu-of-taxes approach , since Federally built 
facilities do not pay taxe s .  Some felt that the tax loss to the county (since 
no pr ivate utility was building these lines) needed to be compensated . One 
individual noted that the U . S .  Forest Service and the Montana FiSh and Game 
Department make a form of payment in-lleu-of-taxes for such impacts .  

Nur,1erous questions yJere asked on the process of appraisal o f  land s ,  survey 
permissions , ana acquisition policies . A few indiviauals were concerned tl1at 
the power was bei ng sent to a state that was in the process of cancelli ng its 
own ener'::lY projects (hPPSS nuclear plants) and that for Hontana to "pay the 
pr ice" of the lines for the benefit of Washington State was not approf,Jnate . 
Other questions on policy covered bui lding and maintenance ot access roadS and 
the effects these might have on lanaowner s. 

Two inquir ies on line location were received : one individual questionea 
whether a route passing farther north and then through the Jocko Pass onto the 
Flathead Indian Reservation was beir� considered . Another individual 
requested consideration of a route farther south of Potomac to decrease 
potential esthetic impacts on the area . 

N .  THOt1PSON FALIS , HONTANA Hay 3 ,  198 2 

At the Thompson Falls meeting , fourteen people spoke and asked questions . The 
questions and comments addressed a variety of topics and issue s .  Among the 
most comrrlon were : history of the pr oJ ect; corr idor development/future 
planni ng ; use of existi ng vs.  new right-of �ay ; need for the line ; and BPA ' s  
public involvement and route selection processes. In terms of 
resource-specific impacts,  people expressed the most concern about the 
project ' s  potential economic , health/safety , ana social effects . 

'IDe comments on corriaor development recommencied that "more careful planni ng  
g o  into determining where the remainder o f  these proposed f uture Colstr ip 
transmission lines will be located . "The questions on this topic were 
pr imar ily concerned wi th the use of the corr idor atter the line is no longer 
needed . 
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The speakers who addressed the histo:-y of the proJect proposed a nwnber of 
reasons why they thought BPA had ass'..llTled reslxmsibili ty for constructing the 
l ine . Among these were Hontana Powe ::: ' s  inabiL ity to negot 1ate a r ight-ot -way 
across the Flathead Indian Reservatj on, a des ire by l"lPC to have the proJ ect 
built without tax liabilitites to l,cal counties , and s imply because it was 
needed by businesses and residents :' n the Pac ific No rthwest . 

Several speakers questioned the neea for the povV'er and the Ilne . 'L'heir 
attitude i s  best retlected i n  the we- rds of one speaker , who stated "��hy don ' t  
you go baCK and think it over and cc nsiaer do ing it  r ight instead ot J ust 
blunder i ng ahead from a wrong dec i sion . "  Other comments on neea note a industry 
and nuclear plant snutdowns , saying that recent aeclines in the neea tor power 
meant that a reevaluat ion of the need for the proj ect snoula be unde rtake n .  

A few speakers expressea concern atout BPA cOI:1ply ing w i th tile l10ntana S tate 
Hajor Fac i l ity S i ting At , but most of the discuss ion on legal issues focused 
on BPA ' s  r ight to build a transmiss -:'on l ine in western £.lontana and on BPA ' s  
posi tion as a profi t-generating age/Icy for the Federal governmen t:  .. . . .  
your activities net the Feaeral gove rnment many m il llOns o t  dollars each 
year .  Thi s  is a vlOlation ot the provisions of your o rganization , which 
states that the r ates would be paid tor at such a rate as to make even . . .. 

Several speakers at the Thompson Falls meetlng noted that the Clar k For k  
Valley between Thompson Falls and P.tains was alreaay " f ull" o r  energy and 
transpo rtation cor riaor s .  As one speaker suggested : " 'I'his valley r ight tOday 
i s  so cluttered up with power l ines anu pitJeL1neS , rallroads , aams , now i t  is 
getting to the po int it isn ' t  nardl} ti t to live i n  any mo re , "  t1any felt that 
an add i tional l ine WOuld , therefor e ,  Llave a devas tat iI1<J e t tE:.Ct. on a part icular 
p1ece of proper ty or simply t11at the line snould go somewhere else !:'.,ecausE: the 
Clark For K  Valley was full . 

��hen addressing the potential impacts ot thE: pr oJec t - the Thompson Fal.Ls 
residents expressed the g reatest cor cern al:x)ut the line ' s  socia l ,  economic , 
esthetic , and biolog ical et iects on ?eople . The concern about social eF fects 
pe rtained mainly to the fXltential use ot eminent domain and to the effects the 
pro j ect could have on t uture g enerau,ons ot lccal resioents . A.s one resident 
put i t :  It�je are landowners who are oossibly tac i ng a new power Line going 
through our land . 'I'n is 1S  not J ust our lanD . Th i s  i s  land v/hicn will l)e 
passed on to our children . Thi s  affects not only our live s ;  i t  aUec'Cs a 
long , long time . II 

Ths comments on economic inputs toucClea on a var 1ety ot resource areas . 'lwo 
of the corrnnents stated that BPA should maximi ze the employment or local people 
on the proJect by hir ing local CODs t:: ucton contractors.  Other comments 
highlignted the importance of the tOlrist industry to Sanders County ano 
stated that the line ' s  presence woulj make it a less des irable destination for 
tourist s ,  vacationer s ,  hunter s ,  and l' ishermen .  The 'Thompson Falls area 
comments on economic effects on agr L:ulture relatea pr imar i ly to inconvenience 
of farming around the lines and the �eel in9 tha t instead of a one-time payment 
and a lifetime problem, these s i tes 0ught to be compensated on an annual lease 
basis . 
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The speakers a t  the meeting also d�oonstrated concern abou t another type of 
econonic issues , property devaluation. They were virtually certain that 
property would be devalued because of the line and requested BFA to consider 
buying affected parcels outr ight or to make annual instead of one-time 
payments for easements. 

The speakers also showed great concern about BPA ' s tax-exempt s tatus and the 
revenues it would not be contributing to local countie s .  Host o t  the comments 
considered the revenues foregone to be a "tax loss" : y�e feel that the line , 
if it i s  needed , should be bUI lt by private enterprise . Thi s  would g ive the 
county a tax base . "  Several of the speakers encouraged BPA to make payments 
in-lieu-of-taxe s .  

Comments o n  visual effects cited the unpleasantness ot existing transmission 
lines in the area and reiterated how undesirable more towers and lines would 
be . The speakers who made comments on the l ine ' s  potential health and safety 
effects were concerned with the line ' s  long-term biological effects ana 
expressed the ir desire to see more research carried out on the subJ ect . 
Howeve r ,  they also expressed great concer n  about children becoming trapped 
against electrically charged metal obJ ects ana about the wearers of 
pacemakers.  As one resident noted : "Certainly no one is going to check the ir 
pacemaker J ust s imply so they can buy pr operty near a power l ine . Th is 
greatly limits the housing and recreational opportunities of these people . "  

And , f inally , speakers at the Thornpson Falls meeting were very concerned about 
the public involvement and decision�aking processes being used to site the 
proj ect.  One comment summarized the overall feeling : "You are pitting 
neighbor against neighbo r ,  county against county to try to get thi s  powerline 
project pushed off onto someone else . "  Other comments expressed a desire to 
have the decisionrnakers present at the hearing and to make sure that the 
decisionmakers were exposed to the public ' s  comments in their entirety .  The 
comments on process;ffiethodology questioned the we ighting of the different 
resource areas in reaching a site selection and expressed general sentiment 
that the routes through Sanders County were "politically prefer red" rather 
than environmentally preferred . 
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Ap r 2. , 1 9 8 2 

Apr 2 ,  1 9 8 2  

i la r  2 9 , 1 9 8 2  

Ap r 2 ,  1 9 8 2  

:la r 2 3 ,  1 9 8 2  

l\p r  2 ,  1 9 8 2  

d.p r  8 ,  1 9 8 2  

Und a t e d  
Ap r 1 0 , 1 9 8 2  

Ap r 1 4 , 1 9 82 

Ap r 4 ,  1 9 8 2  

Ap r 2 ,  1 9 82 

t\p r  8 ,  1 9 8 2  

Al len A .  Mo r r i s o n  
Ma r i e  :'lo r r i s o n  
Ba rba ra Ro s s  
Ma rt ha Laut e rbach 
Jam e s  C .  ::le rce r 
Ma r i e  B .  W i c kbe rg 
Bo b b i e  S t rand 
Ad e le Furby , Gran i t e  County Alli anc e 
M r .  & Mr s .  Joe Gowan 
Laura Led be t t e r  

E a r l  � 1 .  Pruy n ,  D . V . iL 
Hono ra bl e  Max Baucus 
Ga ry A.  Mo r r i s o n / Anne M .  Mo r r i s on 
Da vid L .  Lyon 
Ga ry A.  Horri s o n  
G r e g  L .  Hunt he r ,  Ame r i c a n  F i s he r i e s  S o c i e t y  

Ray Pri l l ,  T r o u t  Unlim i t ed 
S t a t e  o f  Idaho , De p t  o f  Land s 

S a r.d p o i n t , ID 
F .  Lee Tavenne r ,  Grani t e  Coun t y  Al l i ance 

Le o na rd W .  Smi t h / W i l l i am C .  Ro s s  
U . S .  De p t  o f  Trans p o r t a t i o n  

Fed e ra l  Avi a t i o n  Adrn.i n i s t ra t i o n ,  S e a t t le , \vA 
Leono re L .  �ay l o r  
S t anley F .  Kre s he 1  
S t a t e  o f  I d a ho , Mi l i t a ry D i vi s i o n  

F .  Lee Tavenne r ,  Gran i t e  County Al l i a nc e  
\.Ja s h i ng t o n  S t a t e  P a rks a nd Re c re a t i o n  Comm i s s i o n  

OlYQp ia , WA 
U . S .  De p t  o f  t he I n t e r i o r ,  Bureau o f  Land 

Ha nagemeIl t , B I l l i ng s , ;'1l' 
F .  Lee �ave n ne r ,  Grani t e  County Al l i ance 
Ho no ra bl e  Pa t W i l l i ams 
S t a t e  o f  O regon , De p t  o f  E nvi ronme n t a l  Qua l i t y  

U . S .  De p t  o f  t he Inte r i o r ,  Ge o l o g i c a l  Su rvey 
B o i s e , 1 0  

f .  L e e  Tavenne r ,  Gra n i t e  Coun t y  Al l i a nc e  
Ad e l e  Furby , Gra n i t e  County Al l i a nc e  
U . S .  De p t  o f  t he I n t e ri o r ,  Bu reau o f  Hine s 

S p okane , 'vlA 
Da v i d  L .  Lyon 

Lau ra L .  Pa lme r 
Lo r ra i ne C .  Houp p e r t 
U . S .  De p t  of Trans p o r t a t i on 

Fe d e ra l  H i g hway Adm i n i s t ra t i o n ,  Denve r ,  C O  

Ad e l e  F u rby , Gra n i t e  C o u n t y  Al l i ance 

Ja nel Gowe n  
Jame s E .  Mac h I / Grace C .  Mae h l  

Rhe a  C ro n i n  

Da l e  Ha r l i n  
Ra ndy 1'1a r t i n  

J i m  & Donna Dowd 

VI - i i  

V I - 4 4  

V I - 4 5  

V I -4 5  

V I - 5 2  

V I -5 2  

V I - 5 3  

V I - 5 4  
V I - 5 4  

V I - 5 8  

V I - 5 8  

V I - 5 9  
V I- 5 9 

V I - 6 1  

V I - 6 2  

V I -6 2  
V I - 6 4  

V I - 6 5  

V I - 6 6  
V I - 6 8  

V I - 7 2  

V I - 7 3 
V I - 7 3 

V I - 7 4  

V I - 7 4  

V I -7 5 

V I - 7 8  

V I - 7 8  
V I -S O 

V I - 8 1  

V I - 8 3  

V I -8 3  

V I - 8 4  

V l-8 7 

V I -9 0 

V I - 9 0  

V I - 9 1 

V I -9 2 

V I - 9 3  

V I -9 3 

V I -9 4  
V I - 9 4  

V I -9 5  
V I - 9 6  

V l - 9 6 

V I -9 7 



Apr 1 6 ,  1 9 8 2  
Ap r 2 0 ,  1 9 8 2  
Ap r 1 9 ,  1 9 8 2  
Ap r 1 9 ,  1 9 8 2  
Apr 1 9 ,  1 9 8 2  
Apr 1 9 , 1 9 8 2  
Ap r 1 9 ,  1 9 8 2  

Ap r 1 9 ,  1 9 8 2  
Ap r 1 5 , 1 9 8 2  
Apr 1 5 ,  1 9 8 2  
Ap r 8 ,  1 9 8 2  

Und a t ed 
Ap r 2 0 ,  1 9 8 2  
Ap r 2 1 , 1 9 8 2  

Ap r 2 0 ,  1 9 8 2  
Apr 2 1 , 1 9 8 2  

Ap r 1 9 ,  1 9 8 2  

Ap r 2 3 ,  1 9 8 2  
Unda t ed 
Ap r 2 7 ,  1 9 8 2  
Apr 2 3 ,  1 9 8 2  
Und a t ed 
Apr 2 6 ,  1 9 8 2  
Ap r 2 0 ,  1 9 8 2  
Ap r 2 8 ,  1 9 8 2  
Ap r 2 9 ,  1 9 8 2  
Apr 2 6 ,  1 9 82 
Ap r 3 0 ,  1 9 8 2  

Apr 2 8 ,  1 9 8 2  
Und a t e d  
Und a t e d  
Ap r 2 7 ,  1 9 8 2  
Ap r 9 ,  1 9 8 2  

Und a t ed 
Und a t ed 
Und a t e d  
Apr 2 6 ,  1 9 8 2  

May 2 , 1 9 8 2  
May 4 ,  1 9 8 2  

Ap r 2 1 , 1 9 8 2  
Und a t ed 
Und a t e d  
May 6 ,  1 9 8 2 

May 9 ,  1 9 8 2  
Und a t ed 

Und a t e d  
Und a t e d  

Und a t e d  

D .  F .  Z a be l 
Davi d J .  Hac l ay 
Hono r a b l e  John M e l c h e r  
Raym o nd o .  J e n s e n  
Ba r ry L .  Du t t on 
Pa t r i c k  J .  Lawl er 
Bar bara Evan s ,  Cha i rp e r so n  

l1i s s o u l a  Board o f  County Commi s s i o ne r s  
Ho no r a b l e  Pat Wi l l i ams 
La\vr e n c e  S i ng e r  
Ri t a  Conn 
S t a t e  of Wa s h i ng t o n ,  O f f i c e  o f  Ar c ha e o l o g y  and 

Hi s t o r i c  Pre s e r va t i o n ,  Olymp i a , \.JA 
Kenne t h  Mese nbr i nk 
La r ry R .  Ha rper and Pame l a  A. Ha r p e r  
U . S .  De p t  o f  He a l t h  & Human S e rvi c e s , Reg i o n  V I I I , 

Denve r ,  CO 
J o hn C .  tfoe 
Ri c ha r d  Ro s s i g n o l / Ri c ha rd M. Ro s s i g n o l  
U . S .  De p t  o f  Ag r i c ul t ure , S o i l  C o n s e r va t i o n S e rvi c e  

S p o kane , WA 
Ar t Ay l e s wo r t h  

Pe t i t ion ( Mi ne r a l  Coun t y )  
Samuel E .  Burg e s s  

Jo hn C .  Moe 
Ro na ld G .  P e t e r s e n  
C .  G .  " Pa t "  HcCa r t hy ,  M . D .  
Laura L .  Pa lme r 

Laura L .  Pa lme r 
Samue l C .  S i lve rt horn , S r .  

Wend e l l  B e a rd s ley 
Don Va l i t o n  

Laura L .  Palme r  
T e d  Dohe r r ,  Jr . 
He r b  & Je a n  F e rg u s on 
Hono r a b l e  Max Baucus 
Raymo nd o .  and Al l i e  Je n s e n  
A .  J .  Kla pwyk 
Suzanne B .  Ho r t on 
Sandra Mc qui l lan 
Hono rable John Me l c he r  
G e r a l d  B .  Fr ank 
F red He l l o  

John A .  Ho l l e n ba c k / Ca ro l e  R .  H o l l e nb a c k  
Jame s Hi nckler 
Anne t t e  H. S t r o ud 
Do n a l d  M .  Ne t t l e t o n ,  BN Timbe r l a nd s 

Jo s e p h  D .  Pe t e r s  
S .  Hag e r  

Nancy Bugbee 
Shi r l e y  L.  Weaver 

Je s s e  B i e r  

VI - i i i  

V I -9 8  
V I - 9 9  
V I - 9 9  
V I - 1 0 0  
V I - l 0 3  
V I - l 0 4  

V I - l0 6 
V I - l 0 6  
V I - l 0 7  
V I - l 0 8  

V I - l 0 8  
V I - l 0 9  
V I - 1 1 0 

V I -l l l  
V I - l l l  

V I - 1 l 2  

V I - 1 l 3  
V I - 1 l 3  

V I - 1 l 4  
V I - 1 l 9  

V I - 1 2 0  
V I - 1 2 0  
V I - l 2 l  
V I - l 2 l  

V I - l 2 2  
V I - 1 2 6  

V I - 1 2 7 
V I - 1 2 8  

V I - 1 2 9 
V I - l 3 0  
V I - l 3 l  
V I - l 3 l  
V I - 1 3 3  
V I - l 3 S  
V I - l 3 8  
V I -l 3 9  
V I - l 3 9  
V I - 1 4 l  
V I - 1 4 2  
V I - l 4 2  

V I - 1 4 3  
V I - 1 4 4  
V I - 1 4 5  
V I - 1 4 7  
V I - 1 4 7  
V I - 1 4 8  

V I - 1 4 9  

V I - 1 4 9  



Undated 
May 1 1 ,  1 9 8 2  

May 7 ,  1 9 8 2  
May 1 0 ,  1 9 8 2  
May 11 , 1 9 8 2  

May 7 ,  1982  

May 11,  1982 
Und ated 
Undated 
May 1 3 ,  1 9 8 2  
May 10 , 1 9 8 2  
Und a t ed 
Und a t ed 
Undated 
Undated 
May 1 4 ,  1 9 8 2  
Undated 
Und a t ed 
Hay 1 3 ,  1 9 8 2  

May 14 , 1 9 8 2  
Undat ed 
Hay 1 7 , 1 9 8 2  
Nay 1 7 ,  1982  
Unda ted 
Hay 1 8 ,  1 9 8 2  
Und a t e d  
Hay 1 7 , 1 9 8 2  
May 1 6 ,  1 9 8 2  
Unda ted 
Undated 
Und a t ed 
,\lay 20 , 1982  
Hay 1 8 ,  1 9 8 2  
Hay 1 5 ,  1 9 8 2 
Hay 10 , 1982  
Undated 
Und a t ed 
Nay 1 9 , 1 9 8 2  
i'l a y  1 7 ,  1 9 82 

1'1ay 7 ,  1 9 8 2  

Hay 1 9 ,  1 9 8 2  
und a t ed 
Hay 2 4 , 1 9 8 2  

LJnd a t ed 

Ma y 1 9 , 1 9 82 

Harriet  H .  Hume s 
U . S .  Dep t  of t he Interior 

Bureau of Land Management , B i l l i ng s ,  MT 
Leono re L .  Tay lor 
Missoula Rural F i re D i s t ri c t  
U . S .  Dep t  of t he Army , Corp s of  Enginee rs 

Seat t le ,  WA 
U . S .  Dep t of t he Interi o r ,  O f f i c e  of Surface Mining 

Denve r ,  CO 
Kevin Suzuki 
Lave rn E .  & Shi rley A. Johnson 
Clarence and A .  Wendel 
Eugene & Edna Fontenot 
Charles E .  Myers 
Davi d L.  Sickels 
Ro salie B .  Talbot 
Art hur F .  Gidel 
Jack W. Dersam 
John Rus sell 
S .  Hoell 
C .  L .  Ma rcum & Ri ta Ma rc um 
Ri cha rd A .  Baenen , Counsel t o  Confed e ra t ed Salish 

and Koo t ena i Tribe s of t he Fla thead Re serva t i o n  
Hono ra ble P a t  Wi l l i ams 
Jan & Bud Ma ri ska 
Susan M .  App e l t  
Do nna Me i t ner 
Jo hn A .  Hit che11  
F .  W .  HcCormick/Ma ry E .  De Puy 
Henry G .  Bug bee 
Wayne G.  Pe t e rson 
Kent & Jeannine Wi l by 
T .  E .  Ge raghty 
Mrs . J .  L .  Chaffee  
Shi rley Fisher 
Ro bert G.  Ande rson 
Dean L.  Parke r/ E l s ie M .  Pa rker 
Elaine M.  Murp hy 
C a s s  Chinske , Friend s  of the Ra t t le snake 
Sharon S t e phens 
Erwin & E t he l  Byrnes 
B .  C .  Shaw 
S t ate of Was h i ng to n ,  Dep t  of Ec ology 

Olymp i a ,  VIA 
S t a t e  of Was hing t o n ,  Ene rgy Fac i l i ty S i t e  

Evalua t ion Counc i l , Olymp i a ,  WA 
Glen & Linda Haa s 
Laro Hensley 
U . S .  Dep t  of t he Int e r i o r ,  O f f i c e  of t he Secretary 

Port land , OR 
Phi l l i p  R .  Fando z z i  

Al lin Hodge 

VI- iv 

VI-1SO 

VI-1SO 
VI-1S2 

VI-1S3 

VI-1S 3 

VI-1S4 
VI-1S4 
VI-1SS 
VI-1 S 6  
VI-1S6 
VI-1S7 

VI-1S9 
VI-1 S 9  

VI-160 
VI-160 
VI-16l 
VI-1 6l  
VI-162 

VI-162 
V I-168 
VI-169  
VI-1 6 9  
V I - 1 7 0  
VI-1 7 0  
VI-l 7l 
V I-l7l 
V I - 1 7 2  
VI-1 7 3  
VI-174  
V I- 1 7 4  
VI-1 7 S  
V I-1 7 S  
V I - 1 7 6  
VI-ln 
VI-178  
VI-180  

VI-180 
V I-l81. 

VI-lSI  

VI-182 
VI-184 
VI-lS4 

VI-1SS 

VI-187 

VI-18 7 



May 21 , 1982 
Undated 
May 2 0 ,  1 9 8 2  
Undated 
May 2 0 ,  1982 
Undated 
May 2 5 ,  1 9 82 
Jun 24 , 1 9 8 2  
May 2 4 ,  1 9 8 2  
Undated 
Hay 2 3 ,  1 9 8 2  
Undated 
Undated 
Undated 
May 2 3 ,  1982 
Undated 
May 2 5 ,  1982 
Hay 2 5 ,  1 9 8 2  
Undated 
May 1 9 82 
May 24 , 1 9 8 2  

May 21 , 1 9 8 2  

May 1 8 ,  1 9 8 2  

Undated 
Undated 
May 2 5 ,  1 9 82 
Undated 
Undated 

Hay 2 6 , 1982  
May 2 5 ,  1 9 82 
May 2 6 , 1982  
May 2 5 , 1 9 82 
Undated 
May 2 5 ,  1 9 8 2  
May 2 8 ,  1982 
May 24 , 1 9 82 
Undated 
Undated 
May 2 5 ,  1982 
Undated 
May 2 6 , 1982 
May 2 4 ,  1 9 8 2  
Undated 
Undated 

May 2 5 , 1982 
May 2 6 ,  1 9 8 2  
May 2 6 , 1 9 8 2  
May 2 6 ,  1982  
May 2 6 ,  1 9 8 2  

Do rothy Je t t e  
Ray Lanfear 
Me rlin and Sandy Lemmer 
Sigur C .  & Norma L .  S tavran 
Janet Rice 
Nancy Borgmann 
Ro be rt M .  Clegg 
Mr . & Mrs . William Cours e r  
Robert J .  Ke lly 
Ellen E .  Kinonen 
And rew Kulla 
William C .  Maehl 

Ca rmen J .  McFarlane / Jame s P .  McFarlane 
John Mi l t on 
Thre sa L .  Rambe rg 
Clai re G .  Balli et 
Albe rt Bo rgmann 
David Haman 
Tonja King 
Jack & Delo res Shuc k 
U . S .  Dep t  of  Health & Human Se rvice s ,  

Public Health S e rvice , Atlanta , GA 
Idaho S t ate Clearinghouse , Di v of Economic and 

Communi ty Af f a i rs , Bo i se , ID 
Idaho Dept of Fish and Game , 

Coeur d ' Alene , ID 
Diane and David B i lderback 
Ve rna & Ken B rown 
Lloyd W .  Bruce 
Doug & Peggy Co ffman 
Randy K .  Do lven 
Ri chard H .  & Joyce C .  Gavin 
11a ry Ann Ho lmqui s t  
Laura L .  Palme r 
Ronald & Ka ren Print z 
William E .  Sansom 
J .  Ki rk Thomp son 
Hono rable Pat Wi lliams 
Thomas P .  and Ma rgot  C .  Doohan 
Mike Conn 
Leonard J .  Conno r s , J r .  
Emma K .  & Ro be rt B .  Cummins 
Me rvin O .  Eriks son 
Al & Maureen Evans 
Carla Go nder/Geo rge M. Gond e r  
John A.  Ha rr i s ,  M . D .  
Dight on Li t t le 

David L .  Haman 
Frances  S .  Heard 
C .  Fred Rapp e  
Jan Rappe , Val leys Preservat ion Counc i l  
T y  Throop 

VI-v 

VI-188 
VI-188 
VI-189 
VI-189 
VI-190 
VI-193 
VI-19 3 
VI-1 9 4  
VI-194 
VI-1 9 5  
VI-1 9 5  
VI-1 9 7  

VI-198 
VI-1 9 9  
VI-19 9 
V I-200 
VI-200 
VI-20l 
VI-202 
VI-202 

VI-203 

VI-204 

V I-204 
VI-205 
VI-205 
VI-206 
VI-207  
VI-207  
VI-208 
VI-20 9 
VI-2l0 
VI-2l2 
VI-2l2 
VI-2l4 
VI-2l5 

VI-2l7  
VI-2l8 

VI-2l9  
VI-2 20 
VI-2 2l 
VI-22l 
VI-223 
VI-2 2 3  
VI-224 

VI-224 
VI-2 2 5  
VI-226 
VI-226 
VI-230 



May 2 5 ,  1982 
Undated 
May 2 8 ,  1982 
May 24 , 1982 
May 2 7 ,  1982 
May 2 7 ,  1982 
May 2 7 ,  1 9 8 2  
May 2 8 ,  1982 
May 2 7 ,  1982 
May 28,  1982 
May 2 8 ,  1982 
May 28,  1 9 8 2  
May 2 7 ,  1982  
May 2 6 , 1 98 2  
Undated 
May 2 6 ,  1982  
May 2 8 ,  1 982 
May 28 , 1982 
May 28,  1 982 
May 2 7 ,  1982  
May 2 7 ,  1 982 
May 2 7 ,  1982  
Undated 
May 24 , 1982 
May 2 6 ,  1982  
May 2 6 , 1982 
May 2 6 ,  1982  
Undated 
May 2 7 ,  1982  

May 2 4 ,  1 9 8 2  
May 2 7 , 1982  

May 12 , 1 9 8 2  
Jun 1 ,  1 9 8 2  
May 2 7 , 1982  
Apr 2 3 ,  1982  
Jun 4 ,  1 9 8 2  

May 25 , 1982 
Jun 14 , 1982 

Jun 14,  1982 

Aug 6 ,  1982  

( WP-SJ-1 6 720 ) 

Jeannie S iegler 
Harriet Spurlock 
S teve & Ter ryl Ecke rt 
Jan Rap pe , Valleys Pre s e rvat ion Counc il 
Kurt and Jeanette Ingold 
Georg e  and Neva McRae 
Linda A. Maa s s / The re sa Thomp son 
Linda A. Maa s s  
Ray and Allie Jensen 
Greg o ry Kenne t t  
Denny Anderson 
Ma rg aret A.  Banning / Barbara L .  Bauman 
William and Marie J .  Bell 
Ba rbara F .  Conn 
Lillie Cowley 
Ma ry Faye Conn 
Ri ta Faye Cunni ngham 
Adele Furby 
Lee Tavenne r ,  Grani te County Al liance 
Jane t  Koon 

Jame s D .  Leuze 
Ma ri lyn Mang ion-Gray 
Michael Pedersen 
Davi d L .  Haman,  Rimrock Property Owne rs ' Assn . 
Mrs . Rogers 
He rb Skinne r 
Be ve rly J .  Skinne r 
Ri chard S teffel 
S tate of Montana , Dep t  of  Natu ral Re sou rce s 

and Conse rvation,  He lena , MT 
Barbara Ros s  
Ri ta Faye , F rank , De lane , 

and Lauraine Cunningham 
Ma ry L .  Ha ll 
Mike Cooney f o r  Hono rable Max Baucus 
Hono rable Max Baucus 
Art hu r  S .  Ayle swo rth 
U . S . Dep t  of  Agr i c ulture , F o re s t  S e rvice 

Was hi ng t o n ,  DC 
John L .  Wozniak 
U . S .  Envi ronmental Protect ion Agency 

Denve r,  CO 
U . S .  Dep t  of the Int e r i o r ,  Off ice of the S e c re ta ry 

Po rt land , OR 
Mine ral County Planning Boa rd , Supe ri o r ,  HT 

VI-vi 

VI-2 31 
VI-231 
VI-2 3 2  
VI-7. 3 3  
VI-239 
VI-2 3 9  
VI-2 41 
V I-242 
VI-24 3 
V I-244 
VI-245 
VI-246 
VI-246 
VI-247 
VI-248 
VI-24 9 
VI-250 
VI-250 
VI-252 
VI-2 9 5  

VI-2 9 6  
V I-2 9 9  
VI-2 9 9  
VI-300 
VI-302 
VI-303 
VI-306 
VI-306 

VI-30 7  
VI-308 

VI-315 
VI-316 
VI-317  
VI-319 
VI-322 

VI-3 2 2  
V I-3 2 3  

VI-324 

VI-325 
VI-326 
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George E. Eskri dge , Pro j ects Informati on Offi c er 
BPA Trans�is5ion Coordination Offi ce  
1 6 20 Regent 
P . O .  Box 4327 
Missoula , Montana 59806 

Dear Mr . Eskri dge , 

Ie- u 
CFBPA 
P . O .  Box 7692  
Mi ssoul a ,  1,1 1 
59801 

The following represent th e co�ments of the Clark Fork Basin 
Protective Association in regard to the BPA ' s  scoping process  for 
its draft EIS on the Garri son to Spokane transmi ssion pro j e c t .  
B y  these comments , CFBPA and NPRC d o  n o t  waive any ri ghts o r  c laims 
it  may have,  pending or future , with respect to' th e proposed pro j e c t .  

W e  appreciate this opportuni ty t o  comment on the s cope of th e pro'
posed EI S .  We trust that o ur suggestions will be addressed in th e 
draft and in the final EI S .  Our suggestions wi ll b e  grouped in 
several areas to  ease  th eir incorporation by the authors of th e 
EIS .  Before getting into th e specifi cs , a few general comments are 
in order . 

The transmission pro j ect of the BPA , from Townsend to points wes t ,  
i s  highly controversial . Thi s  EIS offers the , BPA a unique oppor
tunity to dispel some questions surrounding its involvement with 
the pro j ect.  Thi s  opportuni ty should not pass unused.  

Having closely followed th e BPA ' s  actions thus far on th e i ssue , 
we are skeptical about the agenci es abi lity to prese!1t a thorough , 
obj ective , and accurate ass essment of the pro j ect . An EIS that i s  
full o f  gratui tous , self-serving comments designed to portray th e 
BPA in a favorable l i ght will do nothing to alter Montanans ' 
perception of th e BPA as an arrogant federal agency bent on pro�ecting 
and expanding i ts turf . 

The authors of the EIS should wri te it carefully and cri tically. 
Th e quality and credibility o f  earli er BPA work has suffered when i t  
attempted to avoid an honest di scussion o f  the i s sues , particularly 
when these would shed an unfavorable light upon th e BPA . 

Part of the problem with the BPA pr.oducing an unbiased analys i s  is 
that the"'BPA i s  acting , in  thi s instance , as the judge , jury , and 
prosecuting attorney . BPA i s  overs eeing BPA ' s  work . Due to the 
self-financing nature of the BPA , careful congressional scrutiny 
appears to be sorely laCking . I ts role as the leaa agency in the 
Colstrip EIS ,  whi l e  i t  was ,  . a t  the same time , a proponent of th e 
pro j ect , is a clear example of the problem . BPA functions as 
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an i ndependent federal agency that is responsible to no one but 
i ts el f .  

We emphasize  that it  i s  not accurate t o  proclaim that the Col strip 
pro j ect  and transmission lines were approved the State of Montana . 
The Boar.d of Natural Resources approved "Pro j ect  A U ,  Pro ject A 
i s  most definately not being bui l t .  Over half of the transmission 
line is on a di fferent route and , perhaps most importantly , an 
entirely different enti ty i s  buildi ng th e lines . That enti ty does 
not pay taxes and claims exempti on from th e Montana Major Faci lity 
Si ting Act.  If these factors had been known at the time of the 
Board of Natural R esources decision,  th e 4-3 vote of approval 
might well have gone in another directi on.  

We hope that the BPA will use  thi s  EIS  as a forlL'o to accurately 
describe all aspects of thi s pro j ect . In the long run, a comprehen
sive and accurate statement will only enhance the BPA ' s  credibil i ty 
in Montana . 

Our comments follow.  

c c  Susan 'tlalker 
S en .  Max Baucus 
S en .  John �lelcher 
Rep .  Pat \iilliams 

Sincerely, 

Marjorie Harper 
Presi dent , Clark Fork Basin Protective Assn . 
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I .  Technology , engineering , h ealth and safety . 

Th e BPA should discuss the following aspects pertaining to 
th e technology ,  engineering,  h ealth and safety aspects of 
th e pro ject in its draft and final EI S .  

1 )  BPA should discuss and explain i ts practi c e s  for contro lling 
vegetative growth on the right-of-way . I ts use of h erbi cides 
albng th e right-of-way and at substations should be noted . 
The actual chemi cals and th eir method and frequency of appli
cation should be ci ted . 

2) BPA should discuss the areas of geologic hazards , with respect 
to their frequency and s everi ty . 

3) BPA should discuss the areas of weather hazards , forest and 
range fi res , and floods with respect to th eir frequency 
and severi ty . 

4) BPA should discuss who i s  responsible for r i �ht-of-way mainten
ance and fire control . I t  should di scuss how local governments 
wil be reimbursed for these servi ces . 

5) Line loss of electri cal energy from the transmission lines 
should be discussed.  Line loss at low , average , and peak loads 
should be noted in percentages and actual megawatt figures . 
Line loss should be compared to ·total load factors for 
Mi ssoula and surrounding rural co-ops . 

6 )  Field strengths at the edge of the right-of-way should be given 
for low , average , and peak loads . Field strengths for both 
AC lines , an AC and DC l ine , and a DC line should be given . 

7 )  BPA should explain what i t  will do with th e towers when the 
pro j ect.'. s life is compl ete d .  �/i l l  costs include remilval of 
the towers 35 years from now? 

8) \'/hat are the actual impacts? The lines may meet BPA ' s  own 
standards , but how loud wi l l  it be 65 ' from center line:?' Can 
I build a shed 6 5 '  from c enterline? Must i t  be grounded? 
\'/hat are the electri c fi eld strengths at the edge of the 
right-of-way? etc . 

9) How much wi ll the lines droop in normal weather? in hot ,  
htunid weather? �lhat are the restrictions on recreation near 
the right-of-way? 

10) Discussion of the possible h ealth effects on htunans and 
animals should be include d .  Evidence from Dr . Marino ' s  studi es 
and the standards that the New York State PSC has set should 
be thoroughly doctunented and di scuss ed.  

11)  �/ill the line eventually be converted to  a DC circl'i t? 

I I . Proc ess , good government . 

In th e draft and final EI S ,  the BPA should address the following i s sues 
of  pro c ess and good government . A clear unders tanding of i ts 
methodology i s  key for citi zens to involve thems elves in thi s proc es s .  

1 )  BPA should explain and discuss why i t  i s  bui lding the lines 
from Townsend west.  

2) Exactly how the input from the scoping meeting i s  wei ghed and 
decided to be include d ,  or not included , in th e EIS should 
be explaine d .  Th e wei ght of  various factors in the EIS should 
be explained.  

3)  BPA should explain how the following .are substantively involved 
in thi s  pro cess to meet NEPA requirements and s ecti ons 503 and 
505 of the Federal Land Policy and Management A c t .  

a .  th e state of Montana 
b .  th e Sali sh-Kootenai Indian tribe 

4) An explanation for segmenting the EIS pro cess is needed . First 
th ere was a Hot Spri�gs to Bell EIS ,  then a Hot Springs to Town
s end , then a Deer '. Lodge Valley study , ·and now a Garrison to 
Missoula EI S .  ��y i s  thi s  process being shifted around so �uch? 
\'/hy waS th e original EIS changed? 

5) An explanation of how thi s  EIS ties into the Libby integration 
pro j ect  is need e d .  

6 )  BPA hould explain how i t  will d o  long range impacts analysi s 
for future lines and pipelines . Has the BPA or th e EIS team made 
any observations , apart from the offi cial BPA position, as to 
th e future use of the corri dor as a utili ty corridor? Has ·. the 
BPA entered into or di scussed any contracts wi th Northern Tier 
for power supply or shared use of the BPA rigr.t-of-way? 

7) BPA should explain how i t  interprets the impact adi payments in 
th e Northwest Power Bill . Are these payments possible every year 
or only during construction? ;'ihat is the size  of th e payments? 
Wi ll  they continue on an annual basis for the life of th e 
pro j ect? Can th e BPA obtain Congressional authorization to 
make payments in lieu of taxes to local and state governments? 

8) BPA should explain i ts current activi ties in r egard to th e possible 
purchase of  the output o f  Colstrip Units 3&4 under the guaranteed 
purchase provision of  the Northwest Power Planning Act . 

9) BPA should explain i ts current and pro j ected �construction 
activities . Has s teel been ordered for th e line segment west 
of Garrison? �Iil l  the si ting of the Garri son SUbstation prejudge 
a routing of the line from that point west? I f  not ,  why not? 
Does th e ordering of construction materials pre judi ce  the actual 
center line location? If not ,  why not? 
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I I . Pro cess , �ood cov ernrnent ( cont . )  

1 0 )  I f  one of the justifications for BPA bui l ding the line ins tead 
MPC is that BPA could get acro ss the res ervation , and a reservati on 
route is not used , why will BPA sti ll bui ld  the lines? 

1 1 )  The cumulative and connected impacts of the l ines should be 
di s cussed i n  all instanc es . 

1 2 )  A list  of all litigation pending, wi th an unbi ased discussion of  
the  i ssues involved and how th ey might alter the  pro j ec t ,  should 
be i ncluded in th e EI S .  

1 3) Benefi t/co s t  ratios , i n  real ec onom i c  terms , shoul d b e  layed out 
in all appropri ate paaces . How much wi ll the pro j ect cost BPA , 
and what i s  the return on th e use o f  the line by uti lities? 

I I I . Energy Policy 

Under thi s  heading , we have grouped s everal i ssues whi ch need address
ing i n  the draft and final EIS .  It is vi tal for the authors of the 
EIS to cite th eir sources for any comments . The authors should 
also take care to note any confli cting vi ews , studi es , or findings . 

1 )  BPA should establ i sh the need for thi s electri cal power . There 
should be a li sting and analys i s  of .  
a .  power exchange contracts Rnd sales by th e BPA and the m embers 

of the Col strip consortium . 
b .  where and for what general category of use the power will be 

used.  

2 )  In a di scussi on of need , the BPA should compare and discuss the 
findings of the NRDC study , wh i ch was contracted for work by 
th e BPA , i7! which it was found thet with eIl aggessive cons ervati on 
program there would be no need for thi s  power . Included in thi s  
di scussion should b e  an analys i s  of long term costs Q f  pursuing 
alternate s trategi e s .  

3) BPA should examine and dis cuss both the short term and th e long 
t erm benefi ts of meeting loads wi th different resource uti li zation 
s trategi es- i . e . , mine mouth vs . load center generation . 

4) To say there is a lot of load growth in rural cooperatives i s  
m i sleading. I f  a co-op� s load i s  10 average megawatts and i t  
experi ences a 10% load growth , that equals 1. megawatt . Th ere 
should be an analysis of th e avoi ded costs of meeting that 
load growth i n  co -ops with di fferent strategi es- i . e . ,  other 
sourc es , renewabl es , cons erva ti on , etc . The actual loads should 
be li sted for all co-ops and uti lities in the area. 

5) BPA should explain and discuss the following. 
a. i ts role as lead agency for the Colstrip -EIS 
b. i ts support of Colstrip Uni ts 3&4 
c.  th e timeframes for compl eti on of the EIS and construction 

of  the pro j ect 
d.  i ts involvement , to date , wi th members of the consortium 
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I I I . Energy Policy ( cont . )  

5 . )  ( cont . )  that i s  bui ldine uni ts 3&4 on thi s transmission line .  

6 )  BPA should exp lain and discuss the impact o f  th e Regional Power 
Bill on thi s  pro j ect . 

7 )  BPA should discuss th e results of th e 9th Circuit Fed eral Court 
of Appeals ruli ng on the appli cabi l i ty of the Washington .State 
Si ting Act to thi s  pro j e c t .  ( Columbia Land Bas i n  Protecti on 
Association v .  Schlessinger) . 

8) l'li th regard to "R esource 89" , BPA should discuss any po ssibi liti es 
that . 
a .  i t  will construct th e transmission lines 
b. i t  will purchase the output of thi s  power plant 
c .  any discussion with Montan Power on th e above . 

9 )  BPA should provi d e  act.'lal fil"lres , and i ts metho dology for d eter
mining thos e  fi gures , for any statement on.  
a .  electri cal power use in Nontana 
b .  electri cal power flows in Montana 
c .  percentages of Colstrip power to be used in Montana 
d .  energy use and production in Montana 

1 0 )  BPA should di scuss i ts statements on el ectri cal use in Montana 
and compare and c ontrast i ts statements with th ese fi gures from 
the 1.lontana Department of Natural R esourc es . 

Total generating capaci ty in Montana = 3 , 109 , 2  Megawatts (!'Ii.'/) 
wi th 2 , 20 4 . 59 It\;1 being hydro el ectri c 
and 1 , 663 . 3  hr:1 being thermal 

In a medi an water year , there are 1 , 173 average r'�"1 for hydro 
In a critical water year , ther are 881 average j.r:i for hydro 
Average th ermal output is 775 Mli 

For 1977 th ere were 1 , 146 average MI. of electri ci ty sold i n  Montana 

With load growth factored in , estimated 1 980 sal es were 1 , 366 
average MYI . 
Thi s compares to electri cal generation of 1 , 656 b:�1 in a criti cal 
water year . 
Thus Montana produced 290 MW more than i t  used.  In addition 
these figures do not :.'reflect the shutdown of the Anaconda 
facili ti es , whi ch used an average of  40 . 7  MI. per year . 

1 1 )  Some discussi on o f  the national s ecurity impl i cati ons o f  
running hundreds of  miles of  above ground , ' high voltage lines i 
through areas i s  needed . Specifi c attention should be given 
to th e benefi ts/costs of di fferent strategi es- i . e . ,  mine mouth 
vs.  load center generati on , smaller , more di spersed sys tems vs . 
larger , central ly located systems , etc . 
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IV . Landuwner cons i d erations 

1) �Ih l!n will BPA notify all landowners who l i v e  in potential corridors 
thut they live in potential corri dors . \'Jh at wi ll the form of 
noti fi cati on that wi ll be u s ed? 

2) BPA should analyze the effect o f  th e lines on land value s - urban, 
suburban , currently subdivi d e d .  po tentially subdividabl e . and 
agri cultural . 

:3) The po ssi bi l i. ty of underground ing should be c2.refully examined 
and the factors' wei gh ed in any d e c i s i o n  should be explained . 

4) A c c ess roads for construction and mai ntenance should be di scu s s e d .  
T h e i r  l o ca t i on and po l i cy for u s e  should be explained . 

5) BPA ' s  land appraisal prac t i c e s  should be di scussed. 

6)  BPA ' s  land payment poli c i e s  should be d i s cuss ed . I s  BPA forbi dden 
from making annual pa�ents or is i t  current practice no t to make 
them? 

7 )  Will BPA follow Montan2. laws on eminent domain or federal laws? 
11ill BPA allow for inst2.11ment paym ents? 

V .  General Questi ons 

1) BPA should explain wh ere the construction forc e for the line 
will come from . \1i ll locals be h i r e d  or will th e force be imported? 
BPA should list all o f  i ts transmi s s i on line contractors . 
BPA should explain if i t  h i r e s  union or non-union labor for 
i ts transmi s< sion line pro j ects . 

2) Affiliation for all consult2.nts engaged in th e prep�ration of the 
EI S should be not e d - . i . e  • •  BPA quoting BPA employees on h ealth and 
safety effects i s  l es s  than truly beli evabl e .  

:3) tlhy does BPA refer to the pro j e ct 2. S  a 500Kv pro j ec t  when i t  i s  
twin 500Kv pro j e ct? 

'---'7 J) v.� � � I 
I 
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J une 1 6 ,  1 981 

Ge orge Erskine 
Proj e c t s  Inf orma t i on Off i c e r  
� � A  Tran sm i s s i on C oord ination w f f i c e  
1 620 Regent 
fiji s s oula , lilt 

Dear J • ..r .  Ersk ine ; 

f(�� �>U{ t - / 9 - � / 
E TJ- .:) / 

I real i z e  that I have m i s s e d  the deadline for publ ic c omment 

on poss ible rou t e s  for the new pow e r  l i ne but would f e e l  v e ry rem i s s  

if I d i d  n o t  at l e a s t  try to expre s s  m y  op i n i on-. ,-,y s i tu a t i on i s  

a l i ttle d i fferent in that I am the newe st property owner in the 

upper east Rattle snake . ,� w i f e  and I purchased our h ome at 1 608 

A l tura last Friday . 

I have d i sc ov e r e d  that one of the prop o s e d  route s wou l d  bring 

the new power l i ne ov e r  Strawberry Ridge w�i c h  wou l d  e s senti ally 

bring it ov e r  my house . Th i s  c oncerns me for several reason s .  

One o f  the m a i n  reasons that w e  oought t�at h ouse i s  that i t  i s  

j u s t  s o  darn beau t i ful u p  there and i t  would s e e m  to b e  a r e a l  shame t o  

s e e  that beauty de stroy e d .  That a r'e a  ( Si e s ta AcriC s )  h a s  c ovenahts 

to prevent me or my new ne ighbors from using the land in ways that 

would destrOy� ts beauty or s e re n i ty and it j u s t  doe sn ' t  s e em to make 

sense that the f e d e ral government would route the power l i ne through 

that are a .  I am a l s o  concerned that t h e  l ine woul d make aerial 

suppre s s i o n  of a fore s t  f i re in that area more d i f f i c u l t  and thus 

pose an incre ased r i s k  to my family and property . Sh ould I ever 

ne ed to s e l l  my new h ome , having the power 1 ine s o  c l ose to 

i t  would d e f i n i te ly reduce its value . The things that I h av e  

read about the p o s s i 'ole health r i sks of l i v ing c l ose to a high 

te n s i on power l i ne l e ave me f e e l i ng that there j u s t  m i gh t  De 

a hea l th risk for my fam i l y  were the power l i ne located in that 

are a .  ] su�pose that it would be iron i c ; I mov ed out of" th� � i s s oula 

t o  g e t  away from the t, e a l  th r i s k s  of the p ollu t i o n  s i tuat i on and 

might f i nd my s e l f  face to f ac e  � i th a new p o t e n t i a l  hea lth r i sk . 

Is there no plac� that i s  safe '! Fi nally , 1 knOv. that the Spring 

Culch area g e t s  a lot oj recre ati onal use s i n c e  it i s  e o  c onv e n i e n t  

to ,-,i ssoula and again , i t  w o u l d  s e e m  that r o u t i ng ti,e l ine t:1rough 

that area ", ould d e s troy much of the recr�ati onal v alue of th i s  

are a .  1 would think that the further into the w i l de rne s s  the route 

i s  m ov e d ,  the fewer p e ople it would affe c t ,  alth ough 1 am aware 

that placing the l ine in the w i lderness d o e s  pre sent some legal 

d i f f i cul ti e s .  

I can w e l l  imagine that there i s  n o  good p l ac e  t o  l oc ate the 

po�er l i n e ; n o  place tnat is so o�v iou sly us � l e s s  that no one � ou l d  

O D � e c t  t o  i t s  s e l � c t ion . howe v e r , i t  S E ems to make sense to me 

e i � l e r  to route the l ine where it w ou l d  affe c t  very few peopl� 

or to use e x i s t i ng route s .  T o  me t:l is latter c h o i c e  means making 

what i s  already ugly u g l i e r  rather than de s tr oying s ome th i ng ne w .  

I t  w ould a l s o  strike m e  that us ing an e x i s t ing c orrider must be a l o t  

c h e aper f o r  th� c onsume r s  than purchasing a n e W  route . 

Thank you for your c on s i d e ra t i on of my op i n i on .  

��rJ / J ohn E. Stenger 
1 608 Al tura Drive 
.Iii ssoL,la J .I�ontana 
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p" .. G .. d c4,aGia",  

Ge o rge Eskridge 
B . P . A .  
1 6 2 0  Regent 
M i ss oUE. Montana 59801 

Dear Mr. Eskridge ; 

22 June 

Your company ' s  proposal for ma s s ive power l i ne s  i n  the immediate 
v! c i ni ty o f  Rodeo Ranchettes appears unconBcio�ble . I know I 
speak f or my immed i a te ne i ghbors as well as myself when I proclaim 
the extreme beauty o f  the are8 a s  one of my ma i n  reas ons for 
l i v i ng h e re . The w i d e  open v i s ta s  and boun t i f ul w i l dl i fe , i ncluding 
the bald eagl e s  i n  Cahoot Canyon 8nd the he rds o f  deer and elk, 
not t o  ment i on the ranch ' s  l ive s tock which mi ngle on the open 
range among the i nd i g i nous animal� provide a natural sereni ty in 
an otherw i s e  anx ie ty-ridden s o c i e t y .  

I n  ad d i t i on to t h e  beauty , t h e  area endows a health ful environment 
wh i c h  is relatively free from pollu t i o n  and traf f i c , provi des 
freedom f or chi ldren to wander i n  the h i l l s  and along the rive r ,  
a n d  encourages an a c tive l i fe s tyle a s s oc iated wi th the maintenance 
of rural- acreage or the recreati onal real i z a t i on of all the above 
a t t r i bute s .  

I selected t h i s  area , moreove r ,  t o  breed and raise purebred 
Egyp t i a n  Arabian horses whose well -be i ng I place s e c ondary only 
t o  my fam ily ' s .  To l ive here enta i l s  cons iderable f i nancial 
sacra f i ce t o  purchase such valuable property as well as - the 
ongoing expense o f  commut i n g  to M i s s oula daily . The i nt r i ns i c  
rewards are well worth the pr i ce . 

I believe the power l i ne will i nfri nge upon my e m o t i onal , phys i cal , 
and f i na n c i al s e curi ty by eroding the ex treme beauty of the area , 
by pre s e n t i ng potential harm to the people and a n i mals in Rodeo 
Ranche t te s  and by vastly devalua t i ng one of the m o s t  de s i rable 
re s i de n t ial havens in M i s soula Coun ty .  For these overwhe lming 
rea s ons I urge you t o  develop an al terna t ive course f or res olving 
the future power needs for We s te rn Montana . 

Re spec tfully yours , 

b�J�!Is,� 
:Dau�htL'tj, of tfu. cN'[L c:4la Gi.ani 

�">I'J'l" t'Wi(SO'l 
4,,1;('1 9,a;,(, End d(oaJ 

..::Af; UOI.l(Q, c:::Atfonl'H,Q '59$01 
40t> n3- t>69'3 

MONTANA HEART - LUNG SURGICAL ASSOCIATE� 
H.D. ADAMS, M.D., FACS P.A. PHILIPS, M.D., FACS 

P'.1;1ic, limi1ed to terel,ac, pl,llmOfl�p, •• rod YMI;UI" lurgery. 

P.O. Box 4587 

Miuoul" MontInI 69806 

Representative Pat Williams 
1 51 2  Longworth House Office Buil ding 
Washington, D . C .  20515 

Dear Congressman Wil liams : 

June 23, 1 981 Telephone: 

(406) nl·3520 

J am wri ting in regard t.o what I consider to be a very serious problem for tne 
city of Missoula . As you are no doubt aware, the Bonneville Power Authority i s  
l ooking for a corridor through which to carry el ectrical ·current from Colstrip to 
the West Coast .  It seems as though MiSSOul a ,  Montana appears to be one area 
BPA has chosen to place these corridors . An effort is being m_ade by concerned 
citiz.ens to acquaint everyoody wi th the si ze and significance of these trans
mission l i ne s .  Recentl y, a series of bal l oons were released above the Missoula 
Courthouse at approximately 175 feet to make people aware of how l arge the 
towers are .  

There have been a series of public meetings sponsored by Bonneville Power to 
allow public input concerning the impact that power lines and towers will have 
on Missoul a .  I have been very impressed with the sincere e fforts Bonneville Power 
has made in keeping the publ i c  informe d ,  and to l is tening to people ' s  comments . 

However, it is my opinion that with the mandate Bonnevil l e  Power has, it is 
onl y a matter of time before a route is reached that will have the "least aIOC>unt 
of impa c t "  on the citizenry. It is my sincere concern that power corridors and 
t�wers of this magnitude do not belong near a city the siz.e of Missoul a .  I cannot 
help but envision a tremendous negative e conomic impact on our commun i t y .  The 
scope of the project is awesome . The great size of the towers and the electrical, 
energy f l owing in the transmission lines cannot help but be detrimental to any 
corrmuni t y .  

The economic impact wi l l  be felt in l os t  property val ues, people mo v in g  away fran 
the area because of potential health hazards, and the loss o f  new business reluctant 
to establish in an area blighted by such power corridors . 

I believe the only way to avoid corridors of this nature is to appeal d i re c t l y  
t o  o u r  Congress people . You have done a great deal f o r  the Missoula area, 
sponsoring the Rattlesnake Wil derness Bill , and recently protecting the Bob 
Marshall Wilderness. I t  is common conversation among many people I know that 
you are th� individual to directly ask for assistance. Missoul a i s  c urrently in 
the economic doldrum s .  Our woods products industry is not doing wel l ,  there i s  

- continued -



� 

Page 2 
Representative Pat William's 
RE: BPA 

persistent threat of much of the governnent work being moved el sewhere, and 
except for a great effort by a number of peopl e ,  the University of Montana as 
an economic asset in Missoula might have been lost. 

It is fel t that large transmission lines will do great harm . I t  is believed 
that every effort should be made to place these corridors on publ i c  land and 
avoid populated areas . To many of us t Missoula remains a very important place 
in which to live. There is still a grea t deal of positiv� thinking among a 
large segment of this population concerning the growth and development of our 
town, and Bonnevi lle Powe r ' s  plans to use Missoula can only be detrimental . 

I thank you for your time . It is sincerely hoped you will be able to help 
us maintain a good pI ace to li ve and work . 

PAP:ck 

cc : Mr. George Eskridge 
Mrs . Marjorie Harper 

Si�n rer� 
' " .C �-fd: IJ )1.i� 

Pe er A .  P�iPS' {D. 

;, 1 1  ie L. Jensen 
9 1 5 5  11i 11er Cre e k  Road 
M i s s oula MT 59803 

J uly 1 0 ,  1981 

Bonne v i l l e  Power Administra t i on 
BPA Build ing , V . S .  De pt . of Energy 
1 002 � . E .  Hollad ay Stre e t ,  P . O .  Box 362 1 
Portland , Oregon 97232 

Re : Garris on-Spokane Double 5 00 kV Trans m i s s i on Pro j e c t .  

S irs : 

The purpose of th i s  l e t te r  is to make c l e a r  my oppo s i t ion to s i t ing of 
a d ouble 500 kV powe rline ( c onnecting C o l s tr i p  w i th the '  Northw e s t  power 
grid ) through or near the M i l l e r  Cre e k  area or anywhere in proximi�y to any 
populated are a .  

I a l s o  want t o  clarify t h e  fact that mos t re s id ents of ¥.iller Cre e k  V� lley 
oppose the M i l ler Cre e k  r o ute . 97% of r e s pondents t o  a poll c ond ucted by 
M i ller Creek Val ley Landowners A s s o c ia t i on on May 8, 1981 , ind i cated the i r  
opposi tion t o  this route . 

It is intere s t ing to note that each r e s i d e n t  of the Miller Cre e k  area who 
v i s i t s  the l ocal BPA off i c e  in M i s s oula is told that there has been l i t tle 
or no negative response from M i l ler Cre e k .  Th is is patently fa lse . Is it 
possi ble we are not being heard? 

On Monday June 1 5  George Eskridge gra c i ous ly gave over l� hours of h i s  
time t o  myse l f  and a n  e q ua l ly inte re s te d  re s i dent o f  Miller Cre e k  Va lley , 
only to s ub j e c t  us to enough half-truths , non-truth s ,  facetious l og i c , 
fal la c i ous l ogic and e vasive tac t ics to i ns ult the inte l l igence of an 8-
year-old child . 

For example , Mr . Eskridge seemed most re l uc tant to d i s c uss the e x i s ting 
Jocko corrid or , the orig inally agreed upon route for carrying power from 
Colstrip .  I a m  more c ur i o us than ever to know why t h e  exist ing corr i d or 
through the Jocko is not be ing c o ns i d e re d .  

"'e were ass ured that the New York Public Safety Comm iss ion approved 765 kV 
l i ne s  after extensive hearings on pub l i c  safety ; al s o  that BPA ' s  (mere ) 
20 years of experience with 5 00 kV l i nes shows nothing to be alarmed about . 
Howeve r ,  NYPS C conclud e d , 

" 

"---the re c ord- - - c ontains unr e f uted references of 
possible r i s ks that we cannot pos s i bly ignore . "  (SNYPS C ,  1978 : 3 9 )  

I t  should b e  pointed out that a t  that time , a s  i s  the case a t  pre sent ,  the 
neces sary re search on biologic effe c ts s imply had not been d one . vie note a l s o  
that t h e  State o f  CA l ifornia " had s im i lar hearings , concerns , a n d  c oncl u s i ons 
in 1977 . Obviously, bette r  minds than ours have s us p i c i ons n e e d i ng to be 
put a t  res t .  
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Rather than c on t i nue l i s t i ng my fa i l ures to e l i c i t  bonafide inf ormat i on ,  
o r  l i s t ing further t h e  reas ons f o r  m y  c oncern, s uc h  as informa t i on i m pl i 
cating EHV powe rl ine s in le ukemia , I w i l l  s imply try t o s ummari ze : 

, . 

2 .  

3 .  

4 .  

5 .  

Please c ons i d e r  a route that bypas s e s  populated areas . rt,orally there 
i s  no more important crite ria . Why not place at leas t  as high a 
prem i um  on h uman be ings as on w i ld l i fe ?  ( In s pite of �lr .  Eskridge ' s  
fac e t i o us comment that Bambi out i n  the fore s t  d oesn ' t  use the e l e c
tri c i ty ;  people d o .  There fore l e t  people put up w i th po,,'erl ines . )  

Please b ury EHV power l i nes that are unavoidably c l ose t o  populated 
are as . 

Please let it re g is ter thht the re s idents of M i l ler Cre e k  area are 
nearly unan imoUSly adamantly opposed to having EHV po,,'e rlines l ocated 
anywhere within miles of the ir homes and fami l i e s .  

I am also opposed t o  aerial spraying of A NY  herb ic id e s  near populated 
areas . The M i l ler Creek area is notoriously windy , and w i nd drift would 
carry chemicals over o ur home s .  

M r .  Eskridge inferred that Dr .  Ph i l l ips , a' l ocal v�ciferous opponent 
of an EHV route through populated areas , had d e c ided to no longer 
defend his pre m i s e . That is not the case . ' 

Thank you for your attent i on .  

Sincerely 

/1 / / An tPk;7/� �/ 
A l l i e  1. Jensen 

c c :  Congressman Pat \"i l liams 
Senator Max Baucus 
Ge orge ' E s kridge 
Senator John �ie lcher 

1 0 9 2 7 ' Oral Zumwa l t  Way 
Missou l a ,  Montana 5 9 8 0 3  

August 9 ,  1 9 8 1  

George Esk igge 
Bonne v i l l e  Power Administration 
1 6 2 0  Regent Street 
Missou l a ,  Montana 5 9 8 06 

Dear Mr. Esk igge : 

I would l ike to express my di smay over the proposed placement 
of the large power l ines through Miller Creek canyon . 

The r i sks to heal th , the impact on the env ironmen t and animal 
l i f e  i n  the area , and the general aesthetics of the area are 
fare more important and irreplaceable than money. The value 
of the property in the area w i l l  certainly drop considerably 
and permanentl y .  

I would l ike to urge you to spend t h e  extra money required t o  
place these power l ines underground i n  a safe manne r .  This 
includes restoring the environment to i ts pre-placement state 
and ascertaining the safety of the underground l ines . The 
visual damage alone i s  too much to a l l ow .  Stop destroying 
our env ironment for our sake and the sake of future generation s .  

Thank you , dOUi.f.. �3tl ( .l  v. ' 
Jonette R .  Zulauf 
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NORTH[ �N PLAINS RESOURC COUNCI L 
Main Office 

419 Stapleton BUilding 
Billings. MT 59101 
(406) 248·1154 

George Eskri dge 

FIeld Offiee 
Bo. 858 
Helena. MT 59601 
(406) 443·4965 

Pro j e cts Information Officer 
Bonneville Power Administratio 1620 Regent P . O .  Box 4327 
Missoula, NT 59806 

Field Office 

Bo. 886 
Glendive. ":IT 59330 
(406) 365·2525 

August 1\ " 1981 
... .  

"' :... -" 
Ii' , ' 

., ... .  
Dear George , � " "'" 
Enclosed are six criteria whi ch we, a group of Mi�� ��� are

'
a c�nce,rned 

citi zens, have adopted for siting of your proposed 500 ,kilovolt 
transmi ssion lines . We trust that you will be responsIve to-the people ' 
who will be impacted by your lines , an,d will incorporate th ese 
criteria in�o your si ting decisions . 

The first criteria may need some explanation . Contrary to the stance 
that the BPA has taken in the pas t ,  many studies whi ch have shown 
possible links between adverse health effects and transmi ssion 
lines of thi s  type are publi shed . We feel that such effects should 
be assumed to be real until such time that it is proven beyond 
any doubt that such affects aren ' t  caused by the lines . We 
believe such doubt does exi s t ,  and we refuse to be guinea pigs in 
any experiment to find out otherwise . 

The other five criteria are fairly self-explanatory . We also 
expect additi onal routes , outside of the Mi ssoula area , to be 
studi ed in thi s  upcoming EIS document , and that an in-depth analysis 
of undergrounding the line near resi dential areas be included 
in the document . If those points aren ' t  covered in th e document 
to our satisfacti on , the EIS will be considered inadequate . 

�/--
Ed CO� 
Presi dent , 
Clark Fork Basih Protective Association 

cc Peter Johnson , BPA Admini strator 
Gerald Mueller, BPA Power Counci l ,  Montana 

CLARK FORK BASIN PROTECTIVE ASSOCIATION 

President, Ed Coffman Secretary, Carolyn Hathaway 
4504 Fox ,Farm Roaa 
Missoula, Ht., 59802 
(406) 549-0943 

, 502 Aspen Road 
Hissoula, J.lt'. 59802 
(/'06) 72B-B052 

Re : Siting of double-circuit BPA 500 kV lines 

CRITERIA adopted by the CFBPA, Auo711st /,. ' 9B1 
'- -

Ii , , >. , ' 

\ ' :  
'< 

, .  Since there i:: substantial contradictory scientific eviden.:'',; �oN:ern:ipg ., , \ ,. human health hazards associated with high voltage pOl,erlines, BPA ' s- siting of 

these lines should reflect the present uncertainty and both immedi�ie �a-Iong

term physiological (including genetic) health effects. 

2. Lines sited near residences should be buried to minimize possible damage to 

people ' s  health. 

3. To avoid the devaluation of property and adverse economic effects on 

individuals and the community, the lines should be kept off private property, 

out of valley bottoms and away from populated areas. �ethods should be used 

to minimize visibility impacts from the lines and towers. 

4. In addition to avoiding residential areas, siting should avoid parks, 

recreation areas, and other special areas important to the >1eilare of lfissoula 

and .Iontana residents. 

5. Siting of the proposed lines must take into consideration existing plans and 

forecasts for future utility corridors . 

6. The lines should be sited under Montana ' s  Hajor Facility Siting' Act. 
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DOUGLAS R. AUSTIN 
ATTORNEY A T  LAW 

P. O. BOX 297 
SUPERIOR, MONTANA 159S72 

TI!:LEPHON I':: 40e " 622.4771 

August 18. 1981 

Bonneville Power Administration 
Transmission Coord ina tion Office 
P.O. Box 4327 
Missoula . Montana 59806 

ReI Hot Springs- Bell 500 lev Transmission Project, Tarkio Quadrangle. Montana 

.lttn I George E. Eskridge 

Dear Kr. Eskridge, 

I am a member of and represent the Fold of the MeSSiah, a christian community 
located. near Tarkio, Montana. This community consists of about a dozen 
households. It is located in Section 13 . T. 15 N . .  R. 25 W. and 
Section 18. T. 15 N . .  R. 24 Wo o Mineral County . approXimatel,y two miles 
downstreaM ( NelllOte Creek) from one of your proposed tranSMl salon 
corridors for this project. 

At your open house in Superior. you indicated that if this route is 
chosen and if it adversel,y affects any activity of our community .  that 
BPA will bear any expense incurred. as a result. 

We have a television system which utili�es a tower located on a mountain_ 
side above our community. A cable runs from the antenna on the MOuntain 
down to the community . This antenna is located north of the community . 
in approXimately the N . E. 1/4 of Section 13.T. 15 N o o  R. 25 w. It 
appears frOM your proposed map that your transmission line will be 
approximately the same elevation as our antenna , and that it w('luld 
intersect or almost intersect the signal which comes to our antenna 
frOM Missoula 0 

It would seem that your propl>sed transmission line would interfere 
with our T.V. system, and if this route is chosen , you would have to 
bear the cost of replacing our system with one that would be at least 
as effective as the one we now have. Please advise if lIlY Understanding 
is not correct. 

Very trul,y yours. 

2x.t
P7�� 

I, • � ,' "  ;' 

4000 A l tu ra Dr.  
M issoul a ,  MT 59802 
September 1 7 ,  1 981 

Mr. George E.  Eskri dge 
Projects Information Offi cer 
BPA 
P . O .  Box 4 327 
Mi ssou l a ,  MT 59806 

RE : ET J-2l  

Dea r t1r .  Eskri  dge : 

Thank you for your l etter of August 2 5 ,  1 981 and the encl osed materi a l s  
( ETJ-2l ) .  I appreciate the BPA ' s  efforts to keep the publ i c  i nformed. 
I noti ced , howeve r ,  a seri ous omi ssion in your l i st of " Identi f i ed 
Publ i c  I ssues . "  It concerns the pos s i bi l i ty of i nc reased fi re hazards 
if the powerl i ne crosses the Ra ttlesnake Nati onal Recreat i on Area i n  
the northern v i c i n i ty o f  residences o n  o r  a l ong the east sl ope o f  the 
Rattlesnake val l ey .  I mentioned thi s problem as  poi nt #6 in my letter 
to you ,  dated flay 31 , 1 981 . This problem may be unique to one route and 
to one short secti on of that route . But it i s  potenti a l l y  qrave.  I t  
may l ead to the l oss  o f  property at  a va l ue o f  around two mi l l ion dol l ar s ,  
i f  not the l oss o f  human l i fe ,  I urge you t o  q i ve t h e  i ssue c l ose 
consideration .  Thi s  fi re season , when at times  there were around 200 
forest fi res bur n i ng s imul taneously  in Montana , has aga i n  tauqht us  the 
precarious  s i tuat i on we pass through nearl y every summer. 

At a mi n i mum the fol l owi ng probl ems need attent i on :  

( 1 ) 

(2 ) 

( 3 )  

( 4 )  

The consequences of the presence of towers and conductors 
on the effecti veness o f  aeri al fi re suppression in the v ic i n i ty 
of those towers and conductor s ;  the consequences both for nav i 
gat ion and comlrlu n i cation .  

The l i ke l y  c hanges of use  patterns due  to  the  avai l abi l i ty of  
access and  mai ntenance roads and the effect of those c hanges on  
the possi bi l i ty of  an i ncreas i ng number of man-caused f i re s .  

A determination of the probabl e d i rec t i on a n d  speed i n  the spread 
of forest fi res ,  both man-caused and 1 i qhtni ng-caused , a l onq the 
east sl ope of the Rattl e snake val l ey and in the v i c i n i ty of  the 
projected towers and conductors . 

A fai r  estimate of the number and val ue of the residences 
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George Eskridge 
Page 2 

threatened by the spread of forest fi res on the east sl ope of 
the Rattlesnake val l ey and to the south of the powerl i ne ,  

( 5 )  The evacuation possi bi l i ti e s  for the resi dents o f  the affected 
dwel l i ngs , genera l l y  and parti cularly on the assumotion that the 
towers and conductors wi l l  i mpede or prevent aeri al fi re suppression .  

wou l d  appreci ate a thorough consi deration of  at l east these i ssues and 
a response to my concern s .  

Si ncere ly ,  

M (;v.1- bffyJ"'--"V"",,,-
Al bert Borgmann 

cc : Max Baucu s ,  U. S. Senator 
Pat Wi l l  i ams , U . S .  Representat i ve 
Charl es  B .  Tri be , Program Officer, U . S . F . S  . 

Oc t ober 12 , 193 1 

G o o rr,e lc . :';skriri"e 
Pro j ec t : _  I nf o I'lll [ J t i o n  Off E C 8T 
BPA TI'; nU1Ili r c i on C o ord i na t i o n  O , 'f i c e  
]lox 4 3 2 7  
r.� i [' �  oul�l , l i t .  

J Je '  r 1.. 1' . � kridge , 

I <.ul 'o','1'i , i re tJli: Ie � t (! l '  La ;1'0 0 C :  t t;llC pro · : o :  n (l r l;" ,.:Lnr; of 
the 5UOJ;:V tI"� ·.n:.!Ifii : ·  i on G. ' rr i '  on-�.' !)o1;:, ne l i n e  IJn"ouc,h L;:xvlh ll e ,  

l,; ont: n;:. � I h,:.vc � I ui -'lJ C' [t numbe r  of TO ;  s on� ; to , r o t c  t t:'l Lic 
r out i ne , ,,)1[; Vii "'  out l i n e  Lhom i n  the f o l l ol/i ll{': ' 0 ;  n , c;r: c chG . 

j 'JT husb, nd end I " T e  nine-yo: l' r c r� i d cn l:; ,  of the ] �c.xv i l l c  L,l 'C �  • 
', .'  (] cho�  c 1:;0 1i vC' in �h i n  �'l'er' L nd C oDtinuc [; 0 ( . 0 � .  0 ,  CV(:D thoup,h 
i t  involvos f i nanc i al , nd athOl' nLc rii' ic e s , i n  o r d e r  t o  enj oy 
a l i f c � ; t y l e  v,'hich your i !rO ! l o ' . C'(J ower line would d e : ' troy . 
I!orc " J , e c i f i e r:lly , e l i v e  hCl'e b e c p u  e the fr c e  of the lre,no , c r ,:)e 

h; ; b e L n  very J :� L LIe al t e r (-! c1, by Lhe h�',nd of !i:r:.n . �\]� e 110'I,U1' �:. i n e , 
'. i th i tr: enorIJl('Uf: to\.' C l·U , numerous : : e c e�� : '  ro<�.d ; , <" 11(1 r:i :� e  rj {rht
of-w:..�y 'v.'ol)_ld d elD.c e ['· ome of the love I i  e: . "  t unr; " " Joiled mov.n v :  in' 

c ountry i n  '. f e D t er-n L ontanp . r;�he rou .. i nc: of "thc 1)o',', e1' I j ne 
throu[jh thi �;  UT e ; ,  Vloulcl not only d u . troy Lhe l) C�'1)_ ty of the 
arc: t it \,'ould [� l r · o ) ' C� l )rc cr:t ; � nri ouf.3 e c o n oLlie �hr 0;: t to u� 
the ·�)O\: :..'r l i n e  i . ol.-tl d u e  i n  e l l::  I' vi c ,\ f r om our 1 i v i nrr J O Or.l 

\"ij nClow , : .rl( 1 trnu oulC' r;re �ly d c;v , lu() our hom e .  i.l'w· J1erClOI'() , 
'· : c  h'  ve r e c ently . ul'eh: : ' e o. tl J . . rf,cI ; i e c o  of . 1'0 ' '��l<' Y t our 
u c1ror:m . T O . , C;I' y " ,  ii� you \ i i l 1 , \""hich l i e � '  j u:.- t one r uu,r t e r  of t�" 

I:1i l e  f r om Lhe pro-; ) o : '  eel "!lo'. er li n e ,  �l n n  \.'e h.:'"ve " tanG to hIilild 
our " ,ir eum hOIr. o " ch81' e .  Obvi om:ly , thi r m o : , e r t y  ( 16 0  c e r er; ) 
"ould be " c ri ou['ly (1 evfllueo ct" e l l . 

A i (1 e  f e 'om the c 1 \.... : ' 1' , on th e t i c  [In(1 ec onomic c Olw:i (l c:cu.-L i onr of 
vi evi� hed �nd 1 )] c -p o r ty v: . lucs , ..;h8re r . r e  : cver� . l  O -'...hOT h e: 1 , h
r e I ,  t c c1 c onc c ] 'nC ' .. D i e h  I 'j,' ou1 ( :  Ij );:'8 t o  l:w n t :i o n .  }'ir: t o f  � <L I J 
flo r o l : ' ('e to humC:l1 118: 1 h .  fI�lJ.:l o ; ' t  v\". O yo;. r.  g o  1 '. . ( �o c1 i : ' r.;no :- c d , 
c ft e r  E .. f i v c -" . e ek h o s o i  L�. :J i j,'j."L i o n t hr�vin{'; :: o o :c d i  t on t erme d  
" c om , )l e x  a11 crr;yII , a l t t t l e-knov,'n c ondi · . i o n  r:h:i ch i :  u e c Ol:) j .. n e  

m o r e  < ,l1 C) l : JorG c om; wn in our t'. on . i o l;h c cn tul'y o c i c ty .  j-� 
e on 6 i  ' , i o n , \ , hi c h  nif' o ,  t G  i t,. :  elf , , � �  an [' l l c ) "{!,y ,,0 nei "r'-I :,' 1 
e OI:J!don f o o r s  t.:.nd i nh::;.l.'�n l;r� , i f:' lhour;ht to be bl'Uugh � ()n O J" '  

e x a c crb, � t e d  by � e x ;�' o"ur" t o  , e , ' t i c i r1 o : ,  " nd 0 her e h eni c ; ' l, 

C 01JIJHonly u;" 8 c1  i r: i n du�"Lri c.li �', e d  � oc i e :,y . I fti:1 t : h OI'()f o r  u ,  
�e:',l ely c [�.reful about "my e X . , o ( ,ure:: to 'o e:' l., i c i d e [  i n n: r t icuJ'  r ,  
",nd my husbr,nd : ,no I boueht thi : '  r.ew " i e e e  of " I'o Ly :'f ' r t l y  

b e c "u:, e of i t [ ,  l ; , ck of ': lroximi ty t o  " r E" r v;i l i e h  woul,' b e  :;prfJ y o d . 
In Y UUT Ii [, (;r,� tUJ' e , you : : t :  'T,e ulH ' t  you u 0 ; ever : , l  h e r tJ i c i d e[� 
in o r d er ,,0 c o nt r o l  unVJ; ; n t e u  r;TO':. th on :...h c  p o  or l i l 1 e  r i rsht-of-v:' y .  
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Use of any of the s e  herbi c i d e s  anywhere within a radius of 
s everal miles would be ext remel� threatening t o-my he(;lt� 
�etTSfac e it--not enough i s  really known about the 
p os , ibJ e eff e c t s  of living nee,r such a le.rge c oncentr"tion of 
electricity to make it very advi s eable for a percon with such 
c omplicat ed health problemc as mine to tnke the risk to live 
a IJ8Te (1:.,.ur:trt er of a mi le from such a line . 

R ele. t e d  to the problem of huroan health is th" t of the he"l th 
of  live p t ock . I am in the purebred Arabian horse bus i n e s .  , 
a t the moment having a smo.ll herd of four , wi th tHO due next 
r; pring , and wi th plans for further eXl,, :ns i o n .  I hnve c ever, 1 
extremely valuable mares , Vlho s e  offcpring are going to be 

w orth many thousands of dolh.rs from the time they are born. 
I c [..nnot afford t o  take the chanc e of qos sible damage to theae 
progeny-d�the very clo,-,e proximity t o  a pOVlcr s our c e  of 
that ns ture . L et ' s  fac e i t --I would hnve t 6  relocat e .  

Another reason th, t w e  hr,.ve cho s en the above-ment i oned property 
f or our home Gnd ranch i s  due to the nature of my husband ' s  
line of work . III though he a s s i s t s  11,e wi th my purebred opera t i o n ,  
his primary l i n e  o f  work is in t h e  radi o-t elevi s i o n  m e d ium , 
haVing worked for a �\V s t a t i on in Mis G o ula for � eVGr�}.l ye, Lrs , 
and h,c.ving done a good de:·'.l of free 18nce \lork . Our neve T'ro':lcr Ly 
has greatly im" roved t e l evi s i on r,nd rad i o  rec e p t i o n  ovcr our 
curr ent hom e ,  and ito c ons e(l Uently much m ore d e s i reable for 
him. '.1'he power line threa t ens t o  d e c troy thn t .  

One reatoon that I \'I ' , '  s o  shocked t o  h e · . r  about the proT'o" c d  
':) OYl er l i n e  routing through lIaxvi llc i s  th1' t i t " ll�l earG th . .  :.t 
the BPA alrc dy h: .8 a elerf e c t ly uceable right-of-wu.y dO\:n ( nec.r Hall . Ac c ord i ng to BPA lit enoture , nage 3 of "BPA hnS:, erf: 

Your Que s t ions On 11he "Hot-S :.rings/Bel1 TranG11li� ; .  i on Pro j ec t ll , 
"Right-of-w�y for the new line ' , i ll parallel old rights- of-vl' y 

whereever pos sible to rec1uc e "envirorunental imprlc t . "  A�oYHJTent ly ,  
i n  this c a c e  your ovm ll o l i c i e s  e r e  not being followed . I lIould 
::.,: r. um e  thrlt thio is bec au:: e the BPA \ ; i l l  not get co much 
o -n :,os i -Cion frOll1 ·on i vi>, t e  lando"lners if the line cuts throuc;h 
the public land in the Flint ll!ountains . Im;t end , I', e will ,,11 
l os e ' s om e  of the _ m o s t  beautiful r:nd ,,-c e e" .. able rnount " i n  c ountry 
vie h"ve l eft . I prot e s t  thi[, 1'0 " " ible a.e t i o n ,  a" I be l i eve th, t 
it is b e t  ter to e onc entrc-,te utility lines in areo's Vihich nlready 
c on tain them , ra Lher thr..: t cut into our truly s c enic mount u i n  
land I'Ihich ought t o  b e  e, h e r i  tage v/htch l i e  c o n  ,Jr . " "  on t o  
future generv t ions . 

I s '"rongly urge thl,t you rec ons i d  er your p�anc to route , . 
, 'Ghe po\, er line through this are" . Plec- B e  G t l c k  to y our orlgln" l 

-3-

pl'·.n to rout e the line u.lon/'; your rre-e ':i s tinr:, ri(;ht-of -\liCy . 

'.I' hn.Ilk you very much f or your rlt t ent i on .  

i nc c rcly , 

� � -
o 1\(1 o l e  }I�u:by 

: :· tar Hou e e  5,;8 37 
H r . l l , i.,t . 
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Mr. George E. Eskri dqe 
BPA 
P. O.  Box 4327 
Mi ssou l a ,  HT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge: 

4000 Altura Dr. 
Missou l a ,  MT 59802 
October 1 9 ,  1 981 

Thank you for your 1 etter of October 9, 1 981 . I appreci ate the BPA' s effort 
to be forthcoming with i ts informati on ;  at the same time I must point out that 
your statements ha ve serious and troub I i  ng imp Ii cat ions. Briefly , the facts that 
you l i s t  as g iven and which,  I take i t ,  the BPA does not d i spute raise grave 
questions regarding  an i ncrease of fire hazards for certai n homes in the Rattle
snake i f  the proposed power l i ne i s  located i n  the Rattl esnake NRA. The gravi ty 
of these questi ons requ i res a ful l i nvestigation of these hazards before i t  
i s  decided whether the l i ne should  b e  l ocated so cl ose t o  these resldences. 
The BPA, however,  wants to undertake a '  ful l  investigation only after , i . e . , 
when and i f ,  it has been deci ded that the l i ne, should  be l ocateanear the homes . 

Let me be more speci fi c.  You take the fol l owing facts as establ i shed . 
( 1 )  F i re potentia l  i s  "fai rly high" in the Rattlesnake , "especi a l l y  in the 

l ower areas" which are the ones in the proximity of the endangered homes . 

(2 )  " I f  a fi re escapes i n i tial  suppression efforts , the probabi l i ty of 
s i gn i fi cant ai rcraft use is h i gh . "  

( 3 )  Towers and powerl i nes o f  the s i ze here i n  question pose a hazard to 
pl anes that " cannot be tota l ly el iminated , "  and the immediately sur
rounding areas "might become off-l imits to retardant a i rcraft . "  

Let me add to this a few facts wh ich,  I am sure , are not d i sputable either. 

(4 ) The route whi ch the BPA has se lected through the NRA i s ,  accordi ng to 
the l ine drawn on the map in your offi ce , al l of three hundred ( 300) 
yards north of the cl uster of homes i n  question s .  

(5)  In  the sunmers o f  1972 and 1 973 there were fi res o n  the ridge between 
Spri ng  and Sawmi l l  Gu l c h ,  which i s  d i rectly opposite and due west of 
the residences in question and roughly one hal f  (�) m i l e  south of the 
proposed route. These fi res spread so qui ckly that retardant ai rcraft 
had to be cal l ed i n .  

( 6 )  The :Aatty Canyon fi r.e:Of 1 977 took pl ace on a sl ope and affected nomes 
not unl i ke the ones under discussion here. There was a delay in the 
dispatch of retardant ai rcraft which l ed to a rap i d  spreadi ng of the 
fi re and the destruction of residences. The fi re was eventual ly 
checked with the help of retardant ai rcraft. 

From these undisputed facts alone it fol l ows ,  I bel i eve , that the presently 
proposed location of the powerl i ne through the NRA woul d  vastly fncrease the 
fi re hazards for a great number of homes . But perhaps that does not fol low. 

October 1 9 ,  1 981 
To George Es kri dge 
From Al bert Borgmann 
Page 2 

Perhaps more needs to be known about tower l ocation ,  access and mai ntenance 
routes , user patterns , fuel accumul ati on , preva i l  i ng wi nds , steepness of 
s l opes , number of houses affected , evacuati on routes , etc. before a pri nci p led 
deci s i on can be made. But you propose to postpone these i nvesti gations i f  and 
unt i l  after that route has been chosen when the resu lts  of those i nvesti gations 
wi l l  bepoTntles s .  

T o  b e  sure , you say that the BPA wi l l  "mi ti gate o r  lessen potential  impact . "  
I have great di ffi culty understanding  that . How wi l l  you miti gate or lessen 
a fire that may wel l  race up or down the east sl ope , and engu l f  and destroy 
homes? How wi l l  you miti gate or l essen the predicament of people who may 
wel l find themselves trapped , the i r  only evacuation route being  bl ocked by f i re?  
Or do  you mean prevention when you speak of mitigati ng  or  l essening?  But  how 
could that be done? Do you propose to l og and stri p of vegetati on the east 
sl ope of the l ower Rattlesnake? Do you propose to construct new evacuation 
roads whi ch wou l d  have to l ead through the NRA? Your impl i cati on that potential  
impacts can be miti gated i s  itse l f  an assumption whi ch needs to be establ i shed 
through the very i nvesti gations you refuse to undertake in a t imely fashion .  

Apart from bei ng unreasonabl e  and potenti a l ly hannful , your proposed course of 
action also fai l s ,  I bel i eve , to serve the best interests o f  the BPA. Assume 
you sel ect the NRA route and then find i t  produces , i',.S I bel i eve it wi l l , an 
unacceptab 1 e i ncrease i n  the ftre hazards for dozens:'h0mes ; the BPA wi I I  then 
have to reopen the route selection process as it al ready had to once before. 
Assume on the other hand that havi n g  selected the NRA route , you come up' with 
findi ngs whi ch appear to mi n i mize  the possibi l i ty of i ncreased hazards . How 
wi I I  you ever be ab I e  to convi nce the pub 1 i c ,  the concerned homeowners , or 
the courts that your find i n gs were the resul t  of a thorough arlunbi ased i nvesti
gation and not simply designed to j ust ify ex post facto a decision whi ch , 
as you wi l l  have to admi t ,  was made l argely in i gnorance? 

If for whatever reasons the BPA deci des not to select the NRA route , al l wi l l  
be wel l . I f ,  on the other hand , the BPA i s  l eaning toward the NRA l ocation , 
then I must i n s i st that a thorough i nvesti gation of al l aspects of the i ncrease 
in fire hazards be undertaken before a fi nal dec i s i on is made. I wi l l  have to 
press thi s poi nt by al l appropri ate andnecessary meanS":" --
Thank you again for your efforts . I am l ooking forward to your reply .  

xc : Senator Max Baucus 
Congressman Pat Wi 11 i ams 
Charles B. Tribe , Program Offi cer , U . S . F . S .  

S incerely ,  

� �  
Al bert Borgmann 
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r.;,.xville . Mont", ref 
October 1 5 ,  1981 

Bl! �Vn llsm i s s :i 01 C001'di l.a. tiOL Office 
Box 4327 
MisL OU�. , Monte r" 59806 

Re : Bl1\ � 1 riSOYJ-SPOl.a1i8 
500 KV 'rr� r,smission LIr,c Pro j e c t  

A tter.ti O L !  Ge orLe E .  EsLridLe 

GeLtlc)" c n :  

Vie e l e  ol)lJ o s c d  to tHe pOWlI' J i nc LeiLt l , u i l t  r.8F r hOl�:es . The 
pO\'lLr lil£ r. s !)l'0l.,O E C d  v!Ot ld be ill clOt;(, pl o,}.. iLi t�, to R number 
of f'� Li li e s .  On tlw 1 0 Lttc LOW l;ei lJ[; c e l i  s i dcl'ed the power line 
would or.ly be r bout 100 ye rds fro)!, our home . We f e e l  the. t not 
oLly would i t  2.ff e c t  OUT lives heal thwi s e  e nd noiscwi s c , but 
would devp, lup te our 1)1 C ,)e1 ty dr, s ticr 11:, wflici; h� s been for 
Se Ie since A ugus t 1980 previous to tilis d e c i s ion. 

I t  i s  ur.know!' Whe t otJ,er dc tr'i)"ente l eff e c ts liv�r'G in close 
proAimi t� to the h�Lh e OlOUI. t of e le c tr i c i  ty miLht J" v e  on our 
hep lth • 

Vic f re i' l s o  ver":i C O Le e!"! cd r bcut �ev r(. C € l; -Lior. s i r.ce we J. j', ve hp d .pro bleJ.Js irA Le l, t L  g f' L00d t- J.L.) ,f  1. I t  could d E, s 'Lr'o�1 OUI 
s i p t· l  p I  tOLe ther 8.10 11l, the }'l i n t  Mourli:r ins . 

P l i L t  Cr eeL c i.6 BouLaer Cr e l ;: f i s j . il.G p no h l. ntiLG w i ll be 
e ffected by tbe powcr lir,c n od cor.s Lr c, c t .cOL of t. i s  line . 

Pint� r Scer,ic ROLte d o e s  LO t " e c d  P l,o thcr are eye . We ur,d( r
b te. r,d Hle 1'iLht-of-v/;, o which e lrep oy e x i s ts a nd wLich 1'12. 6 
Partly pUl'ch?, sed for ti'li s lil,e wLich is be twe e n  fr 11 and 
Drur.,JTIond could be u� c d .  Wi,y cut , r,o ther sore eyE' e 101 G the bcr utifl<l l>'l i nt J,:o uni;r u.s vlbieh he.LOLg p nd are e L j oy e d  by r 11 
of Us . 

1 t [1,<:' S neVE:.r 1)(. (; rJ s, 'owr. tbp t -I..he Tlf:. ed .:i·or t r . i s  powc:r l i E8 is 
8 c tll2. 11y ree l .  Tllel c fore l or t l ,e r bove re, SOI .S we p re opposed 
to tLis rOute . �;;�.'��;<:�N--;�:;;;I . C � .... � � 'L/ �1 � J�n'-;�' 

• <,lr.lccr 4> c ,enll\O, H r  } ... Eler nor 4>. ch n,op i8r 

r-' \ ! 

':Sd�xt!LU .J?:.w /3!�> 
/:)Cj<j,"4h�1/ ��, 

./{ . � (jJ ,/. -< 7  /rf S/ 
Ut'�1�.J t: 

.
. t;.4.i . .>1..ut';;,J ) � .{/ �/./ . /-.:.u.pcr-: . .  1 �"'«.7<.-<'-,, ( //1' < -c-<,/Y 
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Maxville Star Route 
Philipsburg Mr 59858 

George E .  Eskridge 
Project Information O�ficer 
EPA Transmi ssion Coordination 
Box 4327 
l'lissoula , 1'1Ontana 59806 

Dear Sirs : 

office 

Philipsburg, �lontana 
October 29,  1981 

I am writing to protest your routinll going near Naxville for 
your transmission line project. 

I live 2 miles north of !'.axville and have property very near 
where I understand you are thinking of going with this line . In 
fa ct we just bought 200 acres recently at a ver.y high price near 
where this would go. I feel that this would devaluate the price 
of my property there and a lso the rest of my land which I already . 
have . 

It will certainly take away from the beauty of the surrounding 
area plus I imagine you will be spraying to keep the greenery down. 
This will also be hazardous to many of us who have a 16regies.  

One of the big reasons also is that you already have an 
existing right-of-way, thenefore this makes absolutely no sense 
to me in spoiling another area . I am sure the expense of going 
this route will be many , n.any times more costly, therefore the 
users of the ,power are the ones that will have to pay more . 

I hope you will take this under consideration. 

Sincerely yours , 

� , C'vv1 ' �A<��'Y 
Ji����� 

With this kind of a line I have been told that you do not 
know what the total effects will be on p�Gple , cattle and other 
living creatures. This a lone is real reason for my protest . 

Maxvil1e Star Route 
Philipsburg Mr 59858 

George E. Eskrige 
Project Information Offic er 
BPA Transmiss ion Coortination 
Box 4327 
/iJissoula , hontana 59806 

Dear Sir s :  

Office 

Philipsburg, �lOntana 
October 29,  1981 

It is my understanding that your are considering installing 
your transmission line project near Maxvil le .  

I would like to g o  on record a s  strongly opposing this route 
for many reasons . Some of them are as follows : 

You already have an existing right-Of-way near Drummond. I 
can see no reason to even consider spoi ling the beauty of another 
area when you already have one . 

I understand that you will probably be spraying to keep the 
folage down , this too will affect many people in the area . 

The cost will undoubtably be much more to make a whole new 
route than using the existing one . Someone will have to pay for 
this , and I ·ffi sure it will end up being the ones that receive the 
service .  

We own land very near this and it will without a doubt de
valuate the property. We recently bought 200 more acres very 
close to this area . We had to pay a very sizeable price for the 
land and are not looking forward to something like this c oming 
in and making our property drop in value right off . 

I hope you will consider the above comment s .  

Sincerely yours , 

Cj�:� a, �' 
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George E. Eskridge 
Project Information Officer 
BPA Transmission Coordination Office 
Box 4327 
Missoula, Montana 59806 

Dear Sirs : 

I live approximately 2 miles North of �,axville and am 
very concerned about the proposed route of your transmission 
line project . 

I can see no reasonable reason to go this route when you 
already have an existing route . The additional expense of 
this totally new route alone is going to be unreasonable. It 
would be a real shame to ruin the beau�y of this area with 
this project . 

I have an interest in a ranch in this area and feel that 
this will certainly devaluate the price of the property .  

I hope you will take this under consideeation . 

Sincerely yours,  

( � �'\ (\-� f\\ . � �.;>,u.,� \- , \ \ \ Cw"� 

Mrs. Marie Wickberg 
Box 204 
Phi11rsburg , Mont . 59858 _ .... r: -... .,--:-.,J , ! �I�I 
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Retyped from original letter 

Nov. 14 . 1981 

Dear Sirs 

\ole most certainly want to be counted against putting the BFA transmission 
lines through the Miller Creek Area . We feel that the lines should most 
certainly be put in an area where there are not people residing such as way 
back in the Rattlesnake area .  Also they surely could be buried , and no one 
would ever have to see them. We are very much concerned over what health 
hazzards (sic) might show· up in years to come . We also must think of the 
devaluation of our propertys ( sic ) .  

Thank you 

/s/ June & Ralph Piccinini 
10375 Oral Zumwalt  
Rodeo Ranch 11 6  
Missoula ,  Mont . 

59803 
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BPA Garris on-Sp okane 500 KV Transmi s s i on Line Pro j e ct 

Ge orge F. Eskridge , 

Dear Sir : 

November 17 , IgeI 
Maxville Star Route 
Philipsburg, Mont . 59858 

I ' m  writ ing to protest the build ing of the t ransmi s s i on line in the 
Maxville area for these reasons : 

First , I have a health problem , I ' m  highly sensit ive t o  any pollut i on 
spray s ,  preservitive s ,  n O i se , et c .  I f  it i s  t rue t hat the r ight of way 
will be sprayed with a herb i c ide , it would be very dangerous t o  my health 
and to my family . A l s o  we grow a garden each year, what effect would 
this have on it' 

S e c ond , it would deface the countryside . We have l ived here twenty-one 
years, if we were forced t o  sell becauce of my health, our property 
value would be very l ow because of t h i s  uns ight ly power line . We are 
l iving here for the reason that we wnat to live in an unconge st ed area. 
We have sacrificed much to l ive here wnere it is quiet and privat e .  
There are few j obs in this area s o  t o  �ive harr one has t o  l ive on le s s .  

Third , wha� effect would t h i s  l ine have on animal s ,  horse s ,  cat t l e ,  
chickens , pet s ,  e t c ?  What about TV reception? 

Acc ording to BPA lit erature , " right of way for the new line will parallel 
old right of ways whenever possible to reduce encir onment al impact " .  
Why not use the old right of way? Or if I might make a sugge st i on _ 
There are e ight or nine mil e s  between Maxville and the nearest ranch 
t oward s Philipsburg, why not build it between these two places and be 
on the eafe side and eat i sfy the people? 

/h.qNh ! 

�'"'�-4 ;f: � 7-'C". 

.:Y �(,.r'} 
PV.� (I'Yl' 

November 17. 1981 

\ <,I "I ; 
Mr. George II. Eskridge , 

I called your office recently to learn it the proposed SPA powerUne ...... 
routed through our land and learned that 1 t was crossing the SW corner of 
section 6 TownshipqN west of Hall . Although Herb and Elsie Skinner are the 
owners t we are on a joint venture agreement With them and are renting this 
section and therefore feel grave concern over this proposal . 

Some of ourspeclflc concerns include I 
1 .  What health affects will this high volt'4\e Une have on our cow/calf 
pairs that use this area for summer pasture? Will calves be able to main
tain their da.ily gains or will weaning weights be down? Will cows get. 
bred back as usual? Just waat are the alfe,," ;:':! on fertility? Will abor
tions increase? 2. This section 1s a year round habitat for many deer and 'elk . How will 
they be affected? 
). Al though no one lives there now, there is a homesite on this section 
that several. members of our families have considered reusing a.s a suminer 
home . What affects rlll it have on any people living there? 
4 .  How will it affect plant and vegetation growth? We are dependent Qn 
this section for both cattle grazing and timber harvesting? 5. To our understanding herbicides rlll be sprayed in the area under the 
powerline . What affects do they have? 
6. Access roads to this route needed for construction and maintenance rlll 
bring lIlore vehicles back into this area, resulting in more open gates , more 
scattered cattle, less gain on calves . 7 .  What will a powerUne thourgh the ,area. do to property values? 8. What noise level rlll a line this size create? 9. What will a powerUne through the area do to the soli tutl.e and bea.uty 
of this land? 

My understanding is that if ro u  have an existing right .. of-way for power
Unes, lttfou�h the Drummond valley) that you must consider this route first. 
Yet you /told me on the phone that this route is pretty well out of the picture . 
What is wrong rl th this route? It would certainly be the cheapest way instead 
of having to build one somewhere else. If it is the agriculture in this area 
that you' re concerned about, why weren 1 t you concerned when the first powerline 
was built? Why aren I t you concerned now with the agr1cul ture alo� this southern 
ro�tel If you routed a few more miles south at Maxville and then a little more 
west thereafter. it seems to me you could keep the line mostly on government 
ground and then you wouldn ' t  have near the worry about the agricultural aspects 
or private landowners . 

I am opposed to this propoased route as it is today and feel there are 
many questions that reMin unanswered . 

I have also never received the forest service map you promised me a. month 
'4\0 with the alternate proppsed routes on i t .  

Thank you, 

4ux.�r q-,� 
Mrs . Beverly J. SkiMer 
Drawer A 
Hall , Montana 5 8J7 406-288-J872 
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Garrison- Spokan e 
500 KV Transmission Pro j ec t  
Uni t e d  States Departm en t o f  Energy 

Bonnevill e  Po wer Administration, 

The B . P , A. shoul d put the 500 , 000 vol t  power l ines along wi th th e 
al ready existing lines.  

I t  wil l  d estroy th e environm en t ,  t ,  e areas wil derness and wil d!. i f e  
h abi tat . 

. 

The reo p::' e o f  Mineral County do no t want th e l ine running through our CountJ, and knOw o n e  wants the unsightly l ines through their private pro perty. 
We as tax payers and Ameri c an Ci ti zens feel we h av e  th e Constitutional 

righ t to speak and to sto p the lin es. from going acro s s  our private pro perty, 
If we choo se to do so . Our Fo re fathers didn ' f figh t for o ur freedom to have 
it taken away from uS. 

B . P . A .  representive George Eskridge at a publ i c  m eeting in S t .  Regis, 
tol d us th e B . P. A. r eally wasn ' t  interested in th e peopl e of Mineral Countys 
o pinion, economic or environm ental future no r that th e property o wners di cln '  t 
wan t the l ines running through th eir pro perty, the only impact the B . P . A. is 
tun ed into i s  th e pol i tical impact. I have know desire to h el p  supply power 
to o ther stat es, nor the B . P. A. ' S  Nucl ear pl ants in Washington. 

Mr. Eskridge mo re or l ess tol d  the property o w!. ers, k eep qui e t ,  pay your 
taxes, and th e B . P. A. will do what t)1ey want wi th our private pro perty . Kno w 
m at ter ho w m u ch it destroys th e p roperty and its val u e, I t ' s  o u r  loss,  no t their". 

Th e pro fit i s  th eirs fo r after all ,  the B . P . A .  gets th eir l ines at th e cost o f  th e 
pro p erty o wners, by condeming th e private pro p erty , and steal ing wh at th e B . P . A. 
wan ts,  and destroying th e l and and environm en t,  for th eir o wn benefi t ,  whil e 
th e private pro p '  rty owners,  ac d tax payers pay fo r th e l in e s  th at we do no t wan t. 

We will pay through higr, er rates on our el ec tric bil l s ,  whil e t h e  o ther 
states bil l s  wil l go down. The power l ines will no t b en e fi t  the p eo pl e o f  
Mineral County in anyway, only destroy i t s  b eauty. 

The B . P . A .  o r  Powur Companies,  al ready h ave existing l in es ,  the lfnd and 
environm en t ,  wil dl i fe have al ready been des troyed, so '.'Ihy scatter th e m ess,  and 
destroy more with th e unsigh tly lines,  when they can k eep th e l ines wh ere they 
al ready exi s t . "'The alternative rou tes are n eedl ess. 

Laura L .  Palm er 
P.O . Bo x 1 8  

st, Regis,  Montana 
59866 

Sinc erely () � � I q� 
Tax Payer 
Pro p er ty O wn er 
Conc ern ed Ci ti zen 
Regi stered Vo ter 
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FOR FRIENDS OF liE �TTLESNAKE 

George Esk r i dge 
Bonnev i l l e  Powe r Admin i st ra t i on 
2324 McDona l d  
M i s sou l a ,  Montana 59801 

Dear Hr . E s k r i dge , 

PO BOX 7IIf/ MI$OM.�'" 59807 

Dec embe r 8, 1 98 1  

T h e  recent l y  e l ec t e d  b o a r d  o f  t h e  F r i e n d s  o f  the R a t t l e snake unanimou s l y  

rea f f i rms t h e  pos i t ion t h a t  FOR i s  opposed t o  a n y  B P A  powe r l i n e  r o u t e  t h rough 

t h e  R a t t l e snake Va l le y .  

FOR oppo s e s  t he roure a l t e r n a t ive tha t wou l d  pa�s s  t h rough the Ra t t l e snake 

Nat iona l R e c r e a t ion Area f o r  t h e s e  r e a s on s :  

1 )  Th i s  rou t e  wou l d  e n t a i l  t h e  p r o m i n e n t  p l aceme n t  of 1 7 5  foot s t e e l  

t owe r s  o n  t he r i dges t h a t  b o r d e r  Ra t t l e snake C r e e k  a n d  Spr i ng Creek . 

Th i s  deve lopment wou l d  sev e r l y  i m p a c t  t h e  n a t u r a l v a l ue s  in the very a r ea 

of the NRA t h a t  i s  mos t heav i l y  u s e d  f o r  r e c r e a t i on . In a d d i t ion to the 

obvious v i sua l impac t ,  t h i s  r o u t e  wou l d  b r ing n u i s ance shoc k s ,  noise p o l 

l u t ion and sca r r i ng of the h i l l s  w i t h  acce s s  and ma i ntenance roa d s .  The 

out s t anding beauty a s  we l l  as t h e  a c ce::.M b i l i t y  o f  t h i s  vo r t i o n  of the 

Ra t t l e snake NRA has prom)J t e d  con s i d e r a t ion of a s pe C i a l  t r a i l  here for 

hand i capped and spec i a l  n e e d s  peop l e .  The c u r r e n t  p l a n n i ng t h e  Fore s t  

S e r v i c e  i s  unde r t a k i ng t o  enhance a n d  s e c u r e  t h e  r e c r e a t ion a l  v a l u e s  o f  

the NRA wou l d  be poin t l e s s  i f  t h i s  powe r l i n e  r o u t e  i s  adop t e d .  

-2-) Th i s  rou t e  would v i o l a t e  both t h e  i n t e n t  o f  Cong r e s s  a n d  t h e  manda t e  

of t h e  BPA. I n " t h e  Rat t l e snake Na t i ona l R e c re a t i o n  Area and Wi l de rn e s s  

A c t  o f  1 9 8 0 ,  Congress f in d s  t h a t  t h e  l a n d s  of t h e  NRA "have h i gh v a l ue 

f o r  mun i c i p a l  w a t e r shed , r e c r e a t i on , w i l d l i fe hab i t a t , and e c o l og i ca l 

and educa t i ona l purpose s . "  The Ac t dec l a re s  it to be the p o l icy of Congre s s  

" t o  pJ.:omote t h e  w a t e r shed , r e c r e a t i o n a l ,  w i l d l i fe a n d  educa t io n a l  va l ue s "  

of t h e  NRA l a n d s .  

It i s  t h e  BPA ' s  manda t e , a s  s t a t ed i n  t h e  Pac i f i c  N o r t hwe s t  E l e c t r i c  

Power P l anning a n d  Con s e rv a t i on Act , " t o  p r otec t ,  m i t i g a t e  a n d  enhance 

the f i sh and w i l d l i f e "  o f  t h e  Co l umb i a  R i v e r  a n d  i t s  t r i b u t a r i e s .  

T h e s e  congr e s s iona l f i nd i ng s  and pol i c i e s , a s  we l l  a s  t h e  BPA m a n da t e ,  

a r e  not compa t i b l e  w i t h  t h e  con s t r u c t ion o f  a h igh vol t age power l i ne 

t h rough t he R a t  t l e s nake Nat i on a l  Rec r e a t  ion Arc- a .  

) Th i s  area i s  u s e d  b y  e l k  a n d  d e e r  f o r  w i n t e r range . T h e  n e c e s s a ry 

con s t ru c t ion a n d  ma i n t e n a n c e  r o a d s  f o r  the powe r l i ne as w e l l as t h e  powe r 

l i ne i t se l f  wou l d  d e g r a d e  t he a r ea ' s  w i l d l i f (>  ha b i t a t  q ua l i t i e s .  

4 )  Road and s t a g i ng a rea con s t r u c t ion wou l d  c a u s e  e r os ion a n d  s i l t a t ion 

for a s i gni f i c a n t  l e n g t h  o f  t i me a n d  l ead t o  a d e t e r i o ra t i o n  of t he m u n i c 

i p a l  wa t e rshf' d .  

5 )  T h e  1 7 5  f o o t  h i gh towe r s  a n d  conduc t o r s  wou l d  prevent a c c u r a t e  a e r i a l  

f i re suppre s s ion i n  a n  a re a  whe r e ,  d u e  to i n t en s i v e  r e c r e a t iona l u s e ,  

t h e  danger of m a n- c a u s e d  f i re i s  h i g h .  

FOR a l so unanimous ly oppo s e s  t h e  c o n s t r u c t ion o f  t h e  BPA l i ne t h rough 

t he p r e se n t l y  e x i s t i n g  c o r r i do r  ( n e a r  L i n c o l n  H i l l s )  f [lr t h e s e  r e a son s :  

1 )  The v i sua l i m p a c t  o f  1 7 5  foot towers wou l d  d e g r a de not o n l y  t he s c e n i c  

va l u e s  o f  t h e  Ra t t l e s nake Va l l e y ,  b u t  t h e  e n t i re n o r t h e r n  v i s t a  a s  seen 

f r om nea r ly any p o i n t  i n  the c i t y  o f  M i s s ou l a .  FOR h a s  ·b roadened i t s  

conc e rn t o  t h e  p r o t e c t i o n  o f  t h e  open s p a c e s  in t h e  L i n c o l n  H i l l s  s d dd l e ,  

Mount Jumbo a re a  a n d  t h e  N o r t h  H i l l s ,  i n c l u d ing G r a n t  a n d  B u t l e r  C r e ek s ,  

wc s tw e s t  of t h e  l owe r Ra t t l e snake . The re wou l d  b e  l i t t l e t o  p r o t e c t  i f  

t h e s e  a re a s  a r e  ma r re d  b y  a m a s s ive powe r l i n e .  

2 )  The a re a s  men t i on e d  above a r e  c r u c i a l  w i n t e r  range f o r  a numbe r  o f  

e l k  he r d s .  T h e  B P A  l i ne m a y  r e q u i r e  r o a d  c o n s t r u c t ion a n d  i n c r e a s e  t he 

vu l n e ra b i l i t y  of t h e  a rea as wi l d l i f e  h a b i t a t  t h rough i n t r u s ion a n d  d i s 

t urbancc . 

) The route wou l d  c r o s s  a h e av i l y  popu l a t e d  a r e a  w h i c h  m i g h t  l e a d  t o  

d e t r imen t a l  l o n g  t e rm hea l t h  e f f e c t s ,  a prob l em t h a t  h a s  y e t  t o  be s e t t l e d  

d e f i n i t e ly and s a t i s f a c t o r i l y .  
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S i nce r e l y ,  

c c :  S e n a t o r  Max Baucus 

Senator John Me l c h e r  

Representative Pat Wi 11 i a m s  

Governor T e d  Schwinden 

u . s. Fore s t  Service 

City o f  M i s sou l a  

County o f  M i s s o u l a  

T h e  M i s s o u l  ian 

The Board o f  D i r e c l o r s  of 

F r i en d s  of t he R a t t l e snake : 

C� C� 
C a s s  Chinske , P r e s i dent 

A l b e r t  BorgmClnn 

Phi l ip C r i s sman 

J e flrey Dumas 

Dav i d  G u t h  

Bi 1 1  Ke r l ing 

Les Penge l l y  

F o r r e s t  Poe 
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Mervin O. Eriksson 
2401 South Hills Drive 
Missoula, MT 59803 

Mr . George Eskridge 
Projects Information Officer 
Bonneville Power Administration 

Dear Sir : 

I strongly oppose any powerline route in the Ninemile Valley. I think the 
the route which you have proposed along the Clark Fork Vnl ley is vastly 
preferrable from both environmental and socio-economic standpoints . The 
Ninemile Valley has substantial residential development particularly along 
the west side of the valley, whereas the Clark Fork Valley is already 
basically a transportation corridor. 

The Ninemile Valley 1s still relatively unspoiled and it will probably 
remain that way since the Northern Tier Pipeline appears to be dying . 
The Clark Fork Valley already has a number of existing corridors(Interstate, 
railroad, etc . ) .  A powerline route in that area would have significantly 
less impact than a route up the delicate Ninemile Valley. The Clark Fork 
Valley route would be much further from private land and therefore 
have little or no impact on private property values . I think this has 
to be a strong consideration and from what I have seen and heard the 
Montana Congressional Delegation strongly supports this opinion. 

Sin�e ly, L l ' :>  ,/, ,� (/ �- � 
ervin O. Eriksson 

PAT WILLIAMS 

W� D''''''I!;T 
� -" AT �  

(i) 
W .... H'NOTON Of"P'lCILI 

tll:r�_ "" LDI_ 
W.o.a.c--.., D.C. ao.lI 
T�(tcJl ua-..u:11 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

WASHINGTON. D,C. 20515 

1'Ol..1,...pJtIIHUIIII.:Jt 
'�In 

Mr .  Peter T. Johnson 
Admi n i s trator 

December 2 1 ,  1 9 8 1  

Bonnev i l l e  Power Admi n i s t r ation 
P . O .  Box 3 6 2 1  
Portland , Oregon 9 7 2 0 8  

Dear Mr .  Johnson : 

£t)LPCII,TIO� "''''D LAao" 
1J..I:"'�,UJt.T. all;eot.lD_V -'ND VO(;#'TlON.u,. muc#,TJOM 

UI.� S"T-'HD� 
HU"'_ "�"Cd 

'><Tno"", 
PvkJe LANDO .... "' ... TlOH ....... P',UJt.Q 

"""'OT AND DfVJ� 

As the Bonnev i l l e  Power Admi nistration continues the process 
o f  determining a proposed route for the Colstrip transmi s s i on l ines 
through Western Montana , I again encourage you to please con s ider 
care f u l ly the suggestions made by all persons directly a f fected 
by the proposed lines . 

As you know , the Colst rip transmission pro j ect was authorized 
by the Congress before I was elected to the U . S .  House o f  Repre
sentat i ves and before you became the Admi n i s trator o f  BPA. Not
withs tanding that fact ; I bel ieve we both have a duty to ensure 
th a t  these l i ne s  are routed in a s  reasonab l e  and environmenta l ly 
sound a manner as possible . 

I appreciate your continued e f forts and a s s i s tance in th i s  
matter. 

Best regard s .  

Sincerely , 

�. '- -_ �' r: .. 
�J-J.. ,ii:: �;_£.J',1":"::' 

Pat Wi l l iams 

cc : George E. Eskridge 
Pro j ects In formation Officer 
BPA Transmi s s ion Coord ination Office 

THII5 aT. "': R Y  � " I NT£D ON ��ER .... ADE WITH R£CYCLEO I""IB£". 
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To Whom I t  May Concern , 

We would like to have you very much consider our 
ob j e c t i ons � having the B . P . A .  l i ne so close to our 
property. Actua l ly , we ' d  prefer not to have it in Montana 
at a l l  but rea l.i te that due to so called progress they ' re 
going to force us to acctpt this ugly added s c enery: • •  

Our range for our cattle w i l l  be effected by the 
lines and towers and roads . We ' ll have to ride under 
them and around them six months out of the year. Def
initely the l ine wi l l  be a detriment to the value of 
the property and the scenic va lue of the entire area . 
The noi se , interference , and e lectric fall out from 
these lines w i l l  be much too close for comfort : 

We do not want thi s  B . P . A .  l i ne here at all but 
would be more wil ling to cooperate if it was moved further 
South in a area that would n ' t  cross s o  many privately 
owned pastures and agricul tural area s : . 

By . 

please give thi s  some seriou s  attent i on :  

Corolyn G .  Dennis 
Sam W. Dennis 
Bill Dennis 

� 'hr � 
OCu..mt'NY'd' f'l1 T �- r f3 .. " 
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MISSOULA CITY· COUNTY 
HEALTH DEPARTMENT 

30 1 West Alder . MIssoula. Montana 59802 . Ph. (406) 72 1 ·5700 
January 14,  1982 

Mr . George E .  Eskridge 
Projects Information Officer 
Department of Energy 
BPA Transmission Coordination 
P .  O. Box 4327 
}tlssou1a, MT 59806 

Dear Hr. Eskridge: 

The purpose of this letter is to discuss some concerns that the 
Missoula City-County Air Pollution Control Board has with the proposed 
500 kV transmission lines . Our concerns revolve around two issues 
concerning air quality: (1) the production of ozone. around power lines , 
and (2) the production of abnormally high levels of positive ions 
should the lines be converted to direct current (DC) transmission. 
Because these factors have the potential for adverse air quality impacts , 
particularly where the lines will cross private lands and create poten
tial human exposure, we would like to make the following requests . 

Because ozone violations near high voltage lines have been docu
mented (although not substantiated) ,  we request that a box model b e  
created to indicate potential maximum ozone concentrations , using 
available emission factors for ozone from power lines, and worst case 
meteorological data from Missoula . Sufficient meteorological informa
tion was collected during the Montana Air Pollution Study to conduct 
such a model. This information includes wind speed , direction, and 
mixing heights , and is available from the Montana Air Quality Bureau 
for the years 1978-1980. 

Perhaps of even greater concern to us is  the fact that the power 
lines are being designed for possible conversion to DC transmission . 
Substantial documentation is available which indicates a substantial 
potential for adverse health and/or b ehavioral impact where mammals 
are exposed to elevated levels of positively ionized air . As a resul t ,  
w e  request that BPA show documentation t�at the proposed right-of-way 
and minimum height of the line are adequate to substantially ameliorate 
elevated ion levels ,  given local meteorology , where the lines cross 
private lands . This would be of particular import�nce in areas where 
a potential exists for medium to high density res dential development 
( e . g . , the Ratt lesnake or Miller Creek) . 

MAl(lNG A DIFFERENCE 
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Hr. George E; Eskridge .1/14/82 

Further, we ask that BPA would officially assure the Board and 
County Attorney that an entire environmental impact statement ·be 
conducted if BPA were to convert the lines to DC transmission. 

I f  you have any questions, please don 1 t  hesitate to contact 
either me or the Department. 

Sincerely, @�;Jtfj' t. --I.l1.;;:"��/C.. 
Phi11ip ' C .  Tour� � 
Chairma Missoula City-County 

Board of Health 

K D xv i l l e  S t a r hou t e  
� h i I 1 rJb�rf , k t .  b9BbB 
,Tknuu ry Ib, } V S2 

N. r. G e o rF e  Esk ridge 
Bonnev i l l e  P ow e r  �elr i n i s t rB t i on 
fTnnsmi s s i on C o o rd i n a  t i on 
Y .  O. Box 4327 
� i s s ou l a ,  M t .  b9B06 
De� r S i r ;  

W e  have b e e n  re s i d e n t s  of l n x v l J l e ,  � n n tunu 1'o r eve r 
thi rty f i v e  y e H rs o nd own s e v e ra l  p i e c e s  of p r op e r t y  in the 
town s i  t e .  

N e e d l  e s s  t o  s a y , '"hen " e  h e D  rd thh t B1' A had chosen the i r  
south e rn rou t e  fe r n·e t w i n  500 k v  p ow e rl i ne '!:h i ch ", o u l d  c r o s s  
' l i nt C reek Ju s t s o u t h  of Maxv i l l e_, we w e re v e ry d i s t re s s e d .  

A S  ',or e  und e r s t a nd the 8 1  t U B- t i c n  the B .P A  c h o s e  t h i s  s Q u thp-rn 
route i n  p re f , n" n c e  to the i r  p r e s e n t  BrA rirh t - c f -'CC D Y  n e a r  
D rurrrr·cnd beca u s e  t h e  D rllI:J"rono rOu t e  V.'b S t e e  c l e s e  � .... o p o p u l El ted 
[J rP, B S  q nd c r o s sp-d n p ricl ] tl ra j J A nd . 

�ve :10 r"ot unri e r s t l: H lC1  why the !:3i'A f e e l s  thi s s c u t h e rn rou t e  
w o u l d  b e  more b e ne f i c i a l . i n c e  i t  w o u l d  p a c s  a l mo s t  �i re c t l y  
o v e r  t h e  pOpll l a t e d  B re a  o f  �/ 8 xv i ] ] e  ,". no i t  .. H'u J d  c ro s s  rr,o re 
than t p- n  mi l e s  of p ri"u t e l y  O'.·:ned "f' r i c u l t1. ra l 1 ;, n d . 

A t  th.e p T e � e n t  t i �re t h e  l'('v'n f:i t e  ('f 1J.Hxv i J l e  i s  Q p rime 
s p o t  f o r  e i thA r re t i rerrent homos o r  re c l e u t i cn� l h om e s  as i t  
i s  s ll t ' l s t ed b e t w e e n  F'l i n t  C re ek " nel B c u l i c r  C r e e k ,  c l o s e  t o  
n"'Bny rnG1)� t H i n  J u k e s  (; no i n  a v e ry �r ccd h 1)n t. i ne b re n . Hoy!(; v e r  
th i s  w i l l n e t  b e  tee s i tua t i on i f  t he BI-A choo s e s  th i s  s o u the rn 
rOl] t e  f.Jnd c r·o S :.3t�S the lv: v xv l 1 1 e  u re a .  I) 1 1' t! I s  Sh(1 u J d  h O ;'lJen 
it 'Il ot: J d  F' reB t l y  d e v a l u e  th e pro�) e rty t e cfJ1J s e  c:.i' t 'le e c c l of i c B l  

("IBmoge ond o t h e r  ff1 c tc rs 'I"' hi ch ha v e  n o t  b e e n  d e t c rrr i r. e d  y e t .  f) �w'e d o  n o t  know y e t  whe the r 1:.tl i s  p O\·v e rl i n e  w ou l d  rldn rrv fJ nd 
rad i o  re c e " t i on . �) We lmde r s t D nd t ct" t  i L is " v i  te n o i sy e nd we 
do not know how it w ou l d  o ff e c t  &n inc1 i v i d l:u l '  s h e a l th .  Y).h. l s o  
the r'e H re s e v e ra l  w i n e s  o n  t he w e s t  s i d e  o f  Fl i :: t  C re ek ,  cne 
of them is 0\ rs , ever w h i ch the p ropo s ed p ow e rl i n e  wc u l d  run • 
.. �e a re w O :1 J e ri ng wha t a f f e c t  t � i s  pow e r l i ne vl c u l tl huve on u s ing 
e X'p l o s i v e s  a t  the m i n e . 'N e  VV01J l d  f! r e ::-J. t l y  a p p rc c i n t e  a n sw e rs 
to the s e  � u e s t i o n s .  

',Ve f e e l  thA t i f  t h e  BPA w(',; l d  Tr o v e  t h e  powe r l i ne fu r t h e r  
s o u th , p o s s i b l y  m I d w D Y  b e t '.': e en �. a xv i l l e  rmel 1' h i l i p sbL rg ,  rr.o s t  
o f  the a b o v 6  o b j e c t i on s  w ou l d  be ov e rc crr e . 

S i n c e re ) y ,  
� - .. I 1� • j .. .-, "� . .! : • .  r:,h, ,. ' I, /J;I / -../ . -1(. 1.- (.. r 

v 
J " " c s  E. 1:, A e h l  
U ni c e  C .  IV. n c �11 

c/;Jt!.lf,J 
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George Eskridge 
Bonneville Power Administration 
Transmission Cooro lnatlon 
P.O. Box4327 
Missoula, Montana 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge, 

Grani te County Alliance 
Eve lena Anderson 
Star Route 
Hall, Montana 59837 
January 18, 1982 

I am writing on behalf of the Granite County Alliance , a group of 
Granite County citizens. recently fomed in responsp. to the BFA' s plans to 
route the twin sAO KV line through our area. Host of us have only recently 
(within the last month or so) become aware of the possibility that this 
line would come through here . We wish to make is c lear t�t while we dis
approve of the presence of this line anywher� in Granite County, we feel 
tlJat there 1s a better route several miles :'>outh of l1axville. Our ba s i c  
reasoninp'; behind this belief i s  spel led o·ut in the enclosed �solution unan
imously adopted by the Cranite County Alliance . 

'fie feel t�t we have a unique situation herp. in Granite County in that we 
have an area that this power line could cross which would be nearly 100% 
on public ground . Therefore . from a political point of vieu. we believe 
that the BPA would be well advised to locate the line in this are" ",oe " e  the 
political opposition would be c lose to nil. It represents a chance for the 
BFA to point to an area where it was able to respond to c itizens' concerns 
and locate the line in an essentially uncontroversial area. 

We are interestp.d in meeting with you and with your engineers and coor
d inators in the near future so that we can present our id eas in person and 
.d iscuss the possibilities with you. At that time we hope to �ave members 
of our conp re.<:;sional d e legation present also. We will be in touch with 
you to arrange a date when we can get together. In the meantime . we urge 
you and your engineers to ��ive serious consideration to our proposal. 

Sincerely you"'s, 

';��t !1-<0./<;/; ��L'<Jr<�L. 
Evelena Anderson 
Secretary 

� 

We'the undersigned residents of Granite County hereby request the Bonneville 

Power Administration to relocate the proposed southern route of the twin 500 KV powerline 

so as to cross Flint Creek several miles south of Maxville . 

Principal Objections to the powerl1ne be ing located on the present 11'. 
right-of-way near Drummond are that the route is too close to populated area. , 

that the route crosses too much agricultural land, and the route orosses privat.· 

rat.her than public land . The southern route alternative was drafted in response-

to these objections. however the southern route as currently located by the BfA 

has all the sa;ne problems as the Drummond route . 

( 1 )  It does not avoid popu lated areas ;  instead it passes almost d irectly over the 

populated area of Maxv i l le .  

( 2) I t  does not avoid private agricultural and timber land between Gold Creek 

and Harvy Cabin. 

()) It is not primarily on public land ; almost one-half of the line betw""" 

Gold Creek substation and HarvyCabin is private property . 

._Re �?�ti�g t��. proposeg _ _ �_?uth��n route ap.pEoxi��ely_ �i�_way bet�
.
�en 

Maxville and philipsburg would almost entIrely e l i minate objections one two and 

three l isted above , 

( 1) It would avoid essentially all residences .  

( 2) '  I t  would avoid almost a l l  private agricultural land •. 

( )) It would be almost entirely on publ ic land . 

Although our proposed route would re sl ightly longer and somewhat more 

costly to build , we the people who must live with this line for the remainder 

of our lives strongly be l ieve that this wouln. re a much smaller L!!.!! price to 

pay. Our proposed more southern routing would offer a mal alternative to the 

Drummond route . 



This Resolution was unan 1 mouGly adopted by the members of the Granite County 

All iance at the January 14th meetingJ 

They are as follows. -

lIalte Address � 
Ade 1 Furby ( Chairman) Maxville 859-))80 
Lee Tavenner ( Asst. Chairman ) l'laIv ille 859-JJ80 
Evelena Anderson (Secretary) Hall 288-JJI4 
Gord on Foster ( asst. Secretary) �"'xville 288-JJ70 
Dave Hauptman �'freasurer) Hall 288-J469 
C.orolyn Denn is asst. Treasurer Maxv ille 288-JJOO 
Sam Dennis Maxv ille 288-JJOO 
lUll uellnis �laxv ille 288-JJOO 
Barbara Conn Hall 288-JJ27 
Leonard J. Connors Sr. Prinpet"n 
Leonard J .c.onnors Jr. Princet.on 
Pat Perry Drummond 288-J4jli1 
Arthur 11.01 beck Hall 
Evan Koll:eck Hall 288-J408 
Mike Cenn Hall 288-JJ94 
Laura Ledl:etter Maxville 288-JJ70 
Rita Conn Hall 288-JJ94 
Mary Rodgers Maxville 859-JJ68 

� Charles If. Dringle Maxv ille 859-JJ68 
Frank Waldbillig Philipsburg 859-J282 I Carl L. Cassidy Maxville 859-JJ49 W ....... Helen Cassidy Maxville 859-)349 
Jerry E. Cassidy Maxville 859-JJ49 
Ray Luc ier Maxv ille 288-3442 
Wilford J. Johnson Hall 288-J,15 
Rol:ert Spitzer l'IaIv ille 8'9-J881 

1'!James E.  Mae hI M"xv ille 859-JJ25 
Grace Maehl �"'xv ille 859-JJ25 
Ke lly Spitzer l'iaxv ille 859-J881 
Dale Martin Maxville 
Randy �"'rt1n riaxville 
J.C. ltercer haxville 
Janie Sullivan Urummond 288-)818 
Bill Wight Hall 288-3447 
Fred Weaver Cl inton 825-7J66 
All:ert Boomer Hall 288-JJ09 
Evelyn Boomer Hall 288-JJ09 
Kieth Grayl:eal Hall 288-J407 
B<tll Ohrmann Drummond 288-JJI9 
Jhon Ohrmann DrUf,lmond 288-JJ19 
Helen Konda Maxv ille 859-JJ84 
Judy IfOf\an Hall 288-J)JJ 
Tom HOG!an Gold CZ'lt8k ?88-JJJJ Dan Ha"ptamn Hall aiIB-J469 
�larilyn Dagell Phili psburg 859-)984 
Marvin Dagel' ��H.fpsburg ��a:H.� Le land Skaw -
Herb skinner Hall 288- J74 
Bev Skinner Hall 288-J872 

Mr. George Eskri dge 
BPA 
P . O . Box 4327 
Missou l a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge: 

Thank you for your l etter of December 23, 1 981 .  Again  I appreci ate 
your effort to answer my concerns , and I must qui  te di sagree wi th the 
concl usi ons your office arri ved ·at . 

Fi rst I must note that your recent l etter i s  i nconsi stent wi th that of 
October 9, 1 981 . The serious concerns you expressed i n  your earl i e r  
letter about the obstacle that a powerl i ne constitutes for aeri al 
fire suppress i on are rejected i n  your recent l etter without any evi dence 
bei ng gi  ven that;, your earl i er and persuas i ve poi nts were mi staken or 
unfounded. 

As regards your poi nt that powerl i nes of the s i ze in question have never 
i gn i ted a f ire and are extremely unl i kely to do so, I am wi l l ing  to 
accept i t ,  and in fact I have never rai sed it mysel f .  

But on the mai n i ssue , my view o f  the matter rema ins  the same . If the 
EIS  of the BPA were to favor the route through the Rattlesnake NRA and 
would pay no more attention to the dimi ni shment of f ire protection for 
nearby residences due to the construction of the powerl ine , the BPA wou l d  
be acti n g  i n  wi l l fu 1 i gnorance o f  s i g n i  fi cant prima faci e dangers to 
property and human Nlies .  I n  that case I would be  forced to  take the 
BPA to court in order �o obtai n from the BPA an i nvesti gation of these 
prima facie dangers and hazards , an i nvestigati on which woul d  be suffi 
ciently professi onal , detai l ed ,  and thorough to settle thi s i ssue 
conc 1 us i ve ly one way or the other. 

Thank you again  for your attention . 

cc : Max Baucus , U. S, Senator 
Pat Wi l l i ams , U . S .  Representative 

Si ncerely ,  

't ( h rl & " ff It , I', I ' "  
Al bert Borgmann 

Charles B. Tri be ,  Program Offi cer, U . S . F . S .  
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C1aytcn R. IIsrron 
Michael Meloy 
Richard ,. UoweUyn 

lerron, Meloy , Llewel1yn 
ATJ'OIINEYS AT LAW 

SECURITIES BUIWING 
P. O. BOX 783 

HBLBNA. MONTANA 59624 
January 2 5 ,  1 9 8 2  

Bonnev i l l e  Power Adminis tration 
Right-of-Way Div i s ion 
Department of Interior Bldg . 
Lloyds Square 
Portland , OR 9 7 2 3 2  

Gentleme n :  

AREA CODE 406 
PHONE 

442-9430 442�2442 

I am co-owner of most of the town s i te of the un i ncorporated 
v i l lage of Max v i l l e , Montana , and of real property immed iately 
ad j acent there to . 

Rumo r ,  somewhat supported by i nd icat ions of your representa
t ives , has i t  tha t ·you have plans to erec t a many k v 
transmiss ion l i ne cour s i ng through or near this property . 
I bel i eve i t  i s  your Mr . Stoker who has called me a 
couple of t imes prom i s ing to come and d i scuss this matter 
with me , but to date he i s  a d e f i nite " no-show . "  

I am a l so i nformed that many o f  the other owners o f  property 
in , and near , Maxv i l le , have been protes t i ng the routing of 
this l i ne through the Maxvil l e  area and that there has been 
suggested a more southerly route which would avoid interfer
e n ce wi th, and depreciat ion o f ,  prope rty o f  residen t ,  private 
owne rs . 

I respect ful ly suggest that you g i ve serious attention to the 
suggestions of this group . It may be that the more southe rly 
route through this area woul d  i ncur to an ex tent , a l ong er 
route and consequently h igher construction costs . Bu t ,  I ' m 
wondering whe ther due cons ideration has been given to a rea l 
i s t i c  appraisal of t h e  r igh t-of-way acquisit ion costs t o  b e  
i ncurred by und uly i n terfer ing with t h e  l i ves and prope rty 
rights of so many c i t i zens if the Maxv i l l e  route were to be 
adopted . 

In this connect ion , i t  is to be noted that the Maxvi l l e  
Towns i te i s  a plat ted sub-d ivis ion , the l arger portion o f  
which i s  owned by Mrs . Fred Me tcal f o f  Drummond , Montana , 

Page 2 
Bonnevil le Power Admi n  
January 2 5 ,  1 9 8 2  

and myse l f .  These past several months Mrs . Metca l f  and 
I have been negot iating for sale of this prope rty for home-
site development , and the pr ices d i scus sed , I can as sure 
you , have been s ubstan t i a l l y  h ighe r than those wh ich would 
relate to rural , agricul tural land . Whether j ust compe nsat ion 
for such , and s im i lar land s ,  is based upon a " tak i ng ft  by way 
of actual ground occupation or by way of depreciat ion of the 
entire towns ite , I ' m con f ident that the suggested more southerly 
route would be considerab ly l e s s  expensive a s  far a s  right-of
way costs would be concerned . 

But , a s ide from f i nancial consideration s ,  I ' m sure that the 
prote sts which have material i zed have shown you that even where 
the power of emi nent doma i n  is ex tant , it should be exercised 
f a i r l y  so as not to interfere , unduly,  with c i t i zens and the 
free e n joyment of the ir property . The impact upon such c i t i zens 
should not , by unfe e l i ng bureaucra t i c  myopia , be cast as ide as 
a considerat ion . 

I f  I have been m i s i nformed about your i n tent ions , or the pos sible 
consequences there o f ,  I request that your repre sentat ive make 
an early e f fort to get tog ether with me and re-educate me . 
In the meant ime , pu t me down as vehemently protes t i nq the rout
i ng of your l i ne through or near the Max vil l e  a rea . 

-

I presume to add that in the years of 1 9 4 9  to 1 9 5 2 ,  inclus ive , 
I was on the lega l staff of the Bonnev i l l e  Power Adm inistrat ion 
and hand l ed many r ight-of-way matters in the course of such 
employme n t .  A s  t o  several c a s e s ,  I assi sted in the prosecution 
of eminent domain l i t igation . S i nce that t i me , I have repre
sented the Hontana Highway Department hand l ing more than a 
couple dozen of the ir cases in r ight-of-way l i t igat ion . Al so ,  
I have represe nted Mountain Bel l Te lephone Co . i n  such l i t iga
t ion and have been succe ssful in repre senting landowners in 
condemna t ion proceed ings for determination of just compensat ion . 

You probab l Y  can a ssume that adoption of the Maxv i l l e  route is 
going to wind up in cour t ,  sooner or later , unless we can have 
better reassurances and attention than we ' ve been able to 
generate on your part so far . 
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Nge 3 
Bonne v i l le Powe r Admi n i s tration 
January 2 5 ,  1 9 8 2  

I cannot speak for other landowners i nvolved , but  my i nforma t ion 
conv i nces me that most of them share my fee l i ng s .  

/jo 

cc : 11rs . Adele Furby 
Star Route 
Hal l ,  MT 598 3 7  

lion . Max Baucus 
1 1 0 7  Di rksen Senate Ofc . Bldg . 
Wash ington , D . C .  2 0 5 1 0  

Hon . Pat  Wi l l i ams 
U . S .  Congress 
1 5 1 2  Longworth Bui ld i ng 
Was h i ng ton , D . C .  2 0 5 1 5  

lion . John Mel cher 
U . S .  Senate 
253 Russe l l  Bui l d i ng 

Wash i ngton , D . C .  2 5 0 1 0  

Bonnev i l le Powe r Admi n istration 
2324 11cDonald 
M i ssoula , MT 5 98 0 1  

fk 
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Hr. Clayton R. Herron 
At tomey at Law 
Securities Building 
P.O. Box 783 
Helena. Montana 59624 

Dear Mr. Herron: 

February 5. 1982 

Thank you for your letter concerning the Garrison-Spokane 500-kV Transmission 
Project. A copy of your letter has been Bent to our environmental staff in 
Portland. 

I understand that you have recently met with At Stocker and Lou Driessen of 
our agency and discussed the route alternative through the Maxvl11e area. 
We appreciate the eourtesy extended by you during this meeting. 

Because Df the concerns expressed by the Ma.xvl11e area residents, we are 
evaluating other routing alternatives through this area, primarily south of 
Maxvl11e. This evaluation will require several weeks to cOt:rplete ; however, 
we will attempt to keep you and the Haxville area residents advised of our 
progreas. 

We anticipate publishing a draft environmental impact statement on the 
project in late March or early April of this year. Follawin� the release 
of the draft, we will hold a series of public meetings to obtain comments 
from the public concerning the statement . Written comments may also be 
aubmitted at this time. 'ntis, of course, would be an ideal time to submit 
formal comment. concerning routing alternatives through the Haxville area. 

We will prepare a final environmental impact statement based on comments 
received on the draft. The final statement is anticipated to be publisbed 
aometime thia 8UDUDer. Pollowing another comment period, 8 decision will 
be made as to which route viII be used for the transmis*ion line. 

We have added your name to our project mailing liat in order that you con
tinue receiving updated information concerning the progress of the proj ect .  
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If you have additional que. tiona or concerns , please do not hesitate to 
contact our office. lie do have a toll free telephone number (1-800-332-2421)  
for use by Montana residents who wish to call our office. 

ce : 
Senator Ma:l. Rauctd 
Senator John !Ielcher 
Congressman Pat Wil11&ms 

Sincerely, 

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY 
GEORGE E, ESKRIDGE 

Ceorl<e E. Eskridge 
Projects Information Officer 

S TA TE OF IDAHO 
Jr,w. " ( . P :  

.. I>I."SF''';;l� 1 I�)r. II'.:'R� 
( Lj.. ,- C 1'0QRr 
L l (,"� , o :' F' ''{;r; 
RDT I 51 F.O�CHEI'" ""'''! � 

_Jy/ � / .I . / ,' " ",t.<., 

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMEN T 
:;:L"'R\\�, �. "'l.�' Nlrj:. D I V I S I O N  O f  A E R O N A U T I C S  A N D  P U B L I C  l RA N S P O R l A T i O N  

3483 Ale<E08!ttE. SI ,  80lSE,IOIH0 83705 
PHONE 110E'334'3183 

January 2 7 ,  1 9 8 2  

Peter Johnson , Admini strator 
Bonneville Power Admini stration 
P . o .  Box 3 6 2 1  
Portland , OR 9 7 2 0 8  

Dear M r .  Johnson: 

The Idaho D i v i s ion of Aeronautics and Public Transportation 
have in the past experienced considerable d i f f iculty in obta ining 
Bonnev i l l e  Power ' s  comp l i ance with Idaho ' s  a i rmarking regulat ions . 
Enc lo sed is a copy of an interdepartrnent correspondence out l ining 
the problems that have occurred over the last three year s .  A l so 
enclo sed is a copy of the November 1 9 , 1 9 8 0  letter to the BPA Spokane 
Area Manager concern ing the proposed BPA Garrison-Spokane Line . We 
have never received a reply to this particular letter .  

The Idaho Code , Title 2 1 , Sections 5 1 3  through 5 2 0  (copy en
c losed) is the only acceptable legal authority for the determination 
of obstructions to a i r f l ight in the State of Idaho . Idaho Aeronaut ical 
Regulation No . 5 (copy enc losed) covers the particular condit ions that 
require not i f ication , and subsequent methods of marking and ligh t ing , 
should an obstruction be determined a hazard to a i r f l i ght . 

Federal Aviation Administration obstruction standards are contain
ed in Federal Air Regu lat ion P a rt 7 7 .  Their subsequent marking and 
lighting methods are contained in FAA Advisory Circular AC 7 0 / 7 4 6 0 - lF ,  
"Obstruction Marking and Lighting " . 

Similar language is used in both the State and Federal Rules and 
Regulations , however there are some outstanding d i fferenc e s .  Idaho 
regulations require not i f ication for any proposed structure that wi l l  
exceed 1 5 0 '  above ground leve l .  T h e  Federal notification criteria i s  
2 0 0 '  above ground leve l .  

more . .  

S,ffE TRANSPORTATION MEANS PROGRESS 
EOUAL OPPORTUNITY [MPLOYER 
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STATE OF IDAHO - TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 

P e ter Johnson , Administrator 
Bonnev i l l e  Power Admini stration 
January 2 7 ,  1 9 8 2  
Page Two 

Idaho Regul ation No. 5 requires that power line crossings , when 
determin ed to be a HAZARD , SHALL be marked with 5 4 "  minimum diameter , 
mu lti colored spheres place�2 0 0 '  interva l s .  �deral requirements 
from AC 7 0 / 7 4 6 0 - lF d ictate the use-Df a minimum � diameter orange 
sphere placed at 6 0 0 '  intervals when the crossing is located more than 
1 5 , 0 0 0 '  f rom an a i rport , or 15 0 '  interv a l s  when located less than 
1 5 , 0 0 0 '  from an a i rport . 

----

As noted above , the Idaho notif icat ion and marking requirements 
are more restrictiv e  than the Federal requi rements . 

The BPA h a s  indi cated that to avoid marking regulation conf lict s ,  
they must comp ly with the Federal Regulations . This i s  not a valid 
point considering th a t  the Idaho Standards exceed the minimum Federal 
Requirement . In 1 9 7 8 , Idaho Power Company obtained a marking deviation 
f rom the FAA wh ich a l lows the use of the I daho Standards in place of 
the Federal Requi rements . This deviation has been applied to all 
Federal marking di rectives in Idaho since then . (copy o f  deviation 
enclosed) • 

All l ines existing in Idaho have received an obstruction evalua
tion and those const i tuting a hazard marked i n  accordance with I daho 
Regulation No . 5 .  We sincerely believe that s hould BPA fail to mark 
their hazardous span , the exposure to di sasterous accidents wi l l  be 
extremely h igh . All Idaho aviators expect hazardous spans to be 
marked , hence spec i f ically look for the Idaho marking s .  

Without question the Federal markings are tot a l ly inadequate . 
By the time an avi ator can see the 20" spheres and react,., it is too 
late to miss the conductors. We do not feel the question BPA should 
consider i s  the " comp l iance with regulations" rather , it should be 
safety and exposure to litigation . 

There are no prOV1S10nS in the Idaho Code for exempting govern
ment agencies from marking requirement s .  The two major private power 
companies that operate in the State have a lways complied with Idaho 
marking regulations .  I n  addition ; other government agenc ies , includ
ing the BLM , Forest S e rvice , Army Corps , etc . , have been extremely 
cooperative in complying with Idaho ' s marking regulations . 

more • • •  

STA TE  OF IDAHO - TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 
Peter Johnson , Adm ini strator 
Bonnev i l l e  Power Administration 
January 2 7 ,  1 9 8 2  
Page Three 

I f  you are interested in obta ining the FAA ' s  viewpoint on Idaho ' s  
Regulations , we suggest you contact : 

Ted Mel land , Airspace Specialist , ANW- 5 3 3  
FAA Bui lding , Boeing Field 
Seattle , Washington 9 8 1 0 8  

T e l ephone N o .  2 0 6 - 7 6 7 - 2 6 10 

Present ly , we are very concerned with the proposed BPA Garrison
Spokane Line wh ich w i l l  cross northern Idaho . Without a doubt , some 
portions of the proposed line wi l l  exceed the height requi rements for 
notification as set forth in . ldaho Regulation N o . 5 .  Some portions 
of the line may require marking a f ter an aeronautical study has been 
compl eted . 

The State of I d aho intends to enforce the applicable provisions 
o f  the Idaho Code and Regulation No . 5 for the Garri son-Spokane Line . 

We hope that we may have the BPA ' s  cooperation in this matte r .  

LAH/vp 

Sincerely , 

WORTHIE M. RAUSCHER 
Administrator • 

� , , \� 
LARRY A. HIPPLER 
Airport Deve lopment 

cc : BPA , Area Manager - Spokane w /attach 
Supervisor , BPA Tran s .  Coord . O f f ice - Missoula w/attach 
L . H . , W . P . , J . H .  
Director - lTD 
Legal Couns e l  - lTD 
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:;TAT E OF  I DA IlO J n !  r� - Deparl men! 
TRANSPORTAT I ON  DEPAIHM ENT Corre!pondence 

Div is ion of H i�hway8 Oiv is ion  of AeronautiC8 & Public Trancportation 

TO :  ADM I N I STRATOR 

FROM: AI RPORT DEVE LOPMENT 

SUBJE CT: Hl'.RKING BPA TRANSll I S S ION 
LINES IN I DAHO 

DATE : June 8 ,  1 9� 1 

�� lf' . \�� 
BY: LARRY A. HIPPLER 

PROJECT No:  
KEY No : 

The f o l l ow i n g  i s  a li st of eve n t s  conc e r n i n g  our e f f or t s  to 
have a BPA l in"e m a r k e d  near Bonn :- " " - F e r r y . Al so incl uded is cor
re spondence r e l a t i n g  to the proposed G a r r i son - Spok a n e  5 0 0 - k v  Line 
a c ro s s  Northern I d aho . ( Former ly Hot Spr i n g s  - B e l l  Substa t i on ) . 

Jan� l..1!.1� 

Our p r e v i o u s  S a f ety I n f ormation O f f i c er ( J ,  Conder) reguested 
i n f o rmati on on an e x i st ing BPA cro s s i n g  of the Koote n a i  R iver near 
Bon n e r s  F e r ry _ 

February 2 0 , 1 9 7 9  

N e  rece ived a memo from J .  A .  S t orm of the BPA ,  ind i c a t ing the;' 
would send us a copy of FAA Form 74 6 0 - 1 · and a r e l a ted s t r i p  map . 
S h o r t l y  therea f te r , we rece ived an A-7 4 6 0 - 1  ( f i l ed by BPA on 2 - 8 - 7 9 )  
f o r  the c r o s s i n g  i n  g u e s t  i o n  ( BPA i d en t i f icat ion UT 6 6  t o  UT 6 7 ) . 

�� 9 7 9  

FP� , �� R e g i o n  regues ted ma r k i ng of t h e  sun j ec t  c r o s s in g .  

July 7 ,  1 9 7 9  

The BPA s u bm i t t e d  M a r k ing P l a n s  per FAA AC 7 0 / 7 4 6 0 - 1 F  t o  the 
FAA . 

Augu s t  2 8 L 1 9 7 9  

Jim Heth e r i ngton f l ew the sub j e c t  c r o s s in g  and recommended 
m a r k i ng per State requi rement s .  

more . . . .  

r.D:U1HSTHATOR 
Jun" 8 ,  1 9 8 1  
P a g e  Two 

AU5,'u,:t 3 0 ,  1 9 7 9  

Ive sent a r eques t t o  BPA ( J . A .  S torm) t o  mark UT 6 6  t o  UT 6 7  
per I d aho Code and R e gu l a t i on N o . 5 .  

September 1 2 ,  1 9 7 9  

W e  rec e i ve d  a l e t t e r  f rom BPA ( C .  F .  Cl ark , C h i e f , Branch of 
T r a n smi s s i on E n g i n ee r i n g )  i n d i c a t i n g  tha t the BPA wou l d  only comp l y  
w i t h  Fede r a l  M a r k i n g  R"g u i reme n t s  conta ined i n  FAA AC 7 0 / 7 4 6 0 - l F .  

September 2 0 , 1 9 7 9  

Intra -Depa rtmental corre spondence f rom A&PT Adm i n i s t r a t o r  to 
I T O  Lega l ,  requ e s t  a s s i sta nce i n  obta i n i n g  mark i ng comp l i ance of BPA .  

October 1 ,  1 9 7 9  

Letter from lTD Lega l ( T r a be r t )  t o  BPA Adm i n i s t r a t o r  (Mun r o)  r e
quest i n g  mark i n g  act ion per our reguest o f  8 - 3 0 - 8 1 . 

Octobe.E.... .. �L_127-2 

\ole received a l e tter f r om BPA (Omar Ha lvorson , A s s i s ta n t  Gene r a l" 
Counsel ) ,  r e f u s i n g  to comply " i th the Sta te of I daho m a r k i n g  regu l a 
t i on s .  He r e f erel)Ced seve r a l  court c a s e s  a s  j u s t i f i c a t ion f o r  non
comp l i a nce . 

November 1 2 ,  1 9 8 0  

W e  recei ved a copy o f  publ i c mee t i n g  resu l t s  h e l d  i n  the S p r i n g  
of 1 9 8 0 , re l at i n g  t o  a proposed B P A  powe r l ine (Hot S p r i n g s  - Be l l  
Substat ion) \olh ich wi l l  run f rom E a s tern 'Wa shington , a c r o s s  N o rthern 
I daho , to W e s tern Mon tana . The i r  encl osed l i terature ind i ca t ed the 
tower structures wou l d  be 1 7 5 '  AGL , exceeding our 1 5 0 '  not i f i c a t i on 
h e i ght,. 

!!ovemE..�}2� 
We sent a l e t te r  to BPA ( R .  H .  Wi lderson , Area M a n a g e r ,  Spokan e )  

expr e s s i ng o u r  c o n c e r n  f or aeronau t ic a l  s a f e ty , a nd enc l o sed copies 
o f  our mar k i n g  r e g u l a t i on s .  We a l so not i f i ed him t ha t the Fede r a l  
m a r k i n g  standard wa s n o t  acceptabl e i n  I daho . W e  have never r e c e ived 
a reply to this p a r t i c u l a r  p i ece o f  corre sponden c e . 

mo r e  . . . .  
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ADM I N I STRATOR 
June 8 ,  1 9 81 
Page 'Three 

Bay 1 4 , 1 9 8 1  
W e  rece ived a n  inv i t a t i on t o  comment o n  th e Montana Sec t i on of 

the Hot Spr i n g s  - D e l l  Line (now renamed " Ga r r i son - Spokane S O O -kv 
T r a n sm i s s ion P ro j ec t " ) . 

Enc losed are cop i e s  of the above r e f e renced correspondenc e . 

LAH/vp 
E n c l osures 

Nov�ar 1 9 ,  1 9 8 0  

"�<;mB l d  H .  IH lkerson , Area l'.anager : i Bonnevi l l e  Power lI�mi n 1 stration 
\ ! Room 56 1 ,  U . S .  courthouse 

II West 920  Rivers i�e IIvenue 

.
,:::poy.ane , Washington 99201  

D e a r  Mr . W i lkerson 

r:::-, 1 ( ', : Thank you for sending Us the information for the propose� I : Hot Springs to B e l l  Substat ion tran� i � s ion line . · 1  . ,  
I [  : !  He are enclos ing a copy 01' Idaho Aeronaut ical Regu l a t ion 
. Ho . 5 "l�arking o f  Obstruct iona to A i rf l ight , "  for your informa t ion . 

T h i s  regu l a t i on requ ites that you noti f y us of any propose� struc
:-::!ures or pmler l ine spans that "xceed 1 5 0  feet above the ground I : l�vel . After not i f icat i on , we w i l l  conduct an ai rspace evaluation 
I :.t'6 determine if the propose� structure or span wi l l  constitute a 
i : ha z ard to the "afe f l ight of a i rcra f t .  If a hazard determination 
; : i 9  mBde , the atructuro or poverl ine wi l l  have to be marked in 
� accordance with Section 5 . 3 of Regu lation No . 5 .  

, r  P l e a s e  note that the marking requirement s spec i f i ed i n  FAA \'1)dv i r:;ory C ircular 7460-1 a re not acceptable in Idaho . 
'' '/ .' \ {  S ince your average proposed tower hsight is 175 fee t ,  i t  

.appears that we wi l l  have to eva luate the entire powe r l ine route 
�fter it has been s e lecte� . 

Depending on the route s e l ected , the proposed powe r l i n e  
c o u l d  have a severe detrimental ef fect on the safety of  a i r  tr a f f i c  
in t h e  State o f  I�aho . From t h i s  stan�point , we Bre look ing forward 
to c lose cooperntion with your department i n the planning and con
atruction of th i s  l i n e .  

LAH : po 

Sincerely 

l'iORT HIE M .  RAUSCHER 
Admini strator 

LARRY A .  HIPPLER 
A i rport Dove lopment 
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21·509 AERONAUTICS 

Complhr·. no1u. FDr wonll. "lhia act" H"e 
I:Ompilt"r'. nold, , 21-UJI. 

36 

21 ·509. Sep.rability. - If any provision of this act or the application 
thereof to any penon or circumstances is held invalid, such invaljdity shall 
not affect the provisions or applications oflhe act which can be given effed 
y,;thout the invalid provision or application, and to this end the provisions 
of this act are declared to be severable. (1947, eh. 130, § 9, p. 315.) 

Cornpnu·. holu. For words .. this act" let 
I:Ompiler'. hOtes, I 2).rol. 

21·510. Short title. - This act shall be known and may be cited as "The 
Airport Zoning Act." 11947, ch. 130, § 10, p. 31 5.) 

Compiler's notes. For words "'this act" � 
I:OrDpiJer'. nota, I 21-501. 

21�51 L State Jand adjace:nt to public airport -:- Notice of intention to 
•• n Or le35 •• - No land owned by the state of Idaho adjacent to a public 
airport, or adjacent to land acquired fOT use in connection with such airport. 
.hall be sold or lea.ed wjthout first giving to the public authorities owning 
such airport at least twenty (20) days' written notice of the intention to sell 
or lease such state land. (1941, ch. 6, § I, p. 14.) 

Compilel" l nottl. It u to bt noW that matuT, art a a.epant� enllctment from the 
II 21-511. :21-512. though related in lubjcd Airport Zonin, Art. 

21-512. Authority to .. II or I ..... - The state board of land 
commw!oners is hereby authorized to lease any sUite lands adjacent to any 
public ai:port, or 8djac�nt to lands acquired �or use in connection y,-ith such 
airport. !or public airport purposes, or for use in connection with such 
airpo� upon liuch conditions as the board may determine for the best 
interests of the state, and for such term as said lands shall he used or be 
deemed oesirable for use in connection with such public airport, provided, 
however, that any granted lands from the United SUites government to the 
state u n",er the provisions ofscetion 5 of the Idaho Admission Bill [26 Stat. 
at Large, "h. 656, p. 215) may be leased for a term not exceeding fiv<!(5) yean. 
[1941, ell.. 6, § 2, p. 14.) 

ComplJt:!J"". note .... The br.ckcted nreRbl:e Admwion Bill appcan in Volume 1 of the -,6 StaL at Larae, ch. 656, P. 215.. ... Idaho Code. 
inMrted m..1 the compiler. The Idaho 

2J�5J3.. Declaration or pollcy. - As a guide to t.he interpretation and 
application of this act, the public policy of this .tate ;" declared to be thal 
any h8..1a.="d to the safety of air night may cause disa.strou!l and needless loss 
oflife ano property. that safety in air njght � of paramount importance for 
the prote�=tion and wel1�being of the people, that the use of the air IipBce iI 

3; AIRPORT WNING Acr 21·518 

const.anUy increasing and is vilel to the continued fTowth. development and 
enjoyment of the great natuTal resources and economy of this state and that 
the general welfare of the citi.z.ens of this state requires, under the police 
powers of the SUIte, thot maximum safety precautions to air commerce he 
enBct.-d and mainta.ined. [ 1955, ch. 241,  § 1, p. 540.) 

Complh:r'. nolt" •. For ..... ordJ .. thit act" nfrr to S.L 1955. ch. 241. rom piled herein .s H 2)...513 - 21...520. 

21-514. Ddinition or terms. - As used in this set the terms structure, 
puson, department and director shall have the metffiings defined in section 
21·S01, Idaho Code. [1955, ch. 2.o1l, § 2, p. 540.) 

Compiltr'l flotU. For words "thiJ act .. ..-. 
t;gmpiler'. flotes, f 7)...513. 

. 

2 J �515. Marking of obstructions to air flight. - Any structure which 
obstructs the air space more than one hu ndred fifty (150) feet above the 
ground or water level when determined by the director of the Idaho 
transportation department to be B hazard or potential hazard to the safe 
flight of aircraft shall be plainly mark�d. il1uminated, pai"lted, lighted or 
designated in a manner to be approved by the director, 50 that the same wiB 
be clearly visible to airmen. [1955, ch. 2-11, § 3, p. 540; am. 1974, ch. 12, § 109, p. 6l.) 

Compiler'l flot .. ,. Scctiof"os 108 and 110 of 
5.L 19";4, ch. 12. an complied as H 21..505A and 21...519. 

21-516. Deb:rmination or obstructions. - In determining the structures 
..-wch are or may he ha.z.ard to air flight the director shall consider the 
terrain. character of the neighborhood, uses to which the structure and 
,un-ounding property may he adaplable. and the character of the flying 
operations e�pected to be conducted in the area. [1955, ch. 24 1 ,  § 4., p .. 540.) 

21�517. Procedure ror determination or obstructions. - When the 
director determines that a structure is 8 probable obstruction withln the 
bleamng of this BCt, he 'shall notify the owner of the land, or operator or 
awner of the structure who shall have twenty (20) days after the receipt of 
such notice to show cause why such structure should not be determined 1..9 
be an obstruction. [1955, ch. 241, § 5, p. 540.] 

CompiJu·. flott,. For words �lhu Ict" W't' 
Cbrnpilrr·, flOlts. § 2)...5)3. 

.
2 1 .518, judicial r�\"j(w. _ Any person aggrie .. ·ed by the decisj�n of the ChT e(: lor in making a rleterm ination within the meaning of tl:i.s act may 

!.ppeal !luch determination to the district court of the judicial district in 
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which such 6truclure is situnted in the �arne mann er in which appeals a r e  
taken from the board o[ counly comrnissionen; to the district court. fl955. 
ch. 241, § 6, p. 540.) 

Complln', notu. For ,",ouh " lhi3 act" a.t"t' 
compi1!'" noltl, t 2)..513. 

2 1 ·5 1 9. Rules �nd rep118lions. - The director of the Idaho 
tra nsportation department 6he.1l adopt and may, as conditions require, 
BJl)end such rules and regulations as he deems necess.ary to provide 
reasonable- standards of maTking. painting, lighting. illuminating, 
designating and maintaining any 8uch air flight hlUArds to the end that the 
same will be made c1early visible to airmen in order that maximum safety 

may be provided for air flight. [1955, ch. 241, § 7, p. 540; am. 1974, ch. 12, 
§ l ID, p. 61.) 

Compiler', notl'!!. �jOnJ )09 and III  or SJ ... ]97(, en. 12, .rl' complie-d a.r; H 21�15 
and 21-803. 

Section 12-4 or S.L. 1974. elL 12, proYide-d 
the act ahould uk .. <Erred on and ..nl'r July 1. 
197-4. 

2 ] .520. Violation or aet, penalties, injunction. - 'Whenever any person 
refuses or neglects to illuminate, mark, paint, des!gnale or light, e.s required 
by this act, 8 structure owned or opeTated by him after the snme has been 
designated by the direclor to be an.QP..:c;�ll!.ctio!} to air flight, he shaH be guilty 
or a  misd emeanor, and upon conviction thercof, shall be fined not less than 
S l OO, nor more than $300, for each offense, or the direclor may maintain an 
action in the name of the stale ofIdaho to compel compl iance by mandatory 
injunction. 

That after the lint conviction and fine, every subsequent period 0(30 days 
during which such person neglects to comply with the pro .. ;sions of this 
section, shall constitute 8 separate offense and be pun ishable B5 provided 
herein. [1 955, ch. 241, § 8, p. 540.) 

Compiler". "01('5. For .... ·ord.s -thi .. act" � it 'Would have pll.3.W'd this act and nch a.«:tion. 
compiler'. notes. , 21·513.  .ub.«:l)On. wn�nc.e.. cl.UIoC .nd ph rue 

SKtion 9 0rS.L. 1 95!:1, ch. 241 .. ud· "Uany thr r-e--or, i..rr-r:spKlivr or thr rllct that anl onl! 
J.e"Ction, ,u�Kti(on. I-e'ntrnCl!, cJeu.w:. or or mO" in a-r-ct.iOQ·, au�ection, ..e n tence, 
phr� or this act i3 ror anl rn.50n held to be datae or phn.'Jot he decla .. c-d 
unconstitutional, such deci.ion ahan Dot • uncon:5tihJtionnl." .rrect lhe validit, orthe rerr..joini portionl or Se-ction 10 ors.L. 1955. ch. 2.0 d«:l.,.c-d aD 
thl:s act. The Il!gi:slaturt" hereb, d«l.n:� that emerlenC)'. Approvc-d March 15, 1955. 

CHAPTER 6 

STATE LANDS RE:SERVED f'OR PUBUC AIRPORTS 

21�1. 21�. CRepea1t'd.) 
21-603 Twin Falb Count)' - Dncription or 

lanlh. 
21-604. T ..... in FaJh Countl - lU.5e onands.. 

S1X710N. 
71-60.5. V.lIel Countl - Ikscnption or lanlh. 
71-606. Valle, Count)' - U.a.s.t or lanlh. 

l\<GJ:!.L;'�·�� L.:-:. ��l?_.-.L 
1·�U:L,G 0::- G;JO'�'i·\LJ(" _'J (" ':"; TO J'. 2 7i  rLJ C.l'�· 

• � . l  The :;tBte Dourd of A e r on l1 ut. i c D.] ;)j re e t-vr:... in oraer 1..0 f u l f i l l  l..be r e 
qui reme n t s  o f  2 1 - 5 1 3 ,  2 1 - :" 1 9 ,  21- 1 33 ,  lJailO Coele , o..n d to prot. e c t  and 
j n s ure " tbe ceneral pub l i c  i nterest 8J)d � a.fcty , the s a.fet.y of persons 
operat i n g ,  using or trev e 1 i nG i n ,  aircraft i s sue thi s  reeulation re
lating to the D,ar}. i ng of obstructions to a i r  fli ght ti)rough the e i r
space of and o v e r  t h i s  state . 

5 . 2  Any structure \lhi ch obstructs the airspace Dore than one h un d r e d  fi fty 
( 150 ) feet above the gro�jd or vater l e ve l ,  or at any h e i ght near an 
e s t a'o li sh e d  a i rport as d e f i n e d  by 21-101 ( c ) ,  Idaho Code , ..... hen deter.:..i n e- d  
b y  the Eoard of Aeronaut i c al virectors or t h e  vi rector of he roneuti c s  
actiog i n  behalf o f  the �oard to be a hazard or e potential hazard t o  
the safe f l i ght of ai rcraft shall be p l a i n ly marke d ,  i llur...inated, 
pai n t e d ,  li ghted or de s i gn ated i n  a man n e r  approved by the Board. 

5 . 3  PO\.'er l i ne s ,  commun i cat i on l i ne s ,  \lires or cable more than one hW1dred 
fi fty ( 150 ) feet ab.ove the terrain cros s i n g  canyon s ,  ri vers , n avigable 
bodies of ..... ate r ,  terrain undulati on s ,  or guy s t ructures or at any hei &� t  
.....here such \l i re , cable or o-ostructi on cross navi gable bodi e s  of .... ater 
near e s t ab l i s h e d  s e aplane bases , if determi n e d  by the poard, to be a 
h a zard to ai r n avi gat i on ,  shall be ;:nar}�ed at 200 - fe e t  i n tervals of 
spac i n g  by s ph e re-type marl. e rs having a m i n i oWto di B.!nete r of 54 i nche s .  
Said s phere to b e  o f  the spli t-shel l ,  cl�p-on type ..... h i ch are t o  be 
alternated in three contrasting soli d colors of gloss ..... h i te ,  gloss 
yello ...... , a n d  i nt e rn at i onal orange and raay be constructed of reco�endeo 
l i ght-..... e i g...�t materials such e.s fiberglas s ,  elumi num, or f"oam. 

5 . 4  Long spans that e x c e e d  lengths of one-naIf mile between support pi ers , 
the p i e rs shall be marf. e d  vi th flash i n g  s t robe or beacon l i ghts of a 
type end b r i lli a n c e  acceptable to the Board i f  s uch is dee�ed pertinent 
to s afety and r e c o gn i t i on of obstruct i on s .  

5 . 5  Any construct i on sponsor i s  requi red t o  s ubmi t a not i c e  t o  the Di rector 
of Ae ronaut i c s  i f  h i s  construction exceeds one or more of" the f"ollovi n g  
condi t i on s :  

1 .  

R .  Greate r than 1 50 feet i_n h e i gh t  - I f  t h e  proposed o-o j e c t  \lould b e  
:CJO r e  than 150 f e e t  a'oove groun d level a t  i t s  location. 

b. ]jear an e s t a'ol i sh e d  a.i roort or se avlane base - If the propos e d  
object ..... ould be ..... i th i r.20 ,000 fe�-�-�ai rportl or seaplane 
b::!Se \l i th !Lore than 3,200 feet i n  length ; a n d  ..... ould excee d one 
foot i n  h e i gh t  for e aCll 100 f"eet ( 100 : 1 )  hori z ontally from the 
nearest poi n t  o f  the nearest ruo ..... ay . 

'1'0 quali fy ,  en ai rport e.s d e fi ned in 21-101 ( c ) ,  Idaito Code , must 
be li sted in t�e Idaho Ai rport Faci l i t i e s  Di rec tory , or in the 
"Ai rport Di rectory" of thc current Ai rnan ' s  In formation IJ.anual or 
operet.ed by a pub l i c  e n t i t y .  

- 31-
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Elevation of 
nearest point 
of run\Jay 

::i :' t.;:e ,lJTO':lO,-,e01. (/t .jcc t  ".:unu '/,fC .,i tnirl 1 0 , 000 fe e t  of �. � :' rjlC'rt ::-, <.;. ;. : .C 
n o  TlL'l· ... Sy nOTe t l l 'W 3 , 2:)0 fct:t in 11'nGUI � alJ d ,,.ould exce�d orlt" foot j ;, 
:1e i EJ.t for each �l) fee t  ( jJ : l )  j)or:i z.ont�lly frorJ tile neo.:-c:;t r ...c-,'.:a:: . 

c.  

\��c==JJ 
I , 

� r;earest p O i n t  
I of runway --I I 

require d  
xx lioti ce not required 

I Jroagi n e.ry 

"Hot i ce" Surface 
( 100 : 1 or 50:  1 )  

j;car a }ie li"p'ort - I f  the proposed object "Would bc vi. thi n 5 ,000 feet 
of a tel i port listed in the "Airport Fac i li ti e s  Directory" or oper
ated by a publi c entitl ; and \Jould exceed one foot in height for 
each 25 feet ( 25 : 1 ) ,  .Iori zontally from the nearest landing and t 2.k c 
off area of t�lat helij1ort. 

Approach and 
i>eparture Paths �___ _ - - -}- lii dth 500 feet nt 4 ,000 

end of pri mary 
surface 

Imaginary _ _ _  
- ..: =/ 1 1'1  1 1- - - - - lee t from 

".iiotieeU Surface 
- - - - - - lt1� - - - - -

-

( 25 : 1 )  I :. - - - -

xx! I 
I - - -

• JI\ I I . � , 
I 

: / Imaginary 

Elevntion of nearest point 
of the landin g and take-off 
area 

"'\ Ax I I 
tlJ-lotice" Surface 

I I X 

x lloti ce required 
xx .i�oti ce not requi red 

- 32-

�-�":�,�:;_�ci._ :�_�1�0..E.t!� - I f the propo!> cc. o'bjf:ct  i!> 0. ':.;-.... v �  :- . .  f? .�. ;; / 
'lJi'l i cl. w ou ] tl  exceeu nL l e <!:;t oue of �f)C :a.ando.ru..s l� s t e G  i r. : t'2 :-"': 
n - c auovc , after i t :.;  rlei r)Jt i ::;  ndj u.:::;t.cd U?\JbTd 11 fe e t  for t::.:-. 
I n t e r s t ::..t.e li'i ch,",'aj' , ) :)  fe e t  for any ot.) lc r pu'o) i c rOuu· .. · (l..f , 1e �e!:t 
( or tne hCl eilt of tnt' I J i g.i l e s t  mob i le oujccls that ..... oul� norr,al lj' 
tTa ve rs c tIle road) for a pri vate rOad, 2 3  feet for e T�i l::-oad , or 
an nmount equal to tne n c i gilt of the h i r)le5t mot.i Ie o"lJjc ct. s �[;B"" 
\Jould travcrse 8 ,,:ateroJay or any ot"ner tiloroug."n fare not previous l:�' 
me n t i one d .  \( Hww�v 

- - - - - - - -� 71- - - - - -: I LJI \� : I I I Ai rport I 
I I I I I I I I I I I 
I ---L---r- In;agi nary "Hotice" Surface � I Slppe as spe c i f i e d  in 11 . 1 3( a ) � .....E ; I  23 '  �3� ____ ;;earest point of· 

l,eares t.  Nun\J 

x ::oti ce requi re.d 
xx r;oti ce not requi red 

1 7 ' , 15' or 10 ' 
depen di n g  on 
hi gl1\Jay type 

5 . 6  The notice required under i tem 5 . 5  through 5 . 5  d above must be s ub
wi tted : 

a. At least 30 days "De fore : 

1 .  'l�1e construction or alteration is to begi n ;  o r ,  
2 .  ':(ne appli cat i on ror construction permit is  to b e  fi led. 

·0 .  Inmediately by telep:lone or other exped i t i ous mean s ,  vi til \Jritten 
noti fication subr.:Jtteu " .. i thin 5 days thcre c.fte r ,  if immediate 
cO:<lstructi on or alterA t i on i s  required. as in cases involving 
pub l i c s e rvi ces , nee1th or safety. 

5 . 7  A n oti ce of p ropose d  const ruction or alteration i s  requi red so that the 
State �oard of Aeronautics r.�y : 

a. lJepi ct oostructions Oll aeronnuti cal ch ar t s .  
b .  necom:;;,�nd s.ppropriate n,3.rl d n es as requi re d b y  21-519 , Idai,o Code .  
c .  ve made a\Jare o f  potential aeronauti cal hazards i n  oruer t o  �� n i mi ze 

the i r  danger to the flyi ne publi c .  
d.  Frotect the li ves and property o f  persons i n  the ai r a n d  o n  the 

cround .  

5 . 8  i;otice DJUSt b e  given i n  \Jriting of i ntended construction o r  alteration to 1' : P' ,. e t' J1 03 & .  1 O?105 
ldoho DIw. or ........... UIIc:oo ���� -33-
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A M E N D M E N T  TO R E G U L A T I O N  # 5  

5 . 9  C �n s t r u c t l o n O T  A l t e r a t i o n  n ot R � o u i r i n G  N o t i c e  

N o  p e r s o n  i s  r e q u i r e d  t o  n ot i fy t h e  D i r e c t o r 
f o r  a n y  of t h e  f o l l ov i n g  c o n� t r u c t i o n or 
a l t e r a t i o n :  

C a l  A n y  o b j e c t  t h at w o u l d  b e  s h i e l d e d  by 
e x i s t i n g  s t r u c t u r e s' o f  a p e r m a n e n t  
a n d  s ub s t a n t i a l  c h a r a c t e r  o r  by n a t u r a l  
t e r r a i n  o r  t op o gr aph i c  f e a t u r e s  o f  e q u a l  
or g r e a t e r  h e i gh t , a n d  v o u l d  b e  l o c a t e d  
i n  t h e  c o n ge s t e d  a r e a  o f  a c i t y , t o w n  
or s e t t l e m e n t  vh e r e  i t  i s  e v i d e n t  b e y o n d  
a l l  r e a s o n ab l e  d oubt t h a t  t h e  s t r u c t u r e  
s o  s h i e l d e d  v i I I  n o t  a dv e r s e ly a f f e c t  
s a fe t y  i n  a i r  n a v i g at i o n .  

( b )  Any a n t e n n a  s t r u c t u r e  o f  2 0  f e e t  o r  l e s s  
i n  h e i g h t  e x c e p t  o n e  t h at v o u l d  i n c r e a s e  
t h e  h e i gh t  o f  a n o t h e r  a n t e n n a  s t r u c t u r e . 

( e )  Any a i r  n a v i g a t i on f a c i l i ty , a i r po r t  
v i s u a l  a p p r o a c h  o r  l a n d i n g  a i d ,  a i r c r a f t  
a r r e s t i n g d e v i c e  ' o r  m e t e or o l o g i c a l d e v i c e  
o f  a ty p e  a p p r o v e d  b y  t h e  D »r e c t o r , t h e  
l o c a t i o n  a n d  h e i gh t  o f  vh i c h i s  f i x e d  by 
i t s  f U n c t i on a l  p u r p o s e . 

DA1 ( 

I N  "' PLY "U( III 10. 

suaJ[t1; 

' 1110 ... · 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 2O!J9 

AI. T- 200 
E e q u e ' t for Obs t ru c t i on K a r k i o g  D (' v i a t i on; A]J'w- 5 3 0  l e t t e r  
d a t e d  4/ 1 9 / 78 
D i r e c t or ,  A i r  T r a f f i c  S e r v i c e ,  A.4.T- l 

li ','/ " 

r t;6.-{; 
'0. D i r e c t or ,  N o r t h ..,e s t  R e g i on 

7' J � A t t e n t ion : C h i e f , A i r  T r a f f i c  D i v i ll i on 5.::. 1J. 
The I d aho P o w e r  Comp a n y  i .  r e q ue 5 t i n g  a u t h or i r. a t i on t o  u ll e  a l t e r n a t i ng $" � .:J:  wh i t e ,  ye l l ow a n d  o r a n ge 5 4 - i n ch s ph e r i c a l  ma rk e r s  oc t h e i r  ove rhead -;;7- ---'( =.;>  
t r a n s mi s . i on l i ne .  i n  l i e u o f  t h e . t anda r d  2 0 - i nch or a n ge ma rke� � 
The c u r rent ca rk i n g  a n d  l i gh t i n g a d v i s ory c i r cu l a r  s t a t e a  t h a t  s phe r i c a l 
m a r k e r s  ahou l d  be i ns t a l l e d  on t h e  h i gh e s t w i r e  a n d  D o t  be l e s s  than 
20 i nch e s in d i ame t e r .  The r e f o r e ,  t h e  u s e  o f l a r ge r  1Ul rk e r6 , s u ch as 
t h e  5 4 - i nch s p h e re s ,  is acc e p t a b l e . Howeve r ,  i f  t h ey a r e  n o t  i ns t a l l e d 
on t h e  h i gh e s t w i re , t h e n  t h e  h i gh e s t l i ne mu s t  a l s o h ave ma rk e r s  t h a t:  
a r e  a t  l e a s t  20 i n c h e s i n  d i ame t e r .  

I f  t h e  ve r t ica l: di s t a n c e  be t .., e e n  t h e  t op l i ne B o d  t h e  l owe s t  l i ne ,  wh i ch 
u:..a y  be e i t h e r  a c o n d u c t o r  or ! pe c i a l  l i ne f o r  ll t t &<h i ng ma rke r s , does 
Dot e x c e e d  )0 f e e t  a t  a n y  p o i nt io t h e  s p a n ,  then only t h e  u p p e r  or l o� e r  
l i ne n e e d  b e  ma r k e d .  I f  t h e  u p p e r  l i n e i s  rr..a rk e d  i t  s h ou l d  be ma r k e d  
w i t h  s p h e r e s  t h a t  a re a t  l e a s t  2 0  i n c h e s  i n  d i 8�e t e r ;  i f  th e  l ow e r  l i ne 
i 5  ma rk e d  it s h ou l d  b e  ma rk e d  .., i t h s phe r i c a l  ma rk e r s  t h a t  are at l e a s t  
5 4  i nches i n  d i ame t e r .  

Y e  c on c u r  i n  t h e  u s e  o f  a l t e r n a t i n g  o r a nge , vh i t e  a n d  y e l l ow ma r k e r s  on 
t h e  bot t om l i �e a n d  e i t h e r  o r a nge o r  a l t e rn a t i n g  o r a n g e  aDd wh i t e  ma r k e r s  
on t h e  t o p  l i ne .  T h e  f i r s t  a n d  l a s t  ma rk e r s  sh ou l d  b e  o r a nge . 

We a r e  g i V i ng c on s i d e r a t i on t o  ame n d i n g  the � rk i n g  B n d  l i gh t i ng a d v i s ory 
c i rc u l a r  to i nc lu d e  t h e  l a r g e r  6 ph e r e s  and a l t e rna t i ng o r a n ge a n d  wh i t e  
ca rk e r s .  AO\Je ve r , \Ie a r e  n o t  p l a n n i n g  on i n c lu d i ng y e l l ow ma rk e r 9 s i n c e  
p a s t eva l u a t i on s  h a v e  s h own t h a t  wh i t e  is  be t t e r  t han y e l l ow u n d e r  mos t 
b a ck gr o u n d  c o n d i t i on s .  

JU:;/� 
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.'AT WILLIAMS 

W'QTIl_ DlftIICT 

EDUCATION AND LABOIII 
tN'Ta"IOft 

(I) ...... Z'!!, '� 

.'-.... � 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20515 

February 1 ,  1 9 8 2 

Hr. George Eskridge 
Bonneville Power Adminis tration 
Missoula, Montana 59801  

Dear George : 

..., ..... I'II"'C010 ... 0 ...... 1'11:, lS1l �_,. .. ..... I,D,_ 
W ... M'_T_. D.C. J.tI'" 'Tllu..-I[,(ZOl)US-)2't 

I am writing to express my concern over the proposed alignmen t  
of one of the Colstrip Transmission Line alternatives . Wh ile the 
· southern route" has not been selected as the final route for the 
lines , the alignment of that proposed route near the town of Max
ville needs .to be ,change d .  

A s  you know , the proposed a l ignment passes almost di rectly 
over the town of Maxvi lle . Bonnevi l le has , in my opinion , chosen 
a route which is indefensibl e .  The federally owned land immediate
ly to the south of Maxville presents a preferable route for two 
reasons . It is virtual ly unpopu lated , and potential conflicts 
with private landowners are avoided by virtue of its federal own
ership . 

I fully rea l i z e  that BPA must make routing selections based 
on many factors ,  including environmental sui tability . Montanans 
have insisted on proper consideration of environmental concerns 
for many reasons , including visual , health , and safety impacts . 
Therefore , I suggest that negat ive environmental impacts decrease 
as -we move these l ines away from populated areas , and our prior
ities should reflect those concerns . 

As you know , the folks of Maxvi lle have asked the Montana 
Congress ional delegation and BPA for a public meeting February 2 
to address their concern s .  Although business in Washington will 
prevent me from being there , I am hopeful that the i ssue can be 
resolved at that meeting. Many l andowners in Maxville have al
ready contacted me during the past two weeks and have suggested 
that the proposed route be rea l l i gned south of the ir town . Being 
familiar with the area , having l istened t o  folks in Maxville , and 
having talked with those fami liar with the subject, I agree with 
them. Therefore , I believe that the issue which needs to be ad
dressed at the publ ic meeting is not whether to adjust the route , 
but the particular nature which the adjustment wil l  take . 

THIS STAT IONERY PRINTEO ON PAPER MADE WITH RECYCLED FIBERS 

Page 2 
George Esk ridge 
February 1 ,  1 9 8 2 

I n  l ight of the controversy created by this powerline , along 
with the pol itical difficultie s  culminating recently with the 
State of Montana ' s  announcement that s tate land easements are con
t i n gent upon BPA ' s willingness to enter i nto an agreement govern
ing the cons t ruction of the line , the necessity for increased 
cooperat ion is obvious .  

Best regard s .  

Sincerel y ,  

+;ttJ� 
Pat Williams 

THIS STATIONERY PRINTED O N  PAPER MADE WITH RECYCL.ED P' 1 1lI£AS 
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® 
Department of Energy 
Bonneville Power Administration 
Transmission Coordination 
P.O. Box 4327 
Missoula, Montana 59806 

In reply refer 10 ETJ-21 

Honorable Pat Williams 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D . C .  205 15 

Dear Mr . Williams: 

February 1 9 ,  1982 

Thank you for your letter of February 1, 1 982,  expressing your concern with 
the Garrison-Spokane transmission line alternative through the Maxville area. 

As you are aware , concerned _citizens from the Philipsburg, Maxville , Hall ,  
and Drummond area have formed the Granite County Alliance and have individ
ually and collect ively written letters to our Missoula office concerning 
the alternative through this area. BPA and USFS personnel attended a public 
meeting on February 3, 1982 , organized and conducted by the Alliance to ex
press their concerns to the two Agencies.  Congressional staff also attended 
the meeting, including ·Pat Duffy of your office . 

The main concern expressed at the meeting was the proposed centerline loca
tion of the environmentally preferred southern alternative through the 
Haxville area. The Alliance wants to have an alignment that stays away from 
resid�nces by at least one-half mile, avoids visual impact on residential 
property , avoids concentrat ions of domestic livestock on private property, 
avoids productive farm or range land on private property, and stays entirely 
on public land if possible . A criteria for impact weighting was also sug
gested and particularly directed to a study the Deer Lodge National Forest 
had compiled concerning the Maxville area before the February 3 meeting. 

BPA, in cooperation with the USFS, is in the process of reviewing the sug
gestions offered by those concerned . This review should be completed in 
the next few weeks . 

We will, of course , keep your office informed of progress and final results 
of the review. Should you desire additional information anytime during our 
review, . please let us know. 

cc :  
Pat Duffy, State Executive Officer 
Missoula , Montana 

. 

;;Z�- f?�� 
George E. Eskridge 
Projects  Information Officer 

De.r � I r  t 
I 4 ""  .-. I, . ... � o w ,. ... ,. 

C o .  }'!t. I 

'7 C .  i'l-ereerl 
M�'I II I " C  s ter ,.  RI . 
Ph i l i p S  !:,orJI 111. 

T . .. If , 1,8� 
� .,  J t4�  p �er 

I, ,, e  In  )14.Jt IJ II/ G 
I n  

G ,.  ... "' . t- c.  
LV It Ie. " I S � 

B . P. A- 11.11 I � 
P 1'0 f' 0 \ C J "0 " t e fo r 

$"(JO K. II. � IIJ e r L I � c- .  I 
t /, c. 

� ..,  
s t ro � ll Q,fp u e. d  
M ".,� II , 1/ e b e G  ct II { Co 
I n  �rore,.t-, v 4 11J e 

fu t u ,.e. . 
The. G-r4 'u t e Co . 

,. D, d c. 

t 6  
(J f  

t h , i  R(J 0 t e 

<ld. ..... 4g e 
fo r t} 1J 1U 

Q rn:i 
4 " t! 

A J/ I � tj ( c. htt � ct 
flu'" t A c. I , .,  c. 

t h ro u 3' " 
,�C re4 s c:. 
I II  t" t-

w e  1/ 
p ' '' tt t\ e. cl  
I4J I> "Ii cJ b c:.. 

1 4 " tJ o 'V ., e l' ,S' . 
cI� "" tJ.! ' �j 

r ct lt1  ' ''' 
)d " t:h of 

I f: U  
w it " ',,, 

t b  fe tU e  f' 

th is 
r. 

t"OU  tc.  
f�v(J " tJ f  

I1d �lI l ll e.  
(;. f .  
Su e '  

! ti t( 
(J r  

((J o ., Je. t
bl ct hJ  fo fI 

PO lcJ e l' L ' I) 'C  
I 

C\ 

fAJ h! 
i� e 

' 1'1  ct De�dG  1'4 f, G 
f f! °l" c. w o u lJ be 

fJ, a t 
rJ fO Fl < c  

0 "  tA e pu  �. , I C. ult t� 4 u  t ke tte ,. P l ct t'l "" h , �  
S ' ll'l c e ,.. e. /, I 

� (! . � 



� 

..-</i /� �'1� 

Mr . Georee Eskri dge January 27, H82 
Bonnev i l l e  F O Her Admi n i s tr 'Ol t i on 
Transmi ss i on C o ord inat i o n  
P . O .  B o x  4327 
M i s soula , Montana 5 1806 

Dear S i r :  

I a m  wri t i n g  i n  reference to t h e  p O Ne r l i ne th�t 
the Bonnev i l le F O He r  Admi n i s tration p l ans to c onstruc t  
through Grani t e  C o unty . I am aga i n s t  the cons tru c t i on 
of the entire l ine from C o al s trip to .ash ington , and 
c�nnot agree Hi th the m e th o d s  used to obtain the r i ght
of- i1ay , or the complet., lack of conc idera t i on for the 
p e o pl e ,  .vho Ni l l  be affe c t e d  by th i s  p O H e r l i ne . I 
a l s o  d on ' t  aeree w i th the fact that Montana N i l l  rece i ve 
no bene f i t  from th i s  line . 

I am a member of the con tact commi ttee for the 
Grani te County A l l iance , based in Hal l ,  Montana. We 
be l i eve if the po "3rl lne mu s t  be bui l t ,  i t  should be 
cons tructed Nith the l o ac t amount of damage to person 
and propert y .  the Gran i t e  County Al l i ance has s tu d i e d  
t h e  proposed routes t h e  B . F . A . p l ans to fo l l o A  .v i th 
th i s  p o " erl ine in the Maxv i l l e , Montana are a ,  and He 
b e l i eve it .vould be more b e n e f i c a l  to a l l  part i e s  i f  
the l i ne could be moved farther south . T h i s  ne " r o u te 
would invo lve l e s s  p r i v Cite p roperty , m i n i m i z e  damage 
to agr i cu l tural l and , and i t  Nould run � l m o s t  e n t i r e l y  
on government l and . 

We would l i ke to have your support on thi s  matee r ,  
and i f  pos's i b l e  h ave e 1  ther yourself o r  one o f  your 
representatives come t o  one of our me e t i ngs and s tudy 
our alternate p l an .  

Sincerely youru , 

( \ .. 
'; (/., ·,/-,'r c"? _,"') (�� -// //(.. ' ,.- / /� 

Leonard J .  Conn ors , ,Jr, .. .. 
1'.0 • .)lo x 304 
Phi l I psburg, M ontana 5 1�58 
Phone : Ri ta Conn 2803-3594 

I·lr . CEcrge l:.skr i G [.e 
:�cJ J r:f:-vi l l e  J- o .... :er J.GI,. i n : �t.r<;. t i cn �'ri.;!'";::l.j . ; 5 i c n  CoorL� IJ:I "\ . ;'  r n  

• " _ ;;.: 4 "32'/ 
J . j :: � � ''':' : l.. ,  .·. � ::-....... ;.. r l .  > / �. ,  

';"::;.!" • .  i r ,  

S·.;t . : v i  J ]  ( 
j II . J i ) ': . ! /  . ...;] :. , 

1 L:;; t t � n j c d  t.he lJ; E 02 t i ng i n J...:' •. 11I.ij,onU L.st e v ..:: r.i n £:  [;0 thi.l t 
1 c eu l "  be c Ol" t / .• ore fnr .. i l iar .Ii th thE, P;' oposed r o'.).te s  of your 
proj e c t .  

I a m  c OII,p l E t e l y  s;; l i sf i e d  t h a t  t I l e  C D r ou l "  liou lG b e  
the ,.,cst sa1iisfa ctor y .  I Cannot ;; 0  " l o,,�,.e .. :i t:', E i ther r(;Jt.e 
t.h a t  l'lould «0 t.hre1u!;h '·.L!xv i l l e .  l'JY !..� c n  h o s  3. m," u l l o C f:- ru'[€ in the area th,-,t \':� u l o  1;e c!'':ec ted ( 10 <i c re s ) . He ' , o d  r·lc n,, · 
to bui ld en thi ::: J,D nd . If th e line rOes ,:' l e r e  it is Iby"d 
cut th ere \:i l ]  be n o  ,:a.y t " , u t, he c a n  u :;<: "h i ,  rrorcrty for 
0. h or.:e . It t:i : l  r. • .:.l�e t·h i s  property ,--o!;c,lut l ly cf no v a l ue 
to �!1:,· one . 

. .  t: � 2. :: o  l i ,· c  i� l  :.b� :lre� J b'J.t nGt � J .  L�;·\' i l l € . I t  "\':c: 2 �  ti:: :: 0  I:.Uc.:� J  �··e t t e r  f e r  evervonE- 2 Cl l c e:� n 0' u  1.. 0 U S E  t h e  
r..orE. �:O'..lt.J l e rn �  y r o ut e .  

. 

I h ope you \'.' i l l  l u k e  these fa c t s  i n t  (, c('n s i d eration 
�Ih en r;-,akinr, your fina l  de c i s i on .  

.;;..i r, c €: r e .l Y  yours , 

�t? -?/(O-)'�� 
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�·�r . Gt;.:orce �f:;:r l d f.c 
;.,:..:.nnevi l l (! rr,'.; <...: r •. l;i .. : : l l :-. ·. ···;_ . . ) r · n ; .  C .  .::,;; I.:;:'  

• .  j � �· v'.ll :. , .·.\)l·!:':�:-! � ,/ .  
..... l!�r .3ir ; 

J .;J, /; './ ..i. l ] (; :.... l . .:.. ) r ',; ', I: 
J ; 1 1 L i l  : :LurC , J . , .;'j� . ; I.� 
P:; �]�·l.k': ;'"'Y II , I f) : . :  

After a t t ', J l u i nv the i.."eting i n  ur"UJ"no:1d la !;l, Ev,,�J i ng: 1 
�;c,.",ld like 1.0 �(l '�n ,· ,,� nrd as fa v o r i ng: the C D ,-(lute t : . r c <.:;;h tht: t,axv i l l e  E.r� :; . Of course I I-I«(",ld rrt f'e," t:li,;, it not bO 
through thi 3 � j'- e e  .:;1.. � l l )  ::·ut. if it is O b C .i. "; ;:O t.fl .: t  j t, t;O in 
thi s  area the C D ,H'''" \';culd be by far th" 1..0 � t  favor'a b l e . r am very r.lu�h o "roo;"o cO the ;" and 8 1:;0 tile C l i ne . TiHlre 
a TE far too ��ny h o�es in th i s  arEa . 

J.,y :;on , :n.(1 l:ivt>�. i n  h.1£!' ka nc'\. , eV; L "  a l i t t l e  und er 10 
acres in t h i s  :ll'C'. ton . I b€. l i € v �  i t.  \:i l l  ,0 r. fht throu!;h �is property. tIe h � �  n E ver h�e� nc� i fied , : y  YOll t��t t � i s  line:s i s  even :: o i n L  j u  L ! l i s  o re g. .  J.�. " i l l  J.JC:.k�  t h i s  p i e c e  
of !,roperty \;cTth u. b ::.: r,)l lit ; ly :-. � t L :i T!r . l i €:  bOU�:lt it. u b o u t  
5 yea:r� ego c.,]j\l pl(::!":s t . ,� c'" .! ld ;� � . ' C':.!(: :) � l  j t .  Uf c r urse 
�Ie llon ' t  b e  ,-:':!.e t o  e v r.; :J uui l u. : n  � l.,  if  t!: i t. rout.e i :· u � � c.i  
H e  had a hard t ir'lc f i n d i n c  0 r � r c ;  1 of lur, J  t o  b'��y e:.:. s  n c t; c  y in t.his sreD. \·,'ant.s t.o sE l l ,  or if t !l e y  do t,h£ pri c e  i s  v � r  
hi&h .  I f e e l  that ; :  \ 'o'�ld lle  il..pos s i b l e  t o  repla c e  i t .  � 
would be a real looser if t � i s  route i s  chken . 

I hopo t:l � t,  yc� � i l l  t�ke tl1�se fa c \. s  i ntv C OJlsi��!'��i �� 
� l e a  h�king ycur f i n � l  ti e c i s i on .  

�:i.r,c t...)'e l y  yO'Jrs , 

\ J l.... • '-....J /' 1 I 
' ;I Il''',,,- , } J '<-< ' <� <  . .  

L�P- " ; ".cIe.'� 
--� -------,:.-.----=---- '- ' __ rJ.. ..... -:'(.( · ; '00 ' -

cJj'�7!A ��� , " , ' .. : . '  ' /L. � L�u�4�'L ' 
, -; 

� � :�Lu�,/<! ____ 

<:h"�(J di 'Y f =��7 
(/ 

' No FE�" � 1982 
"-e'.rr.d To-
Acllon hkon D ANS, 0 ."e- R£PL' 
8y 08,. 

_ /� CUo?- th--L-.:.. �'1.Q , �.J,-,-c, 'L1 ' �tLC 
L!f>!'�rf 1�[ch'l% BP/}V� 

i ,�i:i �O{L- lI-<L'i.- &cvn& . 
(jy' , �  ;U� � {IL�{ .j-j 1.'4---, J! . ; ,y � (� 

� �S�V- lu.-/-L�C_) � ezt«-�L�_ �� <�l " 
'�( ,44 gr.L,_; (c.u ../..:.I(, <yf:flLLti r:'� .j-c dG:. i;Pf)d�� " �{LcA�{_�Yf , r  'F < . d� / -h-J(' ... " )�e.{-L 1/ � <L. 

, � , 4 � fjLAL�� / -ct: , f3PIl !--{/:� {t-f.d- �- � 0J"l-��j3-� en: �'r"-��J.��"&J 
'��jS-- 'CLfI�, 'ee. . (/ 
J ' . 1\ ' , M·�I'.'t.,L:.<La l� .u!Jd·�-;'-r��\j-

{luif:f -1� t/ . £� � .�( ��rl-s ,?Gu,.�_ tfJl tJ:�"L� � y- ,L" . c/£c '-r'<l.�,,-:+. &�.,r. f ,  
. 

t ,  ' , ' .Jt d�LLdL(I..,,- � , /c: ....... J /£..�'-' ....... � <:... (?th<.�V<fl.....;:/""'--, 
'') /L-.,.,,� �.J�e f�>()�1 (<'�LI< � i!f!(�M,-&� � ... --:r" :rl'\ /{LL-(./tU (� e,,--<-� � U 
. v-h, �� �fY�<-c � ( ( �6) d�v' o!dl-tC�l� , 

�� �"--'-�'L � -Jc..'<l !(t"--'<-d Ie /74-C-o, 
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W e ,  the unde�slgned , jeSidents of Mineral County, 
opose tHe proposed route- of the Bonneville Power line 
which would go through our ounty . 

N� 
W, "t..L/O IYl (l. m()/J-I-/�.::u 
� .B/ �"" _ -·�t-[�u��CJ 
� �  � ,� 

-�G- '?�� f(�ru . .{d� ��) �vlU�� 
# LL--0-c:..12...-# .  -'1J.ui /�� ( 1� �� 

.!J en / y .c  J.. c"., A' ell 

��/i. � 
�� Z�7� -j�r� 
2f.�� � �tiJJ. tkn.� 
� , ?)i--;l?,�-.J. ::e�£lI/� 71oJ.� xiJd?...,p���� 6---- ��� · 

ADDRESS 

� /7o.7 '1'/1 (3,,,, ,,- 1 � <'J.. ,A L  15H:, It?fJ 
47: II�/ 4t..&7L/7� ,,4'. 
�4-(b I ALi5l;;l�/OI{) MT· 
� ?>J) �� 

f-\�\u..., tZ\-. � � /11-. 
It 0.5' 7 � Rei JL-,.flf gy-"c 

.5 I-IU- 5% S' 4/�� ".l4'J rI� 
tCf",.x £?J/ $er/o/7 ".¥/' /'Tfi'.£CJ 

$d � y  �7c:y.j;!/t. 6� 92-0 
Jj IS Yf3 � AL-D�A To /l 
�cj '13 9-
f3oXJ{!�'--� 
1J6J/9� � 
60 X,;)� 4.,6� 
@o/ /s'" �J/-;fJ-<57:f'cX) 
a.v .z ��.< -� S-7't�o_ 
t30 )(  ::2.0</ /'ut"£.(..W;.. S" 9 � -<-<9 

6'. -y .::l e' Y a4:: .... 4-;.. S-P f';2. ; 
/3 0  /".f7 /1 ;J L .c3.;F/,I-.,-<- :,- .., n .> 

.£rrx .!f, 7/f II/per 1 0"  I'rIT 5'tf;;Jr, 

� -Cl,l �-p .. /") :J/� -')....../-
a..v �..c. ,AJr-.,L-cL y t.a�V';� /f-<._ 

�. hJr ddd� Ai J/7M 

" 
, \Je, the undt'rsigned , rc s 1tJcn ts of Hlncr.l1 Coun t y ,  oppORe 
i the proposed route of the BonnC!vl11c Powcrl lnc \lhlch \lould roo through Ii 

I . �ur county. 
� 
I i f' · · ·· ·  .. T 
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\Je , tht2 un�h: T s i�nc(j , rc:; l(jcnts of i Uner"l Coun t )' ,  oppose 

the proposed route of the B(lnncv t l l c  rnucr1 1ne .. 'hich "'oulJ go through 

, our county. 

.�- . --. 

ATl!)!lES��, I -1--....:--

We, the undersigned, I\e s1dents o f  Mineral County , 

0F�ose the proposed ropte o� the Bonneville Power line 

�ch would go through, our county . 

� 

t��:!:t:� 
� IJ. /Iv:J .. �--ttL� 
� cC�d uJ K O-A/lr 

Jll)I..II1ESS 

r/it ;Z 8.- 5i1 8 � tJ1f 
.t:f. " I T , 

? b • .591 Stfl Vl 'r>l r. 
J3o'" !55 ..5�r(" io(, A..t-. 
;5.:>< ' 85-� -S 7 · 1<7 .!� 
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We , the uflc�T6ignc d . re::; 1 t1cnt6 oC Hiner .. l Coun t y ,  oppose 

the proposed route of the Bonnev i l l e  rouc r l ine which �oultl r.o through 

our county. 
----..!� 

I:A"lE 
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�- f - - - -1 .  
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'� , --:q---!��-� �.:; r4:;:; 
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We , the undertigned residents of Mineral County , oppose 

the proposed route of th,: Bonneville Powe rline which would go through 

our County. 
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NIlHE A DDRESS 
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Dear Mr. Johnson, 

Feb.4, 1 982 
St.Rt.Bx.5 
Alberton, Mt 

59820 

I am writing because I am ooncerned about one of the ohosen routee for the 
BPA transmission line. n.e route iia I'm talking about .. goes through the 
Ninem1le area and very near Alberton,Mt. I feel more truthful answers should 
be given about the effects of the noise on human and wildlife. Will C.B. and T.V. 

and radio tranem1ssion be affeoted? If so , this oould be unsafe for people 

Hving in the area. I "jeot to the line going so close to residential areas. 
People in these areas deserve better than tc h�e their property ruined, and their 
very lifestyle from which they gather spiritual strength, ruined. Why can't existing 

corridors be used? Why do you have to ruin Montana for people on the west ooas�? 
Even the jobs oreated will end up going to non-Iooal people. 

I get the horrible feeling this whole projeot is being propelled along 
by and for the benefit of a handful of people. I beg you to explore every alternative 
and I beg you to even question the need for a line if Washington Power just oanoelled 

two power plant projeots due to "lack of future need" (Ilhioh Montana Coop users 

also have to p� for) 
Please, you are a powerful entity and can set examples. QJUt following the 

typioal bureaucratio role. Be reasonable, truthful , sane and kind to Montana and 

its people. 

n.ankyou 

' t;1A  � Mart� � ach 

B, f. /f  1'1, S S O U / Gt , "t .  
Ge� rJ e 

A1te f'"  d l l: e " 
Yh e  e t I �J 
C� . I-J !l l ct 

o f 
,., , eo. 

. 

J / h S t h e 
/3 ,  f. /I .  

[ , 

t:( JJ  
f, " d 

Fe �. If I 19 8 2  
3". c ,  )IJ e r G � r f1 0. 1  fI , 1/ t: � til " R r. 
Ph, I ,? S b b rj ,  /ti t. 

511 5-3 

� b . S fI.l 
J. t h c G" � � / f �  
, I  

d l ff( c CJ I I: 
II e "J 
q 11, fh ' h J 

t o  b t: I I � Cl e /6 U 70/ /-Is 
I t, Cj 0 5 e. d I S  

h ad  fo 
q 

J e t teI'  l h 'eo 

/6V 

sa.J 
cJ 6 f l l ( Q i -c  4 f  I W " ()  r c  

.s� O () /ri 
I: 0 fa I fJJ I ii, � to, S 

g-e t )'0 U r clet tj fJ1 S 
tb J e t/, e ,.  

S O l  c e " e IJ J r C . � 
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l:&�It( (/, ;fa c: �� � . "qf;. tief t' e ( e.  .... t l4 t � v�  , 
/1", Pd t Lv ,  1 I  , � k1 S 

. 
1) e 4 r  C;; , r : 

Feb .4 I r S'.2 I f1 d 't tJ I Ih / 11 t, 
J".c .  J1erc e., r-

r a t t e ... J e J . t h e.  fe b . 3 r:..i 
'ha e e t I � � f t 4 e G ,.. 4 � I f c. � ll .  /-1 I ( I q >1 C I:-

h II h e  /3 .  P. /! • � Yo,,, 
Re p t" e.  S � .,  L t  t I � 'C..�t ftt I .... d �J .... ab D • 

r � �  f J E 4. � e d  . t h (J. t 10 1.1 q r e.. 
I 11 t e � c  � t e J. � h th e. p'e 0 r I � � li e  r 
a I L � h C! a t h e /"  q � r e( t s  t l. d t  
t � �  B . A !?  C l>\h1 e.  u f  w i t h  f1 r � ru "t "t / h j th e ' "  nU l ."  SO O }( V 
p � w e ,.. 1 1 � 'e. tA l"tJ U9 " )1d. )' IJ I II -e.. . 

t. . fc � 1  f- Ju d  th e i r. � h S l(} c r s  
to  S d "", c:  �el(: � l l l ;" s  w �  .. C! n 6 [ 

6 '" J J B u r � � r 4. t I Co h "j - W q s h b CI t a l s o  d I S h O h t S /- ,  
We � re th 4 17 Ir' .FCJ /  fo 'f' ( (l o r  re� ct ,.. cl tJIt� t th e. p e o p l e. C � }o, e  fi r s t I S ( l1 , c r e J.I �c . � 

• " _ _  � "' '''' _ _  A b l . . .... . . ... ..... . .  .... 
Box 204 
February 5 ,  1982 

L-,;t1)< - ; -iJ..'l' 

1-'11" . George J;.WI.)·idl�l. 
Bonnevi l l e  P ower I\" m 'i  n i. s t r a t i on 
Transmj ssion Cnol'cl. i � I:l t i un 
P .  C .  Box 4 3 2 7  
� i s � oula , hontnnd )9806 
Dear Sir : - M l(" %l- 3- \(  

I would like to go on record a s  being very much opposed to 
your routine that would go through Maxvi lle . I am a property 
owner just North of J.jaxville . 

I >Iould be agreeable to your line C D that wi l l  go south of �����% if you find it neces�a��
_
��

.

�onstruct yo=. line �n _ _ this 

- I'1 X - 6 3 0 " '!. / 
, , : . ,, .1 ' '. i l l  consider the number of people that t h i s  

. l ll ' '.,,>., l "  " _ ' , C> , . , , ' n  '1nd t a k e  t h e  route south o f  I'laxvi l l e .  -* 
S i n cerely your s ,  

J;� r· �� 
MO.fI( t il l "  , .  

---'\ 
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THREE MOUNTAIN SHIU:,. group quietly on • � " 
IloIM In Mont."'I', OIICI., Plrk, whir. thay � 

� : ' . . .... ) .... ' ... 1 .... unmoll,tld In I ParldlM of rOCk and ,no. ::r:: ,' """'\ 
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�;�n��if� �����dge 

rr rnnc';mi:""' ' i on C o o rdinati on PO Box 4327 
Hi e ' G oula , I,I t ,  59806 

D e8.Y Mr . Eskri dge , 

Februr" ry 4 , 198% 

The Grani te County Alli['nc e  would like to exnru[-s  i t�ec iation 
for your attend : nc e  and partic i pati on ret our public m oeting 
on F ebruary 3rd . ';' e c..re encourc:.ged to he:cr of your eXTJrec,'cd 
willingness to explore alt ernative routings through the Paxvil l e  
and wef:�t valley [ 1re[18 . It Wr' G the un2.nimoup c-v:t)rer-·sion of tho s e  
preD ont t h D t  y o u  should do thj ,." U' the routing you are currently 
c onei d erine; is abs olut ely unnc c epto.bl e . ],;nc loD eo. '010[:,0 find a 
c o py of the Greni t e  C ounty Alli n.nc e �; t , : t em en t of }'osi tion,  
v/hich cxnresnes our current vi cwe reg,�rding the four possible 
r outinp;s evn lur:. teri  by the Fore�t : : orvic o .  I t  fur ther : :ropoc·e[' 
alt ernative "],; " , a c orridor through which we b e li eve the beet 
routing through our area wo;)ld b e  l oc" ted . I "lU enc losj.ng n 
map which delineates thi s c orri d o r .  We ure;e you to s ori ously 
c ons ider a routing through this c orri d or , and to not merely 
eive lip s ervi c e  to the i d es_ _  I n  this regard , '-' 8 n r 8  further 
reques ting tho.t the BPA i nc lude language in the C>Taft EI::; 
to guarant e e  tha t addit i onal lines are b einp; revi ev:ed in thi s 
are a .  Mention of the c onsio.oratj on of a d d i t i onAl line" would 
thus l egi timi z e  ouch a chrcnge in the finpl d r"S t .  

Enc l o r ed nleD,[; e glso find a l e t ter t o  Charlie  ;::il l er which 
c ont:.: ins ['ugges Gi onc t o  modify the c ri t eria tho }'o reDt ' : eT'vi c e  
ID :r erun US O [;  in i ts eve.Iuati ons . f;".'he four r.-ugge;.' I,;cd ne\'l c r i  tcriG 
aro onee: Vlhich llonnevil l e  a l e o  neeos to uti l i c', e ',lOre fully "!hen 
evc,lua�ing routing por' sibi li ties through f.!n c.�,re(l . 'llhe�': e four 
cri tcn i n  reflect our f:lO s t  imnort2.nt c onc crn--the imnr1 c t  on 
rc,dd ontial and othor forms of pri vate l�nd us e .  

. 

''/ e f e el c omi dent thfCt our c ongroGsion:c l d el eg" . G i on i f' vlillinl', 
�o e un port Ut� in our 8. vt em�) b[� to c onvinc e Bonneville to fine :." 

route through "the ;,�axvil l e
' 

;,' nd \ i e L t  v8.ll ey p :r " e ; " :-� \/hj_ch � '.void f"' 
rCf' i Ci enti: ::1 r y ear Dno [-].vo i d � "  !;10re "privt:."t e  l:'n(�. . And \ : e  fur1iher 
b el i eve , hfl t it would be to your 8 riv"ntae;e to t'ike "he lendcr
"hi l'l role in finding a mor e Clcc ent,'ble rout e .  By " 0  o oing 
you wO , 'ld be r et "t;ing Q nei".' "'..")ro.ceo cnt vlhich 'v"!ould f:hov,' th[� t 
Bonnevi lle 'lac the "bi li ty Clne1 the w i l l i ngnes" to re,' pond t o  
l o c Cl I  c i ti zens ' c onc ernr' . 

c c :  Ch''I' li e l:li ller 
1Cv" n Barrett 
:PEt Duffy 
illiko C ooney 

" inc ercly ,  

A�b�0n 
Grnni 'G e  County Alli"nc e  
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(;ha r l i e  !Yli l l e r  Pro j ec t C o oni i n, ' t or 
U�"l':; PO Box 4 00 ,  ]>' ed en' l Bui l d ing 
But t e , Mt . 59703 
Dear Chnrli e ,  

}' ebr u" ry 4 ,  1982 

The Grani te C ounty A l l i n nc c  would l i k e  t o  e x p r e s �  its aTJprec iat;l.on 
for your a t t enrlanc e anri , . .  r t i c i D,, ·, i on � l  our nublic meeting on 
}'ebrun ry 3rd . We 0Y. Dcc i : < -] J.y : ' n) ene ouJ': �()( I to h e : ' T  of your 
w i l l ingnes E  to r e- ev,,'.l w , e t h e  c ri to ri " U:'crl �r w e ll as pos sible 
routing" thr'ouF,h the 1V, , , y.vi ll e ' no ,', e ,  t v,· U ey " reas . 

Enc l o r e d  ic a c opy of our ' t, t ern e n t  of ['0' i tion ,',': Wt'tfJ un&nimousl1 
pas s e d  Ft the me et inp; ,  '" w e l l "" " mn) whic h d el i ner' t e s  c orridor "Etl . Ar" you know , in 0UI' vi e,,"! thi : ['-:' 1'e8 d e : · eI've�; more r evi ew 
as a p o r c ible plac e for the line . 

In ligh c of th e view'>oint,·  e,.1Or e : '  ed at the me e t ing , we would 
l ilc e to , ugge: t th" t . ever"l new c ri te rin be u t i l i z ed in your 
future evnluu t j  on of thi � �  are2� .  Ij1he e o r e :  1)  Avoi d r e ,  i d enti,:, l nronerty . W e  hllve establi shed the 

princ i pal tha t ';l" mile from " r e !1i denc e is ,he minimum 
acc eptable di : 't'·mc e .  2 )  Avo id vi " ur, l im p " c t  on r e : i ii cnt i e l  nroperty .  

3 ) hvoi d c onc cnlr" t i on ' o f  rl olfl " , ' t i c  l i v e .  tock o n  nrive,�. 
prop e l ty . ' 

4 )  Avoid proiiuc t i v e  f H rm 01 '  l'CHlF;e la nr) on priva t e  property .. , 
Along w i th the:  e Dro lJo:· e rl n cl d i t i onul c ri t e ri a , Vie j)ropose that 

water � uf' l i ty ane vi ::unl imnar t on other th['n r e ,  id ential 
j)roperty be er,ch c OD" i d 0red p" only one c riterin inst ead of 'two . 

If the above ch" nge:' " 1 ' 8  ut i li � e d  in your eve lUEl.ti onc , w e  
b e l i eve ·chat your c onc lU: ' i om; w i ll more ad en unt ely r!"fl ec t the 
overall e nvi ronmentF.l.l i m n n c t  in thi � '  ,H'el:l t pnrti cularly as 
i t  i s  f e l t by tho:  e c i t i � enr who l i v e  8 nri work in this area 
fr'om d fl Y  t o  rky . 

W e  nTe l o ok i nr; f o T".\· · I'd (,0 ��:orki nr: I'_o ! 'n  e l o  e J .v '.'i i 'Ch you i n  
the fu vuTe o n  'L:n i �' r f� - ov:).lu" .tj. o n ,  : " ;111 f e e J  c oni'i ci ent tha t:; 
i f  '." e .... "' ork t og e t h e r  th: t we C' n C GIT, C! u n  \:. i : r. :J propo� ed routing 

which Y.' i l l  be l i. o r c r:c c c r. \ Lr' olr: f o r'  �:1 .l c onc e rned . 

c c : J;'v: n Ba.rret ' 
lliik e  C o oney 
Pet : ,ui'fy 
G e orge B" krii!ge 
Vic 1" o nd r: 

i ne P t ' e ly , 

,� � 
Ad c l e  Furb; , c�I1IIan 
Gnoni te C ounty Alli anc e 

Grani te C ounty Alliance 

tnternent of l'o i tion 

fi egarding JanuDry 28 , 1982 }'ore " t ' ervice I . r .  'I' eam Evaluation 
of Ad diti onal Aligmncnt<! for the Gnrrif' on":O poknr..e 500kv 

T ranc;m1(" ' i o n  Line throu,o;h ll'f' xvi ll e Are a .  

1 .  Line ( C O !  l 'i (� o ; ) .E l '  O\U r !''C f l ' l TC d  routiT� nren. 

2 .  Line C.p luD-]) c oul e, b e  � n  ac c eptab l e alternative to 1ine E 
provi d erl r' ome minor fid j u" tmentc. w ore made . Line C-p1ue-D 

d o e r, ful ly mee � ou, '  mn j o r  reu uirement the, t the line avoid 

TOf'i d en c e:; • 

3 .  Any movCLlcnt LO t hr, north o f  l i n£' ';-rlu,'-1' would be 

ab:_: olut cly UJ!: . .; c c e fjtabl c .  

4 .  Line A i "  une c c e ot"bl e .  

5 . Line C i e '  unD c e e llt" bl e .  

6 .  I,ine II VI" n('v� r rrOlootcd by U01 . 
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EVIE 

Ma. "'dele Pur by • ChairperaCZl 
O""ite Co..,ty Ullanoa 
Star loute-
BaU. Mr 59837 

Dar Ma. Ptrbyl 

MAR 1 � 1982 

TbaDk you tor your letter ot PebnJAry _. 19 82 . It re intoroea our 
llIIIIer.t&Ddins ot tha Oranita County ... lllanoe oonoerna e!>out the proposed 
Bmuel'Ula P"".r ... da1n1BtraUCII project .. it "",uld p.u near Haxvlll .. .  
V . .... sorry t or  the delll3' o t  thl8 reapoDlle, i t  .. as "aused in part by our 
Cllso1ns meetinge an th1e subjeot . 11' ... . ..  JOU are ""are . haa been 
d_l1ns with the HaZ1'1 lle ooncerns aino. a ..... r 1 981 . when .... Ungl' first 
ooaurred with landownars end omcemed OUiUM in th .. ar .. a • 

..... part ot th1e msoins repona. to your oonce rns .  we hue dl8 """sed the 
alt .. tim witb U.S Poreat S ....... 108 rep .... entativ .. e and have ettended 
se""MI1 ... tinp witb usrs pareonuel to add our into"" aU on to their 
enl .. tima . 
Ve baY. alao bald 8 ....... 1 diaouaaton. wi tbin .nd outside 11'.... inoluding 
dl8 au .. iOlll witb Congr .... ioDlll repr ... ntBU ves to axplain the EIS prooe .. 
tbroU&h ¥biob the qancy will d_l with .",pated ohanges 1n the rout • 
• 11 .... ent. &1 ..... ." axamined in the dratt dOOUllent. Thla proce.s 1e 
d isouaaed b.l"" .nd is .ore COlipreh.Dlli""ly oove ... d in the copy ot the 
Plan tor En1'1ronmlllltal Studies • •  neloaed tor your into""aU on .  

The process . regulated b y  the Counoil <II Environmental QU!ll1ty. provid"" 
tor tull aDd thorough oonsider.Um ot all - OCIIIII.nta a nd  "onoer"" ot those 
within the atudy area ot any given project . Sooping meetinga. tor 
instance. IIUat be held throughout the arM in the iniUal .t.gea ot 
study. ao tbat area. needing attention 1181 be approprhtely identi fi ed .  
SUM lleeUnga .. ... bald i n  DrUlDllond and CllntCZl. Monta na .  8ID oog  other 
towna . 1n M81 ot 1981 . Subsequent .tudies .nd .val .. U CII s were based . in 
part . on intonlBtiOll reoei ved through t.he � ... Ung • •  nd oOllltent l etters 
submitted then. 
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1111111 .ajOl' abaIIa- auob .. di ""rgent rouUne al ternati vea ariae later In 
the pro ... , parUGllrly att.r the studles and the ranting ot all routes 
bue belli a.-pletld and the !IlI IheIr iJI well Into dratt stalP' , CEQ 
reculllt.lcme allCil tor auob input to be ooo81derec1 at a parti Ol l ar  atalP' 
In"th. proo..... Th. r.ponalbl. Federal .pnoy 18 directed, by 
reculllt.lcm , to oaIa1der .uob ohangea and to report at all reaulta ot auch 
stucIJ. TbiJI step tak. pleae d\lrlne the OOIIIIIent process: that iJI, durlne 
tb. period ot ti.e vben tb. completed draft EIlI le lIed e ava ilable tor 
publlo revi ... throughout the stud)' ar .. and the country. Regulations 
apaolty tbe ftl'loua 1I0d .. ot reapatae an agency must lIake . To asalre )'ou 
that tull and .ati.raotary r ... ponae must and wi ll  be made, I eno1 ose a 
copy or the ".palaa to OOIIIIIeDta" .... otlon tro. the CEQ regulaUona . 

BPi d Ollll rully recopl1E. the aerlouaneae ot Y0lr Inte rest In the Ma nille 
routinea. V. alao reoosnlze that revl ... a don. by the USPS U)eerl oc1ge ) do 
not tully addr_ the aoa1al impaota on private/agri oultural land. V. 
..... botb bound and _Uted to review1na thoa. odDoema, but w can lDIlIce 
DO d .oiJIl l11 III turther studies until th. draft RIll iJI reviewed and the 
.-t.nshe atudles already OO1IIpht ed  ov.r the past two and ata-halt )'!lIra 
hav. �lved the opportunity tor publla OCIIIIleDt. The publl0 OOOIIIent 
perlod, to beglD thiJI month with the 1Ia1l1na ot the EIlI, will exteoc1 
until K., 28 ,19112. BPl will hold m •• Unp throughout the stud)' area to 
reoehe oooaenta durlna the aonth ot April and extending Into Hay. Ve 
alBO .xpeat to reoahe Dumeroua vrUtlll OOIIIIlents through our Transmisslon 
Coord1llaticm om aa lhare ID Ml .. oula. 
The H!2'i (RaUonal In'li roraental PollO)' lot) procesa , outlined In our 
Plan tor !!Irrlronmental Studl es ,  then apeol n. es  that w oooalder and 
anat E,. aU _enta aed. , ao that ooncerna arising therein lIay be 
Btudled and reapatded to In the n.nal RIll. It Ie lloot Important that all 
oon .... r .. be hard betore OCIIIII1tments or other deol81 011B are mede on any 
aineh .... p.nt or all1&1. ooo 08m . Only then oan n.nal studles be med a, 
edjuataent. (it .. rranted ) lIIade , and .xplanations prelBrec1 to eerve aa 
the final BIS. Th1a shIP' will begin dUring the aummer; the n. .. l BIll ia 
not expeotec1 out until tall 1982. The Reoord ot Deois l on ,  the tonaal and 
fi na l  ohol O8 ,  oamot take place until J) daya atter the Final BIll Is 
lssued. 

The NBPi proceaa, whloh asa1 811s oertalD eatime to oertaln till .... , 1181 
a_ oumberaao. cr tOnlal. It 1& designed , however, to protect the 
intereate ot the publio and to ensur. that all OOO Cems are glvan thelr 
due wlght . BPi would he willlne to lIIeet with the U llanoe to exple1n 
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the IIlI Into",aUcm and to a ugpst to the 1 1 11ance wh at you might best do 
to prepare tor the DNlllllond meeting ID April or tor wrltten comments on 
the draft KIll. Dan B laan1ua , T_II Leader, Tim HurrQ , a nd I could most 
88al1y ooordinat. our aohec1ul. to meet nsxt week, It that a uita you. 

It "uob a ••• una would be helpful, pl_se give lie a oall at the 
Miasoula omaa (1-800-332-2421) . Thank you tor your IBtienoe In 
..... lUng "our reply. 1 look torward to meeting with you again. 

2 Bno1osures 

001 
lar1 aeiMd - OSPS ebarU, HIUar - nsrs 
Hr. Mike Coon.y 
Bono ... bl. M.x Bau CIla , Otn.oe 

Mr. Pat Durty 
B<I1I .... ble Pat Vlll1 ama '  o m 08  

Hr .  haD Barrett 
Honorable Jolin Maloher ' s  O m 08  

Sln08rel)" 

oei.S/I!Skrldllll , P roJ eot Coordinator 
HiJlsoula Coorc11 oation Otn.ce 
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Earl M. Pruyn, D.V.M. 

Minott E. Pruyn, D.V.M. 

Rollett A. Pruyn, D.V.M. 

Dick E. Richardson, D.V.M. 

PR UYN VETERINA RY HOSPIT A' 

Large and Small Animals 

} e:,ruary 1 1  t 1 9?,2 

onneville Power Admi nistration 
George Eskridge 
.'ox 4327 
Missoula. �IT 59R06 

Dear f,,(J. Eskridge: 

2501 Russell Street 

Missoula, MT 59801 
Phone 251-4150 

I have examined the proposed route for crossing at rien 
Creek which is west of Missoula. This entails placement 
of road5 in an unroaded area and will encourage travel, 
potential fir e ,  and damage that I feel is unnecessary in 
view of an alternate rou t e ,  basicaly following the C.raves 
Creed divide. I would appreciate the consideration o f  
t h e  alternate route. 

EMP/pwn 

Sincerely, '<J {A)ll/!t/;{ '/ / iL / 
Earl E. Pruyn ,  D'if.: I 

Ul'ited States Senate --MANAGER 

JtM{t�ryR �� �1l2 U.S I 
MAX BAUC Mont 

-r- --
TOS-5- 1 --

m� _ ___ I-= 
Ac1lo,. TaJ.._ 
o AN'- 0"" UlU 

Washington, D.C 20. 
. (202) 214-21 

Mr .  Peter Johnson 
Adm i n i strator 
Bonneville Power Adm i n i  
P . O .  Box 3621 
Port l and , OR 97208 
Dear Mr . Johnson : 

KALISPEll D 0 
t r a t i o&;I�K 

REC�!\,�D 
FEB  12 1982 

I, """ 

At t h e  end of Decemhe r ,  a member of my s t af f  conduct e d� 
three pub l i c  meet i n gs in Missoula and St . Reg i s , Montana 
concerning Bonneville ' s  proposed twin 500 kv power l i nes . 
Thank you for making avai l ab l e  several Bonn e v i l l e  personnel 
for t h ese ·meet ings . Wh ile ,  as you know, I s t rongly disagree 
with Bonnevi l l e ' s  i n t e rpre t a t i o n  of its aut hor i t y  to construct 
these l ines east o f  t h e  Flathead Reservation and wit h Bonne
v i ll e ' s  decis ion not to comply wit h Montana ' s  Maj or Fac i l i t i e s  
S it ing Act , neverthe l e s s , I appreciate any e f forts Bonne v i l l e  
makes t o  respond t o  t h e  needs o f  residents along t h e  pro
posed rout e s .  Lommlnee 

Several ques t i on s were raised at  these mee t i ngs , and I 
woul d  appreciat e your review and respons e .  

Environment an, 
Public Worlc 

Residents at St  Regis sugg e s t e d  t h e  possibi l i t y  of rout ing 
the l in e  along what . i s  known' a s  the "CC Divide" -- an 
al t e rn a t i ve that I understand may p l ace the l i nes over 
primarily f ederal lan d.  I wo uld appreciate your direct ing 
that this alternative be thoroughly re-reviewe d .  From comments 
at the meet ing , I am concerned t hat engineering and cost 
factors may have led t o  the premature abandonment o f  t his 
possible route even  though i t  may  ha v e t he  leas t  impact on 
area res idents . 

1 .  How much private land could be avo ided by using something 
closer t o  the CC Divide route i n s t e ad o f  the proposed possible 
southern rout ing n e ar St . Regis? 

2. How many peop l e  would have the l i nes run n in g  through their 
lands o r  within s i ght  o f  their residences on these d i f feren t 
rout es? 

' 

3 .  What are the specific e n g i n e e ring dif feren ces of the two 
routes t h at might suggest one over the other? 

4 .  What are t h e  expected cost dif ferences of t h e  two rout e s ?  

Finane 
Judiclar: 

Small Busines 

Billings 
657'{'790 

Bozeman 
586-610'1 

Butte 
7BHl700 

Gre'I F,II, 
761-1574 , Helena ' +19-5480 
Missoula 
na-20'1] , 
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14R. PETER JOHNSON 
January 22 , 1982 

5. What are the environmental impact differences o f  these 
two routes? 

6 .  What would be the benefits and costs of rout ing the lines 
close to the existing Milwaukee Railroad right-of-way -- another 
possibility raised at t his meeting? 

Concerning the , Miller Creek portion of the possible southern 
rout e ;  I understand that' Bonneville believes that fotir-to-s:l:x:.: 
l an downers would,'be able to' see' the power lines from' their 
homes. Please forward to me the details . 

7. Specifically i' wha,t, residents in the Miller Creek are a '  would 
be able to see the p'ciwer lines from their homes should this 
route be chosen? 

8 .  What economic impacts o n  each of these people and others 
i n  the Miller Creek area are foreseen? I � particularly 
interested in BPA ' s  assessment of land valuation changes . 
People, l iving in this area do ,so to a great extent because of 
its scenic and recre,at ional , value in relative proximity to 
Missoula. 

' 

9. How does Bonnevi lle intend to compensate ,people who are 
economically', damaged, by land devaluations , or, in other ways 
even though'� the l ines do not cross their particular lands? 
Please explain Bonnevi l le ' s  mandatory and discretionary 
aut hority as well as Bonnevi lle ' s  past practices in implementing 
these aut&orities and any relevant court decisions. 

10. What specific economic impact s  has Bonneville ident ified 
t o  date on l'ocal government s ,  residents , and others in 
Missoula and Mineral Counties?' Please explain your work to 
date in identifying these impacts , -- particularly impacts on 
residents and land-owners affected by the line s ,  but who do 
not own the lands t hrough which the lines would pass. As part 
of this response ,  please explain for me the effects the lines 
might have on Mineral County ' s  law enforcement radio communications . 

1 1 .  what issues and impacts have been identified at this t ime 
in, the Maxville area? Please explain for me the various routes 
being considered in this area. I ' m  particularly concerned about 
a suggestion that has been made to me b'y local residents that 
Bonneville should more closely study a possible route apprOXimately 
mid-way between Maxvi l le and Phi ll ipsburg that would be almost 
ent irely on public lands . 

Page Three 

MR. PETER JOHNSON 
J anuary 2 2 ,  1982 

12. What is the projected timetaol.e at this pDint ,' for 
Bonnevi lle ' S  publishing the' draft environmental impact 
statement? 

Thank ' you for your assistance . 

With best personal regards , r am 
Sincerely . 

��� 
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Department of Energy 
BPA Transmi s s i o n  Coord ination 
A t t n :  A l  S t o c ker 
P . O .  Box 4 3 2 7  
Mi s s o u la , MT . 5 9 8 0 6  

Dear Mr . S t ocker : 

Gary A .  Morr i s o n  
A n n e  M .  �orri s o n  
9 3 29 T u r n  S t r e e t  
J u neau , AK 9 9 8 0 1  
February 1 7 ,  1 9 8 2  

W e  are hereby r e f u s ing you entry onto our property for any 
a c t i v i t i e s  a s s o c ia t e d  w i t h  t he Garr i s o n-Spokane Proj ec t .  

The Dept . o f  Energy ( BPA ) , any c oopera t i n g  government agency or 
any private c on t r a c t o r  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  the afore mentioned 
proj e c t  are hereby n o t i fied t hat they wi l l  be s ubj e c t  to arre s t  
for t r e s p a s s  i f  t hey e n t e r  our property i n  S e c t i o n  4 ,  T 8N ,  R 1 3 W ,  
Gra n i t e Count y ,  Mont ana . 

We have a number of reasons for our " e f u s i n g  your r e q u e s t  a t  
thi s t ime . They m a y  b e  helpful t o  y o u r  agency i n  future d e a l i ngs 
w i t h  t he pub l i c  - hop e f u l l y  i n  a more civil manne r .  

1 .  Your age n c y  h a s  b e e n  working o n  t h e  E I S  for t h i s  proj e c t  
for w e l l  over a year . You c o u l d  have very e as i ly re searched 
all p o t e n t i a l l y  affected land owners a t  t hat t ime and involved 
t hem in all p ha s e s  of the s c op i n g  p r o c e s s , i n  development of 
the DE IS , in i d e n t i fy i n g  p u b l i c  i s s u e s  and i n  the i n i t i a l  
deve lopment o f  a l t ernat ive s . You d i d  n o t  do t h i s  and it i s  
very d i s t urbing t o  u s  as i n t i ma t e l y  a f fe c t ed land owners . 

2 .  You write to us at t h i s  very late dat e ,  do not ask our 
involvement in the proj e c t , but rather s i mp ly come to u s  
" hat in hand" e xp e c t i n g  u s  t o  give y o u  fu l l  c o ope r a t i o n  a s  
you prepare t o  rape t he sma l l  p i e c e  o f  l a n d  w e  c o n s i d e r  s o  
v e r y  important . 

3 .  We are in ab s o l ut e , t o t a l  d i sagreeme n t  
t o  p l a c e  t h i s  f�c i l i t y  over o u r  porpert y . 
entry is one of t h e  sma l l  way s by whi c h  we 
your propo s e d  a c t i o n . 

w i t h  your propo s a l  
T h i s  r e f u s a l  o f  
i n t e n d  t o  prote s t  

W e  have been p lanning for years t o  eve n t u a l l y  c o n s t r u c t  our 
r e t i rement home o n  this sma l l  p i e c e  of land . A� you w e l l  know , 
t he a c t i v i t y  you prop o s e  i s  an irreve r s i b l e  and irretri evab l e  
c ommitment t h a t  w i l l  render t h i s  nine a c r e s  t o t a l ly u s e l e s s  for 
t h i s  and any r e l a t e d  a c t ivit i e s . There are very few long-t erm 
a c t ivi t i e s  undertaken b y  humans t h a t  have such a d e v a s t � t i n g  
a d v e r s e  affect on t he environment as a 5 0 0  k V  power ' ' n e ( ar.d 
the s t rong p o s s i b i l i t y  of future l i n e s  adj a c en t ) .  

- 1 -

page 2 ( S t oc k e r  l e t t e r )  
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I n  summary , I was b o rn and r a i s e d  i n  the Maxv i l l e  are a ,  know the 
land int imat e l y , and could have b e e n  c o n s u l t e d  and i n v o l ve d  in 
work on this proj e c t  t o  d e v e lope good viab l e  a l t e rnat ives that 
wou ld have b e e n  a c c ep t a b l e  to u s  and other Max v i l l e  r e s i d e n t s  
and l a n d  owner s . You have c h o s e n  to ignore u s  unt i l  n o w  when 
you find y o u r s e l v e s  i n  need o f  our c oopera t i o n . You are not 
going to get t h i s  c o opera t i o n . In fac t , y o u  are now facing a 
f i ght every s t e p  of the way on t h i s  proj e c t . 

T h i s  property i s  in j o i n t  owner s h i p , in f u t u re c orrespondence 
please a d d r e s s  b o t h  owners . 

c c : George E s kr i d ge , BPA 
S e n a t o r  John M e l cher 
Senator Max Baucus 

Good Lu c k , 

�/-d71� �)n, � 
Gary A .  Morr i s o n  
Anne M .  Morri son 

Repre s e n t a t i ve Pat W i l l iams 
Marvin Dage l ,  Grani t e  C o .  S h e r i f f  
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Bonneville Power Administration 
Transmission Coordination 
P,O, BOll: 4327 
Missoula, Montana 59606 

Sire. 

Feb. 21, 1962 
ll6 10th A ve .  S .  
Mt .  Vernon, Iowa 52314 

Regarding y<JUr letter of February 5, 1962 I am extremely upset by the 
possibility that a 500-kV transmission line is proposed to cross II\Y 
property in Missoula County, The property is first and foremost a 
rell1'eational acreqe (but with no tiJllber potential) anel nothing could be 
IIIOre distaatetul. to me or any future cnmer than a pOlmr line crossing the 
propertT' The distinct implication in your letter is that should this 
route be selected I will in some measure be compensated by means of an 
easement. Though the route is planned to cross only the northern edge 
and northeast corner of the propertT its TBlue to me or any one else 18 
diminished to virtually zero--it might .... well run through the middle. 
therefore insist that should this route be the final one that I be 
o"""enaated fully for the entire fair market value of the property, 

co I ConcressMBn Pat Williams 
Senator John Melcher 
Senator Max Baccus 

Sincf/.8ly, </d£. 
L/{i<'"«f < � 

David L, Lyon 

Department o f  Energy 
BPA Transmission Coordinat ion 
P . O .  Box 4 3 2 7  
Mi ssou l a , MT 5 9 8 0 6  
Attn : George Esk ridge 

Dear Mr. Eskridge : 

Gary A. t-1orrison 
9 3 2 9  Turn Street 
Juneau, AK 9 9 8 0 1  
March 3 ,  1982 

I am routi n S'  to you the attached copy o f  our reply t o  Hr . 
Stocke r ' s  recent request for access onto our property near 
Maxvi l l e .  

\�e f e e l  your department ( public involvement 7 )  i s  priroari l y  
a t  fault f o r  the c urrent s t rong adverse feelings to>1ards the 
Garri son-Spokane Project in the Maxv i l le area. 

' .  ( '/ 
Gary A. Morri son 
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Department of Energy 
BPA Transmi s s i o n  C o o r d i n a t i o n  
A t t n :  A l  S t oc k e r  
P . O .  B o x  4 3 27 
M i s s o u l a , MT . 5 9 8 0 6  

Dear Mr . S t o c ker : 

Gary A .  Morr i s o n 
Anne M .  Morr i s o n 
9 3 2 9  Turn S t r e e t  
J u n e au , A K  9 9 8 0 1  
February 1 7 , 1 9 8 2  

W e  are hereby r e fu s i ng y ou entry o n t o  our property for any 
a c t i v i t i e s  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  the Garri s on-Spokane Proj ec t .  

The Dept . o f  Energy ( BPA ) , any c o opera t i n g  government agency or 
any private c o nt ra c t or a s s o c i a t e d  with t h e  afore m e n t i oned 
proj e c t  are hereby n o t i fi e d  that t hey will be s u b j e c t  t o  arrest 
for trespass if t hey enter our property in S e c t i o n  4 ,  T 8 N , R 13W , 
Gran i t e  Count y , Montana . 

We have a number of r e a s o n s  for our r e f u s i n g  your requ e s t  a t  
t h i s  t i me . They may b e  h e l p fu l  t o  y o u r  agency In future d e a l i n g s  
w i t h  the pub l i c  - hop e fu l ly i n  a more c i v i l  manne r .  

1 .  · Y our agen c y  h a s  b e e n  worki n g  on t h e  E I S  for t h i s proj e c t  
for w e l l  over a year . You c o u l d  have very e a s i ly r e s e a r c h e d  
a l l  p o t e n t i a l ly a f f e c t e d  l a n d  o w n e r s  at t hat t i m e  a n d  i n v o lved 
t hem i n  all phases o f  the s c op i n g  p r o c e s s ,  i n  deve lopment of 
the DE I S ,  i n  i d e n t i fy i n g  pub l i c  i s s u e s  and i n  t he i n i t i a l  
deve l opmen t  o f  a l t e rnat ive s .  Y o u  d i d  n o t  d o  t h i s  and i t  i s  
very d i s t urb i n g  t o  u s  as i n t i ma t e ly affe c t ed land owners . 

2 .  You wr i t e  to us at t h i s  v�ry lat� da t e ,  do not a s k  our 
.i nvolvement i n  t h e  proj e c t ,  but -ra-t"her"s"Imp l y  c ome t o  u s  
" hat i n  h a n d "  exp e c t i n g  u s  to give you fu l l  c o ope rat i on as 
y o u  prepare t o  rape t h e  sma l l  p i e c e  o f  land we c on s i d e r  s o  
v e r y  important . 

3 .  We are in a b s o l u t e ,  t o t a l  d i sagreement 
t o  p l a c e  t h i s  fac i l i t y  over our porper t y . 
e n t ry Is one of t h e  sma l l  ways by w h i c h  we 
your prop o s e d  a c t i o n . 

wi t h  your prop o s a l  
T h i s  r e fu s a l  o f  
i n t end t o  p r o t e s t  

We h a v e  b e e n  p lanning f o r  y e a r s  t o  event u a l l y  c o n s t r u c t  o u r  
r e t i reme n t  home o n  t h i s  s m a l l  p i e c e  o f  land . A s  y o u  w e l l  know , 
t h e  a c t i v i ty y o u  prop o s e  i s  an irrever s i b l e  and i r r e t r i evab le 
c ommitment that w i l l  render . t h i s  n i n e  a c r e s  t o t a l l y  u s e l e s s  for 
t h i s  and any r e l a t e d  a c t i v i t i e s . There are very few long-t erm 
a c t i v i t i e s  undertaken b y  humans that have s u c h  a d e v a s t a t i n r,  
a d v e r s e  affe c t  on t h e  envi ronment as a 5 0 0  k V  p o w e r  l i n e  ( a nd 
the s t rong p o s s i b i l i t y  of future l i n e s  a d j a c ent ) .  

- 1 -

page 2 ( S t oc k e r  l e t t e r ) 

In summary , I was b orn and ra i s ed j n  t h e  Maxv i l l e area , know the 
land i n t imat e l y , and could have b e e n  c on s u l t e d  and i n v o l ved i n  
work on t h i s  proj e c t  t o  d e v e l ope g o o d  v i a b l e  a l t e rn a t i v e s  t ha t  
would have b e e n  a c c ep t ab l e  t o  u s  a n d  o t h e r  Maxvi l l e r e s i d e n t s  
a n d  l a n d  owner s .  Y o u  h a v e  c h o s e n  t o  i gnore u s  unt i l  n o w  when 
you find yours e lv e s  i n  need of our c oo p e ra t i o n . Y o u  are n o t  
g o i n g  t o  get t h i s  c o operat i o n . In fa c t , y o u  are now fac i n g  a 
f i ght every s t e p  of t h e  way on t h i s proj e c t . 

This property i s  in j o i n t  own e r s hi p ,  in fu ture corr�sp ondence 
please a d d r e s s  b o t h  owners . 

c c :  Ge orge E s k r i dge , BPA 
Senator John Me l c h e r  
S e n a t o r  Max B a u c u s  

G o o d  Luck , 

Gary A .  M o r r i s o n  
Anne M .  Morr i s on 

Repre s e n t a t i ve Pat Wi l l i ams 
Ma rvin Dage l , Gra n i t e  C o .  S h e r i f f  
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Mr. George Eskridge 
Project Information 
Bonneville Power Administrat ion 
Transportation Coordination Office 
Box 4327 
�.Boula, MT 59806 
Dear Mr . Eskridge: 

MONT ANA CHAPTER 
1 3 4  River Pines Road 
Missoula, HI 59801 

February 24,  

The encloaed resolution documents reasons for the Montana Chap ter, American 
Fisheries Society'  opposition to the proposed crossing of lower Rock Creek 
with the two BPA 500 KV power1ines. 

We do not feel the adv�rBe significance of the visual and sediment impact 
has been adequately evaluated . The Rock Creek f ishery is among the most 
nationally recognized and important in western Montana. Visitors from most 
States in the U . S .  annually visit this stream . Its relatively undeveloped 
character is symbolic to many visitors of the Rocky Moun tain Wes t .  

A s  a professional society represent ing Fisheries Biologists and other pro
fessionals working in f isheries science , we feel that the other corridors do 
not have the significance to f isheries habitat and values as this route does . 

Regardless of what route is chosen , professional fisheries expertise at the 
local level should be involved in des ign of streamcrossings and review of 
construct ion activities. Mitigation opportunities should be identif ied and 
incorporated into the proj e c t .  

Would you please include this letter and resolution as part of the record in 
your EIS process and include us on your mail ing list for addit ional informa tion. 

ny ' 

�;��L-
MOntana Chapter . �:��an Fi�heries Society 

CUI/_ 
Enclosure 

I 
I . , ... � ... 
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ameR I C an  f i S He R i e s  S O C l etJ \ 

MONT A N A  C H A P T E R  

Whereas the Bonneville Power Administration study team is consider ing the 
placement of two 5 00-KV powerlines across Rock Creek near Clinton ,  Montana. 
Md 

Whereas Rock Creek is d esignated a Blue Ribbon trout stream by the S'tate 
of Montana, and 

Whereas the criteria for designation as a Blue Ribbon Trout Stream includes 
the four criteria of public access, recreation oppor tunities, aesthetics, 
and trout produc tivity, and 

Whereas tower access, road s ,  tower pads and cons truct ion of such a powerline 
would threaten to ad� "add i t ional sediment to Rock Creek, and 

Whereas the proposed powerline and towers would be massive intrusions on 
the near natural aesthetics of Rock Creek canyon , and 

Whereas the impact of this powerline would seriously degrade the experience 
for fishermen and other users of this nat ionally recognized stream, 

Therefore be it resolved that the Montana Chapter of the American Fisheries 
Society strongly opposes the rout ing of such power line and establishment of 
a corridor across Rock Creek. 
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WEST 5l0rE CKAI'TO 

G eo o r' 9 t- E t·: r· i G ;  

t": -3. f  ( f", 5 ,  j ::;08.:: 

P r o j e c t  � t o � �a t i 0 � O f f i c e 
B o rl n � v i � � P0W� � A � m l n i s t r'a t l o n 

I r-arl s, p (;;- a t i .:.n C (. e. r d i n 03. 't i o rt (l f f i .: €<  
B.)x 4327 
M i s s o u � � ,  M G n t a r, .::i 59806 

Mr . Es . "' 1 ,: 9 02 : 

L ---/i!C- ;;Z - ;; 73-
A1S 

T he � � � t 2 1 o � e  C �, a D� e� o f  T � o u t  U n l i m i t e d  i s  0 D P 0 � e G  t o  t t, e  
p r o P o E i j c r o 7 s i n 9 o f  l (l w e r  R o c k  C r e e L- W l t �  t h �  BP4 � - 5 �� K v  
P o w e r l : -· � E .  

T h i s r 0 � E i n g W 0  l d  v l a t e  t �  v i E u a l  c r : t e r i a  t � a t  

e s t a b  l i 't � e �  R o c  e r e  a s  a E U �  R i � t' 0 n  T � 0 � t  S t �' e � rr, ;  
s pe c i  1 ·: -3. 1 1 '{ u.'f" <2 e l e fi l S !' ')lL" 2 f' S , E IJ � F 2 rl lj '? I: 1 l rt €.- w l t h  
a i r c r � � �  �a r n i n S ( e 9 ,  ) r a 0 S �  b a l l s )  � n �  � i 2 (' : l a t e a  a c c e s s  
r o a d s  w 0 u l d  i e r : 0 � s l �' d e t r a c t  f � on! t h e � s t � � t l C  va � u e s  o f  
t he l o� * r  c a n Y 0 � .  P r e v I O U S  f i i h e �nlan p r € f e r e n c e  s t u d i e s  
h av� d o c u m e n t e d  t h a t  e � t h e t i c  a n d  p l e a � a � t  s o u r r o u n c i n g �  a r e  

a s  i mp � r t a n t  t o  f i s h e r m a n  a s  c a t c h i r, 9  f i s n .  M o s t  o f  t h e  
R o c �  c r' e � k  f i s h i n g a c t i v i t·(  t a k e s  p l a c e  i n  t h e  l ow e �  c a n Y o n  
a n d  mo s t  a c c e s s  b y  f l s h e r mar, t a � e s  p l a c e  v i a  t h e  m u t �  o f  

R o c k  Cr e � k .  Th e � e f o r· e .  t h e  f i s h e � rnan- r e c � e a t 1 0 n i !  v i � u a l  
i ITI P a c 't  1 5  d i ::. D ,:, r p ,) [ ..t l o r, a t ...:- __ .l.!:,. t h 0  p e r- c e r! .f: -3. 9 E- .) 'f HI) �.: Cr e '. H  

a f f � c t � .j .  R .) _: � · C r' e e k  f i !. r, i n9 i s  i IT! p o r· t a r, t  t- .: .) n ')ITt 1 a l l y , a !. 
i t  �e � c s  to c a u s e  t o u r i s t s  p a s s i n g t h r u  t h e  M i s E O U  a a r e a  t o  

�- p£o n ,j  nlor-� t i n-Ie . ... 

We a l � .) f � e l  t h a t  .a d d i t i o n a l  a c ': e ::· r· (. a d ::. a rl � d v e j' � e l y  
a f f e c t  f 1 s he r i e s  h a b 1 t a t  a n d  a c � y -3.  i o: e � v i  o n m : n t s  �y 
i nc r E'a i 09 .s e d i n-,..;o n t a t i c. n .  In -3. d d i  i (. rl t o:- h i z· p (.we r· l i n 9 ,  lLle 

f e e l i �. l (l I:a t' l .) n  i :  ;;:. p r· e c e d e r, t  f o r- '::" tJ 'J i � l (' rl ;' ·' u t 1 l  i t i e ::. .  
T h e  R o  � C r e e k  a r e a  d o e s  n o t  have s u i t a D l e  t e r r i a n t o  
a C C Qrt'a a t �  an .... u t i  1 i t l €' :-. •  

We r e � u � .s t  t h a t  t h i s  l e t t..;or b e c o m €  Fa r t  � f  Y o u r  p u b l i c  

i nv o l veffie n t .  

Answered 4 / 1 3/82 GEEskr!d�e-ETJ-21 

S i r, ,: re r e l y , 

�� 
Ray

' 
Pr 1 1 1  
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STATE OF IDAHO J. · OI.- 5· � 'f1 

DEPARTMENT OF LA NDS 
Pend OreiUe Lake Area Office 
P. O. Box 909, Sandpoint, Idaho 83864 

March 1 9 , 1 982 

George Eskride 
Project Infonnation Officer 
BPA Transmi ssion Coordination Office 
1 620 Regent 
P . O .  Box 4327 
Missoul a ,  MT 59806 

Attenti on:  lou Drei son 

Dear Mr. Drei son : 

On March 1 2 ,  1 982, I met wi th leu Bohl concerni ng the tentative l ocation 
of BPA l i nes on State endowment l ands . I have met wi th Mr. Bohl on two 
previous occasions.  I t  appears that your l andscape peopl e prefer to l ocate 
the l i ne as col ored in red on the attached map .  I f  the BPA must l ocate 
thi s  l i ne on State endowment l and ,  this office i ns i sts that i t  fol l ow the 
section l i ne route shown in blue as d i scussed wi th your engi neers a month 
ago and as mentioned in our l etter of June 3, 1 981 . 

The route colored i n  red which bi sects State l and wou l d  el imi nate more 
val uabl e,  highly productive north sl ope timber l and than the section l i ne 
l ocation. It would a l so cross two tree plantations which the Department 
has i nvested many dol l ars i n  s i te prep and planti ng . Furthermore , i ts 
l ocation wou l d  make management of the rema i n i ng State l and more cumbersome 
in that i t  bi sects our ownersh i p  at an ang l e .  Powerl i nes present problems 
when deal i ng wi th forestry operations such as l ogging , road bui l d i ng and 
sl ash burn i ng operations . 

Perhaps an a l ternati ve would  be to move the proposed l ine north of State 
l and and behind the ridge l i ne .  No matter what you do, the l i ne wi l l  be 
v i sabl e  as i t  crosses and descends Hol l i ster Mounta i n .  

Therefore, this office rema ins f i rm  o n  our posi tion of  locati ng the l i ne 
along the section l i ne as shown i n  bl ue i f  i t  must be pl aced on State l and 
at al l .  

MCR : ps 
cc : C-Bl 
Enclosures 

Si ncerely,  

\;��L\.. lW-
Michael C. Reeb 
Area Supervi sor 

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 
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Mr. George Eskridge 
Projects InfolWtfon Officer 
BPA Transmission Coordi nation Office 
1620 Regent 
P.O. Box 4327 

June 3, 1981 

Missoula. NT 5!J806 
RII: Hot Springs-Bell 500 KV Tran ... l SS 1 on Projec t 

Sec. 16. Twp . 52N, Rge. 3W 
OeIr Mr. Eskridge: 

L -OI-�--(, '{1 

We hive revl� the proposed routes of tilts l 1 ne  and woul d l , ke to offer the fol lowing for your cons ideration. 

One of the proposed routes crosses State endlMlll!nt l and (Section 1 6 ,  
Township 52 North, Range 3 West ) .  As presently proposed, this route 
crosses In the Sit of th i s  section. To IIIlnl111ze the Impact on land 
r4llnagement activiti es ,  we woul d prefer the l i ne be located adjacent 
ei ther to the north or south boundary of this section . 

LWF:ps 
cc : NRP 

Si ncerely , 

� \>X.b  
lawrence W .  Fryberg 
Assistant Area Supervi sor 
Fores t Hanagement 
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M r .  George Esktidge 
Bonnevi lle Power Administration 
Transmis s i on Coordination 
PO Box 4327 
M i '3soula , Montana 59806 

D ear George : 

Granite County Allianc e 
March 22 , 1982 

We would like the following information to help us 
more eff ectively c omment on the Draft EIS of the Garri son
Spokane twin-500kv powerline . I t  is important that we rec eive 
this information well before the public meeting ; 0  t ' at we can 
prepare c omment for the m e eting '  

1 .  A list of upecific :,;ourc e report:; , sourc e mapc , work 
map s ,  previou" studi e . ; ,  and consultant studi e , used a . '  data 
ba,3e for the Flint Creek Valley area . ( P .  5 , 6 of App A )  

2 .  Aerial photos c overing route ,;egments 130,  131 , 132 , 
133 , and 134 . ( P .  5 of App A )  

3 .  Jones and Jones Vi sual Impact S tudies  uCled for the 
Flint Creek Valley area data bal> e .  ( App C ,  Visual Quali ty )  

4 .  SC:: County ;:oil  Uni t Maps u, ;ed for the Flint Creek 
Valley area data bas e .  ( App C ,  Land Produc tivity: Agricultur e )  

5 .  Montana Stat ewide C ooperative Land U,;e Maps us en for 
Fl int C reek Valley area data base .  ( App C ,  Land Use/Land C over> 

6 .  1 full-scale unalt ered U" G:" AM�; 502 �:· erie8 map 
inc luding' Flint Creek Valley area . ( App C )  

7 .  S egment by G egment totals for reuource data , impact 
potential , and t echnical data by individual category for 
,;egments 130 , 131 , 132 , 133 , and 134 . ( breakdown by ; egment 
of tables 2 . 2 ,  4 . 3 ,  and 2 . 1  of EIS ) 

8 .  �;coping meeting c omment u used t o  delineate 

<;i 
10.  Impac t informat i on forme for multiple routing option" 

for s egments 130/131 and 133/134 . ( p .  11 of App A )  
11 . Copy of file report Data I cem Definiti ons and �; ourc e s ,  

J .  G .  Marcotte , 1981 , BPA . ( p .  6 o f  App A )  
12 . Name o f  subc ontrac tor in  charge o f  contac ting 

l andowners on southern route and hi, report of contac te and 
dates of contac t . •  in the Flint C reek Valley area of the 
Douthern rout e .  

1 3 .  Copy of May 12 , 1981 flyer announc ing GarrL;on-' pokane 
c oping meetinp; • ( p .  5 of Att 1 of App A )  

14 . List o f  parties to  whom May 12', 198 1 flyer wa.; s ent . 
15 . List of newspaper" and dates of publicati on.; of notice 

of May 18 scoping meeting in  Drummond . ( p .  2 of A1 t 1 of App A )  
16 . Li st o f  names o f  individual re sident:; o f  thc Maxville 

area meeting wi th BPA on July 7,  198 1 .  ( p .  6 of Att 1 of App A )  
1 7 .  A lint  of source data used for graphs i llustrating 

evalua tion criteria in Attachment 4 of Appendix A .  
18 . Data o n  miles o f  new ac cess roads for s egment s 

130 , 131 , 132 , 133 , and 134 . ( p .  4-19 of App D )  
19.  C ounc i l  on Environmental Quality ( CEQ ) Regul�ti o no 

*-I,\vt;L,5-1 for Impl ement ing the Proc edural Provi " i on ; of NEPA. ( p..»-±±- of I\.[ p A )  
2 0 .  Estimated landowner densities for segmcnt" 130 , 131 , 

1 32 , 133 , and 1 34 . ( p .  4-17 of App D )  
2 1 .  BPA' s ba:;e data regarding numbers of individual 

r e(;idenc e s  located with; n !! mile of route segment 132 . 

The referenc es in parantheseu are to locati ons in the 
Draft EIS where the requested i nforma Lion is referred t o .  

Thank you for your help . 

c c :  Pat Duffy 
Evan Barret t  
Mike Cooney 

ye>::t 'l;r)liy Yours , 
\' . "" I '\j'� "-. J  ' 

J' - " \ " __ '-..) \ v.' __ 'I t. , ,'I" 
F .  Lee Tavenner 

a J � i stant chai rman 

GarriGon-Missoula :;tudy area .  ( p .  2 of App A )  I I Granite C ounty Alliance 

9 .  Revi ew c omment,; and field reconaissance analyoeS uc;ed 
to l ocate route Cl egmenk; 130,  1 31 , 132 , 133 , and 134 in  the 
Jouth$rn corridor . ( p .  8 of App A )  
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ETJ-21 March 25, 1982 

F .  Lee Tavenner, Assistant Chairman 
Granite County Alliance 
Star Route 
Hall, Montana 59837 

Dear Mr. Tavenner: 

Thank. you for your letter of March 22 , 1982,  requesting additional items you 
feel are needed to assist in your review of the recently issued Garrlson
Spokane 500-ltV Transttission Proj ect Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS ) .  

Following i s  a brief discussion of each item requested. 

1 .  All o f  this information 1 s  in the -Draft EIS and append ices . TIl e  most 
comprehensive list 18 in the reference section of the Draft EIS--Section 
VIII , Pages 1 - 1 8 .  Also appropriate footnotes have been used throughout 
the studies to provide proper reference . Attacl1ed 1s a copy of "Data 
Item Definitions and Sources" which explaina in detail sources for data, 
including that presented in Appendix C--l'1ap Volume. 

2 .  A number o f  air photo producta have been used in preparing the Draft 
EIS and are available for your review at our Missoula office. Copies 
of the air photos can also be purchased. (Color air photos ,  approxi
mately 1 inch - 2 , 000 feet Bcale, cost $ 3 . 50 per photo to reproduce 
49 photos which cover the segments you mentioned . )  Additionally , map 
and air photo information viII be available for review at open house 
sessions preceding each public comment meeting. 

3 .  We are providing: Measuring the Visibility of High Voltage Transmission 
Lines , Jones and Jonea, 1978: and Visual Impac t  of High Voltage Trans
misBion Facilities in Northern Idaho and Northwestern Montana (with 
maps at 1 :  1 2 5 , 000 scale) , Jones and Jones, 1976. 

4 .  TIl e  mapa referred t o  are large scale black and white air photos used 
by the Soil Conservation Service to define soil mapping units. These 
mapping units are mapped directly onto the photos based on field work. 
done by SCS sotl Bcienti s t � .  Certain Boil units have been detennined 
to be farmland that is prime, unique or of statewide importance, as 
listed on separate files at the SCS offices. For Granite County, BPA 
personnel visited the SCS District Office at Philipsburg and, using the 

5 .  

6 .  

7 .  

actual field photo maps , mapred prit::le and G t a t e'lo1ide important Boil units 
onto the study area base rr.ap .  h'e did not acquire copies of this informa
tion. Any questions regarding use or availability of the SCS photo maps 
or other interpretive information can be anr;wered by Troy Buchanan , Acting 
District Conservation Officer, in Philipsburr a t  859-3291 . 

The Nontana Sta tevide Cooperative Lend Use mar's are �derate scale 
( 1 :  100 , 000) land use/land cover maps , by county, published by and 
available from the Montana Dep;;.rtt:lent of Community Affairs in Helena 
for a norrlnal fee ( $ 1  for the first map and $ . 25 for additional mapa ) .  

Provided t o  you a t  no c o s t .  

W e  a r e  prOViding you compu ter printouts ",·hich indicate the amounts of 
each mapped resource data item encountered I by segment , in both miles 
and acres for the five segments you listed. 

No separate fitures were compiled on tlicyact potential .  II The information 
presented in Table 4 . 3  (Potential Impacts) and Table 2 . 2  (Data SUl!ll:lary) 
are merely different aggregations of the mapped resource data measure
ments on the printouts discussed above. These printouts display the 
resource infontation by segmen t ;  Table 4 . 3  aggregates the information 
by groups of segments between intermediate substat ions for 811 feasible 
c ombinations; and Table 2 . 2  summarizes the same infonna.tion in terms of 
the top-ranked rou t e ( s )  for each plan-of-servic e .  

Th e  following table should provide the requested segment breakdown or 
technical data from Table 2 . 1 :  

Ri�ht-of- Access Sub-
Way (All Require- stat ion Cost 

Length new non- ment& Require- (Trans-
Segment o Circui� (Hiles) �allel) � menta �isBion) 

130 Double 1 4 . 5 1 4 . 5  See No Bub- $ 1 2 , 3 2 4 , 2 4 1  
Circuit Printout station 

Provided associated 
1 3 1  Double 1 4 . 8  1 4 . 8  With directly $ 1 2 , 57 6 , 128 

Circuit Item # 1 8  with these 
segments. 

132 Double 1 . 5  1 . 5  Garrison $ 1 , 132 , 07 5  
Circuit Substation 

to the 
133 Double 1 6 . 4  1 6 . 4  east . $ 1 3 , 769 , 8 1 1  

Circuit 

134 Double 1 6 . 8  1 6 . 8  $ 1 4 , 10 5, 660 
Circuit 



8. 

� 9. 

o 

10. 

The fol1ov1n� sources of COUIIilentll and analysis of the cocroenta are 
available. Verbatim tran8cripts were taken of all Beoping meetings 
held in Spring 1981. Thls information 10 available for your review 
in our Missoula office or you may purchnae copies of each transcript 
from Cavanaugh. Martin & Associates , 199 West Pine Street, Missoula, 
Montana ($.50 par page ) .  

Th e  other sources we have provided t o  you at n o  charge (attached ) . 
Theae are BUDtmllries that our staff prepared based on study aod review 
of the transcript. and comment letter.. They are: 

1 .  

2 .  

3. 

A basic outline of the comment analysIs method uBed; 

A statiatical outline of COCJl1'lenta dorlved from the meeting 
tranacrlptB and comment letters showing the frequency of COlQ[[leot 
by area; 

Summaries of each comment from the meeting transcripts coded by 
town and page; 

4.  Summariea of comments from the comment letters coded b y  author ; 

5. Copy of the Auguot 1981 mailer containing the BU1IIilIarieo of all 
issues derived from the comment • • 

"Review cormnentstl refer. to those CO!IDJlents gathered at the scoping 
maetinga in Karch 1982 which pertain to the corridors presented for 
public review at that time. Comments about specific corridor locations 
that addressed specific problems encountered within the corridor were 
considered in locating alternative routes . The information provided 
under Item '8 above would contain any specific CO'Jllr.l;ents considered .. 

The process used to locate the referenced segments involved synthesizing 
a wide variety of information. It included intens ive study of all data 
and impact maps (Appendix C) ; field review and study : evaluation and 
interpretation of air photos (Item 12) ; and discussion and review with 
agencies and the public (£IS review process ) . There i8 no specific 
"product" that documents thi8 synthesizing process. 

We are providing copies of route option ranking forms used to compare 
segments 130/131 and 133/134. The nature of the comparison. 1& detailed 
further in Appendix A, Attachment 3. These particular route comparisons 
are summariz.ed in Figure 17 and Figure 18 a8 Local Routing Alternatives 
10 and 11 respectively in this attachment . The tables in these figures 
contain the final ranking for each of 12 resource topics considered in 
the comparison. The forma we are providing document the factors con
sidered in making the rankings. Each resource analyst filled out a 
form for each Local Routing Alternative and Bur.uuarized his rationale 
for the ranking. 

1 1 .  

1 2 .  

13. 

16 . 

15. 

16. 

17. 

Provided . (Also Bee Item I'l) 
There is no subcontrac tor associated lo."'ith this activity along these 
segment.. BPA has contacted people along each Be�nt over the past 
8-10 months . The speci fic contacts and nature of their discussions 
are not available at this time. BPA must obtain written approval of 
each party concerned prior to release of this information. This must 
be done to fully protect the rights of all parties involved . 

The lIay 1�,  198 1 ,  flyer is provided. 

The Hay 12 announcement was sent to all those on the mailing list that 
was current on that date. This information is available and may be 
obtained for the cost of reproducing the l i s t .  

The list of newspapers and dates of publication of the DrUlmnond meeting 
notices is provided . 

See Item 1 1 2 .  

Th e  b a r  and p i e  charta used t o  illustrate how the three plans compare for 
the evaluation criteria were based primarily on the resource data item 
information including that provided under Item 17. These illu5trations 
are merely eraphic representations of route data shown in Table 2 . 2 .  

Representative data items were chosen for each criterion and graphed . 
These are listed either in the boxes to the left of each graph or in 
the title and further explained in the text. 

Criterion 

1 .  

2 .  

3 .  

Residential, 
Inhabited 

Agricultural 
Land 

Intensively 
Managed Forest 
Land 

Segment 

130 

Representative Data Items 

Developmen t s ,  cOnmJunities 
within �-1 mile; residences 
within � mile 

18 . 1  Irrigated Agricul ture 
1 8 . 2  Non-irrigated 

Agriculture 
1 7 . 5  Range Land 

Intensively Managed Forest 
Land 

Source 

Provided as 
Item Uzl. 

On printouts 
(Item 07) as data 
item number as shOWll 
opposite. Also see 
Data Item Def initions 
( Item 0 1 1 ) .  

Secondary analysis 
product by forestry 
analyst. Map on f i l e  
i n  Portland. Segment 
data as fol lows : 

Miles Intensively l'IJdnaged Forest 

5 . 2  
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Cr i t e r i on --- - ------

4 .  

5 .  

6 .  

7 .  

_?eJ;:�I�_� 
1 3 1  
1 32 
133  
134  

Lives/Li f e s t y l e s  

Scen i c /Esthe t i c  

Cu l t u r a l  Resources 

Na t u r a l  
Resources 

�t'p__r_t:' sen��j�� �?ta _1_ t ems Source 

}lj ] e_� Ll2..t ens���b·_.}��C!. �Le�_ Fo:� 

25 .  I + 25 . 2  Publ ic Land 
25 . 3  lndian Reservation 
25 . 4  Private Land 

4 . 4  
o 

4 . 4  
7 . 6  

29 . 1  + 2 9 . 2  Vi sual Qua l i t y  
30 . 3  V i s u a l  Compat ibi l i t y  
31 . 1  Vi e\o,'er Exposure 
32 . 1  \Ji sual Sensi t i vi t y  

H i g h  S i t e  Potent i a l  

8 . 2  Nunicipal (Ha t e r 
s h e d s )  

1 0 . 1 B i g  Game Sensi t i ve 
Habi t a t  

1 2 . 1 B a l d  Ea g l e  \>,li n t e r i n g  
Areas 

1 7 . 4  Forest Land 
Problem Soi l s  
H i gh Access Requi TEment S 

On p r i n t ou t s  
( I tem # 7 )  a s  d a t a  
i t em number a s  shown 
oppos i t e .  Also s e e  
l t e m  II ! J .  

On pri n t ou t s  
( I t em V 7 ) as d a t a  
i t em number a s  shown 
opposi t e .  Lower graph 
was a compo s i t e  wherein 
maps (See Appendix C) 
o f  2 9 . 1 / 2 9 . 2  and 30 . 3  
�ere combined t o  y i eld 
I�andscape A l t e r a t ion" ; 
and 31 . 1  and 32 . 1  �ere 
comb i n e d  t o  produce 
"Vi ewer Charac t e r i s t i c s "  

Secondary ana l y s i s  
product b y  c u l t u r a l  
r e source anal y st s .  
Map on � i l e  in Por t l an d .  
Segmen t s  1 32 and 13�  
each c r o s s  � mi l e  o f  
l and where p o t e n t i a l  
f o r  oc c u r r ence o f  
cul t u r a l  site i s  h i gh .  

O n  prin t ou t s  ( I t em # 7 )  
a s  d a t a  i t em number 
as shown oppos i t e .  
Secondary ana l y s i s  
product b y  geology/ 
soi l s  anal y s t .  Map 
on f i l e  in Por t l an d .  
Segment 1 30 c r o s s e s  
.6  mi l e  problem s oi l s .  
As prov i d e d  i n  t ab l e  
( I t em # 7 )  and f o r  
I t em 1 8 .  

1 8 .  

1 9 .  

Cri t erion -_._ -_. --- -
8 .  Env i  T onDlent a 1 ] ),  

Sensi t i ve A r e a s  

��E-r�_s�n t .a t i::.e . Dat� I t ems 

Env i r onu)(>n t a l l y  sen s i t ive 
a r e a s  511 0 ..... '"11 on EIS Fi g .  2 . 5  
a s  c r o s s e d  b y  rout e s .  

9 .  U s e s  b: i s t i n g  Cor r i dor 

6 

Source 

See E 1 S  Fi g .  2 . 5 .  
Text in Appendix A 
expl a i n s  ho� t h e s e  
a r e 2 S  \o,1ere d e t t::nni ned . 

M i l es of route para l l el to Techn i c a l  consi d e r a t i on s 

1 0 .  Future Fac i l i t i e s  

exi s t i n g  cor r i d or 

Cor r i dor Cons t raint a r e a s  
shown on EIS Fi g . 2 . 5  a s  
c r o s s e d  by rou t e s .  

under "Right-of-'Way" 
sho�� on tab l e  2 . 2  
in E1 S and a s  pro,,) d e d  
in table ( l t em #7 ) .  

See E I S  F i g .  2 . 5 .  
Text in Appendix A 
explains ho\o,1 the a r e a s  
\o,1ere d e t ermined . 

This data is prov i d e d  as p a r t  of the t ab l e  under l t em 117 .  Techn i c a l  
c o n s i d e r a t ions a n d  l ev e l s  of a c c e s s  requi remen t s  are d e f i n e d  in f o o t 
n o t e  7 o f  EIS Tab l e  2 . 1 .  T o  elaborate o n  t h e s e  cat egor i e s .  t h e  f o l l o�ing 
amounts of o f f - r i gh t - o f -\o,1ay a c c e s s  \o,1ere gen e r a l l y  c o r re l a t ed t o  t h e s e  
c a t egori e s :  

Low - ) o r  fe\o,1er mi l e s  
Moder a t e  - 1 t o  4 mil e s  
High - More than 4 mi l e s  

The cat egory " l ow" i s  b y  n o  means confined to s i t u a t i o n s  \o,1here exi s t ing 
l in e s  are para l l e l ed , b u t  o f t en a c c e s s  r e q u i rement s  a r e  l ow in such 
c a s e s . Other s i t ua t i ons c o u l d  include areas \o,1here numerous f o r e s t  
c l earing a c c e s s  r o a d s  have been b u i l t .  

A copy of the CEQ Rcgu ] a t i on s i s  prov i de d .  

2 0 .  Es t. i ma t e d  l andowner density i s  as foIl 0\0,15 : 

�_e.s!'2*=-n-.!. 

1 30 
1 3 1  
1 3 2  
1 3 3  
134  

!:Ii sb. Moderat e 1,0\0,1 

1 4 . 5  
1 4 . 8  

1 . 5  
1 6 . 4  
1 6 . 8  
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2 1 .  The e 5 t i ma t �  o f  number o f  individual resi dences within � mi l e  o f  a l l  
segment s ,  a s  we l l  as t h e  number of communi t i e s  �ithin l �  mi l e s ,  �as 
made by revie,,' of the I to 2 , 000" c o l or aerial photos f l ovn in spring! 
summer 1 9B 1 .  Ind i v i dual bui l d ings , sma l l  groups of b u i l d ings and 
obvious cotmTIunit ies were counted to e i t her side of the rou t e s  within 
the above d i s tances \.Tithout regard t o  possible topographic or vegetat ive 
screening. The resu l t s  were not f ield cheCKed . FOT segment 1 3 2 ,  l �  
residences were coun t e d �  and t reated a s  a s i n g l e  commun it y .  

hope this infonnat i on and data provided wi l l  a s s i st you i n  your revie'lo' .  
Please contact me i f  you �ish t o  obtain those i t ems for which there i s  a 
charge. 

Thank you for your int erest in this projec t .  

Enc l osures 

c c :  
Mr . Patrick Duffy 
Honorable Pat Will iams ' Office 
Missou l a ,  Montana 

Hr . Evan Barret t  
Honorable John Melche r ' s  Office 
But t e ,  Montana 

Mr. Mike Cooney 
Honorabl e  Max Baucus ' Office 
Bu t t e ,  Montana 

Sincere l y ,  

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY 
GEORGE E ESKRIDGE 

George E. Eskridge 
Proj e c t s  Infonna t i on Officer 

Retyped from Original Let te r  

Open Letter t o  t h e  Missoulian 

Edi t ors : 

I.-SR-1-1 
L-SR-1-58 

March 2 4 ,  1982 

It i s  my understanding that almost 6 years ago , the Montana Board of 
Natural Resources and Conservation a p proved a powerline route through the 
Flathead Indian Reservation to the Hot Springs Subs t a t i o n .  When Montana Power 
could not gain access across the rese rva tion Bonneville Power was drawn into 
the picture . But rather than t rying to obtain right-of-way across the reser
vation, BPA (exceeding its authority, according to many) came up with an 
ent i rely new "southern rout e , "  thru the Clark Fork Valley, unapproved by the 
s t a t e .  

As a resu l t ,  t h e  state sued and won t h e  right once again t o  consider 
whe ther the BPA ' s  plans meet the Major Fac i l i t ies Citing(sfc )  Ac t ,  no small 
task. 

Montana Power i s  now " point ing a gun" at the board , threatening that any 
delay in building the line could cost the ratepayers up to $40 million a 
month. What do you call thi s ,  blackma i l  or extortion? 

As Sam Reynolds stated in his editoria l :  

"The delay i s  not the s ta t e ' s  fault • • •  the fault lies with Bonneville 
for a t tempting to ignore the standards set by the stat e ' s  Major Fac iU ties 
C i t ing ( s i c )  Ac t .  It could have set about complying with the act two years 
ago , but i t  distaine d ( s i c )  doing so . 

Let BPA pay for the delay� 

Then the state i s  told to consider the line in segments when proper evalu
a tion involves the full length of the line . This study could not be completed 
"before the end of the year, " according to the director of the Dept . of 
Natural Resourc e s .  

Montana Power and Bonneville created thi s nightmare--they bet t e r  let the 
state they plan to deface have a l l  the t ime it needs to consider it ' s  
defigurement ( si c )  • 

Thanx( s i c )  Robert Deschamps and other opponents for raising many important 
issue s .  

Thanx( s i c )  Sam Reynolds for your concise outline o f  this compl icated mess, 
and your editorials opposing i t .  

When will the public hearings be , o n  whe the r the BPA ' s  plans comply with 
the state Major Fac i l i t ies Citing(sic) Ac t ?  

Yours truly , 

Is/Leonard W. Smith 
/./Will iam C .  Ross 
P . O .  Box 125 
St.  Reg! s ,  MT 59866 
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o 
us. Department 
at Transportation 
Federal_ Admlnlilratlon 

�Iarch 24 , 1982 

Mr . George Es kri dge 
80nnevi l le Power Admi nistration 

Transmission Coordi nation Office 
P. O. Box 4327 
Mi ssoula , MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskri dge : 

Northwest Mountain Region 
Colorado, Idaho. Montana 
Oregon Utah, Washlngton 
Wyommg 

1.. - 0  IN - ."-:: :;L 

FAA Building 
King County Int'I Airport 
Seattle. Washington 98108 

We have compl eted our review of the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement (OEIS)  
for the Garri son-Spokane 500-kV Transmi ss i on  Project and  have the fo  1 1  owi ng  
comments . 

Al though Appendi x C Map Vol ume identi fies the l ocations 
v i c i n i ty of the various a l ternative routes , the text of 
di scuss how those a l ternati ves mi ght impact ai rports . 

of ai rports in the 
the DE IS does not 

Our primary concern relates to construction of obsttuctions in the vici nity 
of ai rports . As several of the al ternative routes appear to pass quite close 
to a irports it may be necessary for the Bonnevi l l e  Power Admi n istration to 
complete and return to FAA the encl osed FAA Form 7460- 1 ,  Notice of Proposed 
Construction or Al teration , for each l ocation that meets the Paragraph 77 . 1 3  
criteri a .  I f  you have any ques t i  ons perta i ni n g  to these comments , pl ease 
contact Mike Crader at FTS 396-2633 . Thank you for the opportunity to revi ew 
thi s  DEI S .  

Enclosure 

c c :  
Ted Mel l and 
Bi l l  Hami 1 ton 
Worthi e  Rauscher 
Mi chae 1 Ferguson 

szcerelY , 
) ' \....,.�!k<· ) · 1 '  . / ,.)) " (;') George t. Buley , 

Chief,  Pl anni ng and 
Programming Branch , ANW-610 
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• STATE OF IDAHO 
� M I LITARY DI V I SION P.o.  BOX " BOISE, IDAHO 83707 

ImG-SF 23 March 1982 

I:eparbrent of Energy 
Bonneville Pewer .Administration 
P.O. fux 3621 
Portland, OR 97208 

Gentlerren : 

We have reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Spokane
Garrison 500 kV Transmission line . 

The routes will have no effect on Military Division oferations or 
f acili ties. 

We will t:e happy to forward docurrents on to another reviewer if you 
have any unfilled requirements . 

FOR TIlE ADJUTANT GENERAL, IDl\HO: 

9�!ldi��� /J;;�� BROWN, P.E • 
LTC ,  CE, IIlARNG 
Facilities t13nagerrent Officer 

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 



� (J] 

M r .  George Eskridge 

Bonneville Power Admini s trati on 

Transmis s i on C o ordinati on 

PO Box 4 327 

M i s s oula ,  Montana 598 06 

Dear George: 

Grani t e  C ounty All i anc e 

March 29 , 1982 

�'hank you for your prompt response t o  our March 22 request 

for additi onal informati on for revi ewing the draft EIS . We 

also apl,reciate the opportunity for m e  to review thi s material 

with Jay Marc otte on Fri day , March 26 at your office  in 

Missoul a .  Thi s review with Jay will prove helpful t o  us a:: we 

c ontinue to revi ew the draft EIS mat erial . My thank.s to Jay 

and to T im Murray and you for making that meeting possibl e .  

After a review o f  the material you supplied and with 

regard t o  the meeting with Jay , we request the foll owing 

addi tional information.  Jay and I have di scussed many of these 

i t ems , and he i s  antic ipating this request . 

A. Impac t summary forms for s egments 130 , 131 , 132 , 133 , 

and l34 . ( p .  10 of App . A ) 
B .  An enlarged-to-scale c l ear mylar overlay of at l cast 

a township of section lines for the Garri s on-Mi ssoula s tudy area.  

C.  S egment by s egment totals for deta i tems 17 . 1 ,  17 . 2 ,  

26 . 1 ,  4 0 . 1 ,  and 4 0 . 2  (Land Us e : Urban , Land Us e : Dispersed , 

Undev/Subdiv Land , Dev/C ommuni ties , Residenc es )  for all segments 

in the Garrison-Mi s s oula study area . ( your respons e #7 , # 2 1 )  

D .  Dates o f  data c o l l ec t i on for daLa i Lems 4 0 . 1  and 4 0 . 2  

( Dev/C ornmuni t i es , Residenc es ) and date tha L the 1 4  individual 

residenc es in s egm ent 132 were c ount ed as 14 indivi dual residences . 

( your response # 21 ) 

E. A l i s t  of those data i t ems and uni ts of m casurem ent for 

whi ch c omputer measurement totals were given in unito other 

than miles , ( your response # 7 )  

The "Data I tem Defini ti ons and S ourc es" is very helpful 

S' 

i n  li r.tirl{; the princi pal sourc e mal's used for the res ourc e 

data bas e ..  As Jay explai ned , there are some mi.s c cl l aneouD 

s ourc e mat erials not listed in "DatA. I t ems Definiti onn and 

�) ourc c c "  that were us ed as part of the d: ,ta bao e .  He has 

offercd to assembl e  a l i s t  of those misccllaneous i t ems for 

a limited number of resourc e areas where Duen misc ellaneou�; 

i terns appear important to our revi ew . We appreciate hit� 

helpfulneGs and will try to keep our req uec; t r; to a minimum . 

H owever , we would apr rec i nt e :  

F .  A m i s c e l l aneous s o urc e U r: t  for the Urban/Land Use 

data bas e .  

G .  A misc ellaneous sourc c l i s t  f o r  thc Agricultural 

Produc tivity data baD e .  

C onsid erinc; your responee t o  i tem" # 1 2  and 1 6  and the 

discl osureG i n  At tachment 1 of ApTJendix A, we hfJve reG ervati onG 

wi th rcgFirds to the extent of Y O llr naBt meetiDt;S an(l c ontact s  

wi th Maxvi l] e TeEident s .  From dincuu�:;ions with Maxville 

resident!> and area landownern , we are c onvinced that BFA ' s 

efforts to c onta c t  people i n  the arca have been almoGt 

non-exi Gtent . Any evidenc e to thc c ontrary that you could 

provide would be of intel'cflt to us . I n  this rec;ard pl eaG e "end : 

H .  'l'he mai l i nc; list  an i t  read on the date of mai ling of 

the May 12 , 198 1 announc em cnt . If the mai l inc; l i s t  is avail able 

as it read for s ome other timc betwoen May 12 and release of the 

draft EI�; , we W() IAld appreciate that li r; t  aG well . (your respons e #14 ) 

I .  A l i s t  of thc peoplE who attended the Drummond sc o ; i ne  

m e otinc; May 18 , 198 1 .  

Also , we re�ucG t :  

J .  A l i s t  o f  sourc es f o r  m i l e s  o f  acc c::.: � ;  req uirementt> 

d etai led under c omputer printout for d a ta i t ems 31 . 1 , 3 1 . 2 ,  

and 3 1 . 3  ( AcceRs R eq ) . Also , pleane l i r;t  D ourc e s ( o ther thun 

analyst if any ) for mil  en of acc eSG re�uirerr:ent8 a" 1 isted in 

route option ranking forms for soci oec onornic . ( your reflponse # lC� 10 ) 

K .  The Grani te C ounty Montana :i tatewide Cooperative 

Land Usc map . ( your respons e # 5 )  
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L .  Please make your s ec ondary analysis maps for 
Intensi vely Managed Forest Land O ) ,  Cultural :Resourc es Ihgh 
S i te Potential ( 6 ) ,  and Natural Resourc es Problem Soils ( 7 )  
available a t  your Missoula offi c e .  ( your respons e # 17 ) 

Please include a bill for items costing money . 
Thank you. 

c c :  Pat Duffy 
Evan Barrett 
Mik e  Cooney 

VJry ir;uly, Yours , 

( ) )' ({ .\�) , "  . . . ' . , . ......., �. 
F .  Lee Tavenner 

assistant chairman 
Grani te C ounty Alliance 

LVI ii.  

F .  Le e  fi'iw\�J l.r .. e r ,  k;...;istaI,t (h: ... illun 
Grani te Cuunty AJ l i<..J.llce 
St"u i{cutc 
il<..l11,  ; ju'ltima �S037 

Ut:.:a[ f i r .  :'i:..'Jcl ;f!cr : 

h..'r il �, 1%2 

'':bunk you tor letter cf Hdre • •  :l!:l, 1962, [l."'l:iue!Jt iny ad�itional iI1fon;;ation to 
i.U:;.':;lct }'c,ur l l.!vie\/ uf tht: ('1i.r r i sun-Spokane SOO-k,V 'lTun.Clrtis!:>ion PrOjL"'Ct Draf t 
L'rlv i r mu.Il'ntal lJ.oI1Jl:,.tct !.itc:..te.l.lt..'n t.  

Follo'Jin'; i.'J u Lricf (Jc:.;cri! t ion of {�ilch itd.l I/[0viLieu: 

il .  ProviCeJ i.,;.:..; r t'l.-Jue:...ttvJ 
b. Prc...viut;-(.i .. 1:..; [t...>(jUL't:�tt::d 
c. Proviu(!,-j i..l� [L"\.llH·�tej 
J. Ii!.; ..Joly L .... rcott\.: iIlJi�t{:C tG .You Oll iK.ircli 2G, G.:..ta iteaz 40 . 1  ilnu 4 U . 2  

'-":'[e iu\.!ot i i ied t u  r e f  L I t:  item£; 17 . 1 an J  1 7 . 2 .  It \iaS decided t o  mc.ip this 
infonn.:....t ici-' 1ra.1 tht:: colcr 1- a 2000' air photos ( flown durin� SUlllilcr 
1%1) tv ,'roviLie ""Jit ion,,1 input to the uru.:m/rcsiJ"ntial analysis of the 
routes. '111i:.; il l10rlolc1.t ion \-idS collected a.li� 17lafJ1JL"CI in Au9ust 1981, pr ior to 
the &ytL'l u:r l�-lG route CQl.va r ioon .... urkshop. k:. to th� m.Dli!Jer of 
resideilcl'.G c.lonS:j: St."<,;l·:lent 132, I tu.l ul luL1e to say \metber an actual figure 
hl.:.C eVt.:r L;({!Jl ..... r r iveJ at prior to tlli!> '�rch. 

Az Juy inLiico.te<: to yuu Hc.rch :lu, tilt:: leEiueilces in the �r.ville area were 
F'i ... pl..JL"tl t...s .:-� cUI'u "':w lity lx.:C:ilUSC tlley occur bore as clusters than as 
i l olJividui.l] ret;ic...:enceE. . After i.x?illg iLl...!ntified as clusters or cOl..lmmi t ics, 
con It.mi t i e:.:; \1(�rl� I1Gt further difft.'rcnt iatl...u on the busis of ljize or Blillti."e-r 
of hOU�L�. 
:Lilt: �pec i ( ic [i0ur� of 14 rc.siucnc:e::.; 'WcJS ur r iveU at on tlarch 25, 19liA:, in 
req_o{)r.:.;e tv iteI" llw.Ler ::1 01 your t',ardl 22 lette r . rille 6tuui tec1r.l 
1arlt�.sCu.Pl! Jrc!litc-ct, u6illfJ tL-2 1S131 culor a i rt">hotu�, counted a l l  u,.;ell in(JL 

in a l-uJu<:-.re Idilc areil. Cl�rjtC:'rL--d on tile t1axvillc crossing .  As indica.tL"d 111 our l l':-,L"ch L� r e::::.ponue, he C0ll,ted 14 residences. 

t!. Proviul."<.] u:; rC<.J,uv! tco. 
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f/g 'DIe! (.'n tries in tJJE' Dilta It€:m �fir.i llOJl� UJ\u .:::c.,urC'l:� \J\...·rL' <J\...·l •• .:r .... , � l ;A'{� 
rcfe!t:nces which diu not nect'�:..:uc i ly l i:..: l ,  il .  uetu i l ,  L.. ll L.e !..>pE:'ciiic 
sources lLC;ed to prcxluce � p3rt ict..lar J�j,./. such tjt.llt.: [ L l i  .. ,....,J 1 1 ::; t i n<J:� 
t:'l)icall,Y oc.'CUrred for data. itCj."l.S ... .'llic�J \1<':[<: �:;l:J if, l�r�Je t-i..Irt Oil usr-:..i 
dIld BU':, Bources. In sudJ C<J�:::;, rutlter t: ":""l 1  l i s t i l l'J (·,JC�, J). (;c i [ i c  
resource map used, all rere·rences were c..,l.!nc r � l i �elJ .J.S · UlIi. U:Jli :..;ht.....u. 
resource '-"'laps- . Du r ing your l'...:. rciJ 26 i ..... .oel i nS ·�, i tll  .. J(JY : :"":r<..ottl:, jJ{.;' 
offered to try aou giv� �ioU ci r..:;r� .t..l..ol:<.: i i i c  l i::..,t oi tlll....'!;e r ef;OllICE: 1 iUi'::" 
for Jat'-l iter.\S that you uecr,)L...u iJ t..ortt.l.t fcr your revitw. Fot the uvtu 
i ten.D you lneJJtior.eU in j·our I'.i.rcll 29 letter, 110 -I . .c...re s�)0c ii ic· SOla ce;; 
lo.'t;;rt' useu other than \.1I.Q.t i� :;lJu\/iI on th� Ih.;t.  ))(./.:evC I ,  l l:fcrCl,Cc to our I' : 2000- color nir photOG �-If:.L inuJvertt!ntlj' ()j:li l tt..� flOW t l /e wtLo It<1d 

.G..::.Iu rc..-es. 'l'Jese �r� tIle r;� jor 50urce[; lor the lz.r.u use �.:...t....: lJuSe. l\:3 JiiJ' 
inGicateJ to you on liardl 2(" tile 1;\03Jor SOL.;.rCt:E for Ac..;riu.:lt urill 
Frc..duct ivity (note: tbis r�fers to PruilI.=, l..!lli'_jul:, or ,statc-wi.....:...: u:i.IQrlant 
lands ru.:::! nothing el&:) were t�,t: 1:..l!JS or Vl,ol0-j.'.i..;i··!.,.. ... v.:,.i labh.: in CGich �!; 
District Office. 'lhe actuill use of lane for i.ljricultu[Ql l�iJrl..vseG \i�S 
�.).rt of the i..arlu Use/l...ruld Lovt: r L�lit. buse ..... ,.u \-.-i:.':"; L.vJ.� . i l\.:'L1 u�L"J QeD.al 
pl,ulographi along with tjle t..Gurcc:;.; l i.ctec.i LJ .\..,�r LILt:! i l<.!i!l 1 L . li  0 . . paSe" 10. 

h. \ole are providing tV\) CQpie:.s ut t:,e t-'ro:,iect I,:u.i l i i l'.; 1 i!..: t .  '.l..J.e f i c :...t iG tLc 
C".:!r1 iest do.t<..."<3 l ist \Ie [..:lve recur� of. It i s  t:dt(:\ ... ....iL I ,e lSll ':liltJ 
lx."1Eically contains the 1"-'L."Lt-'.J.l:" tc \Jtl\JHl notic<.:� of tJ,l. . .! I ;<�J 1�01 .:.A;<..\ ,il l'.J 
t1eetinfj \.Iere Gent . �11e S€"Cv;!U 1 i.st is vur Cl'r rcilt i ...... i l i , ,':; l i 1...t , uutl:U 
"·:iuclJ 19C2. 

i .  Prov ide<l as requ""teW . 

j .  AcCt!ss roads reiUi rer.IE'Jlts 'We1.t' e.:t i';i..ted ui u.t.',\ ' !.; r i\..ji,t--cf-";':'i L'llljirICcI ir.'j 
yroup based on hel icofter r�('"olltJui [;':";dnce, (lir vlJoto i" tl:l.t-ileLi..Il iol1, uJl( . .i 
on tl,C �rouHu field c:leckiwj. l,cc!.::ss re::.lui rcu.:I.t.,s \; .... Ct.' l.iviut."\..J into thrt.:t.:: 
groUf..IB (lUSh, l �o.:jerote and W\;) �:::; defined i n  our 1,Uorci; 26 rl...'!..:�.vJlt;�. 
�esc \lere avcragw for eaclJ til."jn:nt .:..m1 I.!nt\..'ccd i nto tbt: Ui..lt� f: i le. Ci.ch 
learn e,aalyst used the Lutu pril ltoltto ,  iLcludin'-j the OIIl: Ojl UCLl.:!Sr;, lin 
perfonlill'.J lJis routQ option li.nkings, In tlit! Cd!.:>!.! 01. tlJ� �i{)(;COnOlnic 
stuJ"j, the analyct 1.1ult ipl il:u .:in aver.J.y� ",ile f i(jurl! l.or � ..... cj, ..... t.:C,: • ..'bf: cl .... ,::.,s 
by the nlll.wr of lilileti in t ; i.::t c.::.te<Jor.1 to u[[  ivt:: .:..t ':'r, C-:....t il;.i.;tL' v1 t�.(; 
total nl.u,l!.Jer of laile� of clCCLGS r�quired. FOl ir,cliHlC ..  o: ,  LoL'S,; ..... ·l.l 141 iE 
7.7 r:tilez lung aBU 'Would l I  ........ e hi<Jh il,Ccess rL'\ivirCl,lCnts. "1' It=; rl2.i. or c ,  " . 7  X 
4 • 30.b J:1iles of ac<...,-:cs rooDe. 'llie -4- d;..AJVe iG lht.. �V .... '[<.HJe J lilec of 
off-r iyLt-of"""""'w'ay cJ.C<"X;bS re.·]ulreo loer euch ] i r.e mile L.:J,' ... t:: [ tIle -lIi��I
CUtc'jory . 

k. Pl.-r tclecon 1",-'r i l  :L, 19B:L, �'ou l luve alrcuui oL.t.:.. j r ,\...';.. \I <':vl'./ of t l , j o .  

1 .  Coi..")ie!.i o f  these [;"\L!iX; huvc L.A.·e n  �t;nt to 01..:1. , ;i ���(,l.l .... ufi i o:" ·,.;.l' [<..! yuu J "�i' 
revie ... • tht:!Jil.. 

A��J it iul,ul C(}jIC< .. :! l"" I I :  'liJL' i I .di viJuill n�$i<.Jents lJPh I,let with o n  July 7, 19(1 
Wll0'::(; rIUl-:le$ \;(::,H: [(""'\i'UcsleJ 1ft your r �rch 22 1ett�r have given pennission 
:Lor tllc: i r  nUJ.I'-=� t o  iA: provldN to the Griillit(; O:nmty A] ' iunce. 'nICY li r e :  

i.;';ele: 1.:..;. klJL'r5ull 
Stu ... rt i1Oui�tl lO.n 
tirG. A11:f..!rt i'OO.��r 
LU .. ra IL'�.:lt(!r 
liocuon r·v!3lcr 
I..;lrcr Lach02IL'1)ycr 
j�y Luci<.:r 

'.h i s  infv(:[",t iofl [;uPi'lCl,oents tn.:lt which we pruvided earlier. I trUl,t that it 
\,ri l l  t.'nhw'l� i·u-.....;r rev1e\-I. 
Agcin, thalli; you for your inlen;Gt in thi,; l'roject 

Since l ely, 

-:; , 6 ,- ," - 'c f'c, 
GL-orge Eskritlyc 
ProjectG infon1QUon Officer 
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JOHN SPELlMAN 
Governor 

J. - OW-� '1 

STATE OF WASHINGTON 

WASHINGTON STATE PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION 

7150 Cleanwater Lane, KY�11 • Olympia, Washington 98504 • (2a5) 753·5755 

George Eskri dge 

March 29, 1982 

35-2650- 1820 
DEIS - Garri son-Spokane 
500kV Transmi ss ion Project 
( E-2334) 

Bonnevi l l e  Power Admi ni stration 
Transmi ss ion Coordi nation Office 
P . O .  Box 4327 
Mi ssoul a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr . Eskri dge :  

The staff o f  the Washi ngton State Parks and Recreation Comi s s i on 
has reviewed the above-noted document and finds that it wi l l  have 
no effect on properti es under the management or control of the 
Wash1ngton State Parks and Recreation Commi ss10n.  

Thank you for the opportuni ty to revi ew and comment. 

RLV/sh 

P&R R-90FL (7/81  ) 

Si ncerely,  

( '�r�1 i<J$.�A.--' 
David II. Heiser, E . P . ,  Chi ef 
Envi ronmental Coord i nation 

� ,  

JAN TVETEN 
Director 

L. - () J.n - I -�·Cl 
IN REPLY REFER TO: 

., United States Department of the Interior M 45329 (911) 

Mr. George Eskridge 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
222 North 32nd Street 

P . O .  Box 301 5 7  
B1 1 1 1 ngs , Montana 59107 MAR 3 0  1982 

Bonneville Power Administration Coordination Office 
P . O .  Box 4327 
Missoula, Montana 59806 

Dear MJ .
' 1E"""",,4: 7 /- ��'-1Jo-

Enclosed is a copy of comments on the proposed transmission line I received 
from Mr . Charles J. Antos of DeBorgia, Montana and my response.  I believe 
they should be treated as comment on the Draft Environmental Impact S ta tement 
for the Garrison-Spokane 500 kV Transmission Proj ect.  I note in the BPA 
Administ rator ' s  transmi t tal letter of 3/15/82 that perhaps Mr. Antos ' concerns 
are already being considered. 

I ' d  appreciate your providing Mr . Antos a followup response . 

� "�!}"<" �l F....M<rfCk ,  Chief 
Rights-of-Way 
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United States Department of the Interior 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

222 North 32nd Street 

L -oP" - I - S() 
IN REPLY REFER TO: 

M 4 5329  (911) 

P . O .  Box 301 57 
B i l l i ngs , Montana 59107 MAi' .; U ',�b c-

Mr . Charles J.  Antos 
P . O .  Box 26 
DeBorgia. Montana 59830 

Dear Mr . Antos: 

I have your letter of March 16, 1 98 2 ,  and appreciate your taking the time 
to express your thoughts on the location of facilities associated with the 
proposed Bonneville Power Administration (BPA) transmission lines . While 
I can appreciate your concern it takes the knowledge of a number of people, 
often representing several agencies and the publiC, to plan and route a 
power line and prepare the environmental assessment . Not all of those par
ticipating are familiar with all segments .  

I n  reviewing the Draft Environmental Statement and its transmittal memorandum 
of March 1 5 ,  1982 , I note BPA ' s conunent on some possible line adj ustments to 
avoid pr ivate land and reduction of visibility in the S t .  Regis area. Perhaps 
they are already addressing the issues you raise. 

I am forwarding your letter to:  

Mr . George Eskridge 
Bonneville Power Administration Coordination Office 
p . O .  Box 4327  
Missoula, Montana 59806 

Mr . Eskridge will see that your comments are considered and likely will pro
vide you with a response. 

Again thank you for your interest in this project and the suggestions you 
have made . 

Sincerely yours , 

J I!'�"l�.("�:; 

Neil F. Morek, Chief 
Energy Rights-ot-Way 

l·!arch 1 6, 1 982 

Er. Keil Norek 
Bureau of land n anagefl\Em�,

.
' 'f) �"" 

222 tlorth 52nd Street 
P. O. Box 301 57 
Dillin!>s, t!ontana 5')107 . 

Dcar Hr. !!orcic, 

J-. - OfY} - / - 5C'  

A.t the DP.'� J:lcetine in St • .  '�c!iis J a::rL December, 1 ( ,'  
l,,'e \"lere f,ctting a rC,J.J snm; jo!:J Ly t!lC! t':10 men f!"··: 
from VIi. .  mucus ' s  representative. 

Time after time I heG!.rd ot all tile studies, stur.: : ( . 
done to arrive at thi� 51.:.pposc:d':,' erlueat..:::d an:;\I(.;;" . 
and layinG out the route for these IWIl5ter si::c � ( \  
mission lines.  

r-�:;��- :)., : ' i � 

�":: _ _  A;:;'�· __ '::. " . .. ":-;== 
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;=:�:1:i ·f I I r .,.s ' -...:..-I--·o�,t----t- : C --�.�:=!-r-I....;,; · "M  t5�;;J==i= L� ����_..:... ____ � __ _ 

, � so 

. .... ·�ng 
:1 ' !  · 'lg 
_'; I r �;-

If this is the cns€.: it vlO1.Il<1 va impo ssibJ e for t1.e::c ,,�, :�ut :"'0 
l�now vThere the Lon"t..ana-Id:lho state line road �.'ollld : .�, Cit· 1. : 10,;; : i.incral 
SanderG cmmty line kno'. '"1 <1 :]  the: CC divide is. ;;ci U ,  ... r n.: -:" : \e three 
c;cntelmen kneu nnythint� about eith.:..r <lrea. The onJ �' · Y l :  .'cr vms 
thJ.t lithe present route h,.o. the lc,,_ct environrn�Id-,a :' : · : .c:}� . I say 
"BULL". It does h;,vc ,In ir'lp;lct on those peorJ.e 1'!'() "Jt" '" . J ive her�. 
This is our envirorunent. '.,'e ,,.ill be pickinr, up UK t. .b .for these hUGe 
towers and lineso 
There \vas mentioned the Id.[';il co.st of ro.:\d t. .  A:=�l).l1 n d l . 1 , ; 'I;: ::;pccifico A 
lot of road is .:l.lready thvl'e on the J:onttlna-]dc.;\O � ;� '  .. "L(; J ine. The 
to\-lc rs ancl J ines ,:ould be hi(lclcn, out of t ! :E::: \,I,""";..y 1 :1;H� r.o pri.vate prop-
erty Q"LTlcrS ripped off. Tilo sub station couJ.d he ). ) . t.; JC  Li"t:Jt-
POJ·t,;.l area �!est of Si"lJ ter:e, \!llich a) :>o �n::; ,'n �jtin.r; �_ece ��; roado 
110 onc lives in the area \/c:-:t of SaJ.te :;e to UK: top O_f' J ook-out 
ro. ,s 6 . 0n fc(!er�,-] l:mrl 

�'hc Cc..: d ivio.e route �,:":5C h:1 S �evcral (' cee :;:; }'0.:·(1::; to .; t.. Tili s  route 
Hould aJ �;) }lut the. l",m · ,· r:-, '.',(1 � i nf;r: �)':1(+ · '.nr: O'.l � 0." 1 � !c '. ·: 7 .  '::.';le sub 
st::tj (Jl1 could fl.,'}1.1 n  1)c l�l1t in t.he area \:e:�t 0;· ::;.:...� .  ,, , .e,  on federal 
lr,nd. 

This i�; an arc-a of ab()ut 90:� federa1 ane! 1 0,;  priv:�tc property. l :.r .  D':;."dCUS !"'ti.ltcd that the _;1 ·/, -."1,'13 t o  nut t.;lC Lou·r:; <�ncl J j.nc!"' on federal 
lanr! \ .. 11:·TCV(:r possibJ c. ! 'ine. 

. 

'l i i lY :.}(t OlIn n/.cl( Yi.�n':..; ; )� I . :(� (;u. :s:r! ·j J� t· i s  :.:.'J1:;C 'i" � L' .,,�T } : JV:C((),�
ldEl>J:U'AL ILJ'"CT. Tni� dO(�s not r.l;d:(; any 3cnS0 to TIle . ],OC::; �.t to you, 
\11 th Lhe Dl:lO\U1t of av<� ·;l;LuJ c fcuer:'J. 1,1l1(: in UK �' r c �? 

TIlanJ{ you for taldnc t he t: l le to rc;�d this J etter ;Lt.(; c0fJsif1crinc; 
the <11tcrnit,ivc s .  

S�?,CY�>ly., :\our sy� , . ,_" " G  .. ;:/ _ ,  //_ 
C\:;.�I'J e�3 J. \...;Jlto� 
�:oy. �6 
rc�;orr:i3 , ; ;ontann '/J; �O 
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Mr.  George Eskridge 
Bonnevil l e  P ower Adminis tration 
Transmission C o ordination 
PO Box 4 327 
Missoula ,  Montana 59806 

Dear George : 

Grani te C ounty Allianc e 
March 2 5 ,  1981 

The inc lusion of a PUOllC hearing in the arca of the 
environmentally-preferred Taft route in the Flint Creek Valley 
s e ems essential to any noti on of eff ective public input for the 
environmental review proc ess . We apprec i a t e  your scheduling 
such a hearing after your original hearing schedul e omi t ted 
this area. 

However , we feel Hall is  the most appropriate locati on 
f or the meet ing .  Maxville is closer to Hall than to Philipsburg . 
The ranchers affected in the west valley live in the Hall area. 
Philipsburg is not included in the Garrison-Miss oula s tudy area. 

We realize  that Hall is close  to Drummond but we feel that 
in vi ew of the other c onsiderations thi s is not an overriding 
factor. We note that meetings are scheduled at Frenchtown , 
Missoula,  and ' Lolo even though all three c ommuni ties are very 
c lose t ogether in terms of mileage . 

We rei terate our request that the public hearing be 
re-Bcheduled f or Hall . The Grani te C ounty C ommi ssi oners 
support us in thi s request . 

ec : Pat Duffy 
Evan Barrett 
Mike C o oney 

J .ery T� Yours , 

, )\j�}.)j(),'-�w,"'j"'" 
F .  Lee Tavenner 

assistant chairman 
Granit e  C ounty Allianc e 

ETJ-2 1  

F .  Lee Tavenner, Assistant Chairman 
Granite County Alliance 
Star Route 
Hal l ,  Montana 59837 

Dear Mr. Tavenner :  

April 9 ,  1 982 

I am writing in response to your March 25, 1 98 2 ,  letter reque�ting that the 
Philipsburg public meeting be rescheduled for Hall. 

I have reviewed the meeting locations with BPA management .  We feel that 
Philipsburg 1s a good choice for the addit ional meeting in the Maxville 
area which was requested by Adele Furby during my phone conversation with 
her on March 1 9 .  

Th i s  decision 1s based o n  the following: 1 )  Drummond and Hall are very 
close together and both locations are very close to the same alternative. 
2 )  it is important that all people who potentially may be affected by the 
facility be given opportunity to comment on i t ;  3) the driving times from 
Maxville to Hall and from Maxville to Philipsburg are about the Bame 
(roughly 12 minute s ) ; and 4) Philipsburg is the County Seat. 

Enclosed is a list of all meeting location s ,  dates , and times.. Note that 
there is an open house scheduled preceding each meeting.. Thia session will 
allow all interested people to discuss the proj ect with key staff on an in
formal basis. 

I f  I can be of further assistanc e ,  please do not hesitate to contact our 
office. 

Enclosure 

Sincerely, 

ORIGINA' <'�"'D 8'1', 
CEORGE ; JGE 

George E. Eskridge 
Projects Information Officer 
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PAT WILLIAMS 

COMMITTIU:I, 
IEDUCA nON AND LABOR 

lNTIE:RIOA 

(i) 
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20515 

April 2 ,  1 9 8 2  

Mr . Wes Kvarsten 
Directo r ,  Division of Land Resources 
P . O .  Box 3 6 2 1  
Portlan d ,  Oregon 9 7 2 0 8  

Dear Wes :  

WASHINGTON OFf"lC-EI 
12n L.Otoo"'OIITH IEk.iILDIND 
W,.'HINGTOH, D.C. 2051' 
TIU.U'_I, (202) 225-32.1 1 

TOLL.FREE NU .. BEA 
1400-332 .... 177 

I am writing about the Draft EIS which was recently publ ished 
for the BPA Colstrip Transmission Line segment between Garrison 
and Spokane . I request that this letter be made part of the pub
lic EIS record , and I will be submitting further comments through
out the comment period. I am writing todqy to ensure that clar
i fication on certain points is establ ished prior to the public 
meetings . 

As you know , I wrote SPA on February 1 ,  1 9 82 , and requested 
that BPA reevaluate the centerline location near the town of Max
ville . A public meeting was held to discuss adj ustments to that 
centerline , and BPA has since assured me and concerned citizens 
in Maxvil l e  that alternative routings would be evaluated prior to 
the publ ic meetings . I am referencing a letter to Clayton Herron 
of Fe':>ruary 5 ,  and. a l etter to me of February 1 9 , both signed by 
George Eskridge, Projects Information Officer. I therefore expect 
that BPA will indeed have evaluated alternative centerline locations 
to the south of Maxville prior to the public meeting on April 2 2 .  
As l i ve stated earlier , the centerline location near Maxville is  
not fully defensible . I realize BPA ' s  desire to discuss these 
changes as part of the EIS process , but an alternative must be 
ident i fied prior to the public meeting for comparison purpose s .  

The regulations governing NEPA, published b y  the Council' 
on Environmental Quality, state that " I f  a Draft statement is so 
inadequate as to preclude meaningful analysi s ,  the Agency shall 
prepare and circulate a revised Draft on the appropriate portion 
( CEQ , Sec . l S 0 2 . 9a) . I submit that an analysis of a southern 
alternative is warrante d ,  and will satis fy the " revised Draft" 
portion o f  the regul ation s .  

THIS STATIONERY PRI NTED O N  PAPER MADE WITH RECYCLED FIBERS 

Wes K.varsten 
April 2 ,  1 9 82 
Page two 

I understand that BPA o f f icials in formed the Granite County 
Al lianc e ,  in a meeting held March 2 5 ,  19 82 , that no comments or 
letters received before the Draft would be considered. This di
rectly contradicts assurances given to my s

"
taff that these com

ments , including my letters of February 1 and March 8 ,  would in
deed be consich::' reci in the prepara t.ion of the Final C I S .  }la.x.'1ille 
residents were told at the public meeting of February 4 that their 
comments could not be addressed in the Draft EIS because i t  had 
already been sent to the printer , but that their comments would 
be considered in the Final E I S .  BPA now seems t o  b e  o f  t h e  opinion 
that comments submitted " too latell for the Draft are also " too 
earlyll for the Fina l .  The work of the Granite County Alliance , 
the many letters and petitions received from folks in Maxville , 
and the communications BPA has received from the Montana Congress� 
ional delegation should be thoroughly analyzed as part of the 
EIS proce s s .  To ignore their existence will seriously endanger 
the credibil ity of the EIS itse l f .  

I would appreciate your earliest reply t o  t h i s  lette r .  
am confident that , i f  the EIS process is  rendered meaningful by 
Bonnevi l le ' s  compliance with the assurances given to me and other 
interested persons in the past , a full and in formed discuss ion 
of alternatives will resolve this controversy. 

Best regards . 

Sin;;;; ,��
.
� �l l i ams 

T H I S  STATIONERY P R I N T E D  ON P A P E R  MADE W I T H  RECYCLED F L B E R S  
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Ilonoroilile P3t 11111 1""", 
I�U&d of Repre3entatives 
lla!;hir"Jton, DC Z05l5 
Dear 1Ir. Will ialD9: 

APR 1 3  1982 

'il"",k }'ou for yoor letter of -,,>ril 2. 1962, r ...... r<li .... Bonn<>vi ll .. �r 
J.dI;lir.iatratio,,'. Garrison-6pokune SCO-l<V trlUlSl>lasion .. tudy urx.I the e>.tent "Ild 
t 1 .. J.n<j of cor.siUelat\oll l;eing \jiven to a rout1ny dterrwtive OU9'J<'£ted '-'I 
citizens ot l'alCVille. Your lettel hall t... ... n included ill! part of the EIS 
record, ... r",<"Ucsted. 

We have r"vie''''''' the extensive correspooUence OIl the concerr.s about tt ... 
Kaxville line locat ion. including t.'Je Harch 16, 1982, letter to Mele t\lrb}, 
frOlll Co!ol'ge Eskridcje which out lines tboo £IS process which lIP" is followiO\l. 
In this pr""""s, .... hev," expi� an alternative to the Haxville loute at two 
points. Pirst, the 1981 ttudie. that produced thor locations i<knt ifioo in the 
draft tIS did include the area south of l'.amUIt. 'I1lat area W4.B tllC>lOU<;jhl}' 
C<.IUIidered wI'.en tt.e corr iUors "'",rtl l<lid out , but a line farther south ....... 
found to C4l11Se higher i"""ct on tlnvirORnl!ntal am en<;\neerillg tactors. 
'll •• trefore, the line w;.& located Just north of the llaxvill .. area. 'Ihls has 
b<,en expl .. i� tu the Granite Qlunty Alliance dur il'l', the , ..... t gewral �cnth9. 
SeoJnd, lIP" stalf h.". r"viewed and lU\iIl:tzed tt,e GU9\l" .. tioos pres.!llt,.'d ov"r t1.e 
""st .... veral """",,' Ly th" Alliance lind the evaluat ion .. wKle rtaken by the 
intt!rdlsciplir.ar}, ( IL) t""" at the [;eerlodye llat1or ... l I'oreut. �'O ddt." ,,11 
revi""s Loth by BPI. am:! the United St<:tes I'orest service (USPS) teillllS have 
concluded that the route as proposed a''PCars to be the best Crca "n 
e .... iooering, ,,"virQr.&<ental, and ecol'lOOlic perspective. 

�a'l)Q I ... t with )'our f iel.! re.,res.>ntat ive, Hr . ;>atrick Duffy, in Milosoul .. on 
K.>rch " we diBal£sed the 1:IS .-recess and the ",-oed Cor r"""rYing &,ci"io .... on 
.tU<lyin<j UlOre alte[lw.t1ves or rout" eJjust"",,,ta <mt l l  tJ ... r"vit .... of .... terial 
in the draft t.IS is �l"te. lhe """_,,t per ied "'ill extend unti 1 I1aj �8, 
1962, we vlll th"" conduct an analysiG of <."t.o<a.er,ts which will tilke frall 4 to ti 
"""ka. ''''pending on vol""", of ... t"ri".! and trarlocril!ts .sIl4itted. follOWing 
th18, WI. am other coo1"'r"tiny a<jetlCieu will a"","SB ,"",,,ther a .cull 
ccq>iIrlltivt! anlllY1Jis of route OptiC<18 or adJustl:lent$ wi l l be �'>l<le, or wheth"r 
a diocussion/res..-onse is in<licated. If an anal:tsls is intJiCClted. ilPA woulJ 

then reconvene t!l4it int(,[beJerlC".I" tt.:an to 10C>f.. at [ClitA altC'rr�t i·-.'es anu t(,1 £tcJ:t e.och CGSe, usicv,J n.:=ttllX!s ind lcc.:.ted in �..,urJ{hx A to the C:1S. A COJ:{.Jlt!te 
r,,"l>OO;;" to the "':"""r,ts "'i ll � in t!Je find EIS, ,,111,,11 t.!lct..ld be 
.... a I 1uble to the l-uLl ic in fall 1982. 

Yoo.r 30c0r..c! co1lCt!cn iuvolveU tl� tUll!ly lnch  .. 13iO(, of CCll.,:"�ntu lu the EIS 
process. \Jhen we ot f«::ced tv J.1C'iIt �ith tile Al l iance l�t£ ill )"..:,uch, it \las to 
t""",�e tLf':SO fully cl'W.:l[e c[ the i:.IS IJ[OC(>S3 M'Id to e:v.;�e�t t..Q\l �'\!St to i-'u:;,>lare 
tor tile u�lng l....Jeet lngo 50 that tl�i[ ca..l".lellta; clIl:.hJ ti.&lve t.,ne tjreut<>.ct 
hp"ct on the �,'CI .. lon on f i r",l locat ions ("'-�ti"9 ."""" e,.clv.s.,d) .  w.. dt� 
d i ccl.ii.r; the atllb.!S c..f t� lCo£t? 3�9fJEEtiQ('.s l...I.;:Je vr ior to k"ulJl ict.t iOt� cf tbt.! £;lS, 
not1ny that ruct. rorr"""",,,,el;ce (lA\stB in tt", official ,>roject t i le", oC tJ,e 
past 1-2 �iedr.s. 'lhOEe cu.:.:.entG �re CGra;iUe[["d ll..G .Pi1rt ot tl:e .Gc..-q.'ir.g 
i>[('::'CC�8. In r�t;[«uo.e to the All iance roneE'cn tt..at t-'revioua C(.IlJ�nts Ri(�ht not 
L-.. sufficiently r""'>gni:w<.i, w., suWeotO<l ti .. t cc,�i"" ot �'ro<Vi0UB1)' �ul..ntl tted 
ltitterll nnd l.'O[ rt:&!.IOOlk�"'e be 4tt6..ct.ed to dIll' 8t.lt�r.t of CQ..,iLltlatli lOnrd..[c.Jed 
lIurinq the caTeIlt �r iod. 

UnfortuMtel}', our ":cslrfS to r�ure tile Al l i arJC<l that tl.eir pr"-1:LS c�ta woul<l t>e full}, cons!wrw � taken to ".,im that "e will not oonsi.:drr tilt."" at aU. lhis is l.ot tl-.... C'""". All cu .. oents r.><le t:..j:c,re th .. <iJ:ait '"." ....nt to 
the Gov�r,""""t ''r iutir'\i O[fice ( FebrlO4lY 2, 191>2) are i"cl� "8 I"'rt of 
$<'Win<j. All CCUJents .:u>.l bU9'J"st iorol; 1!IAUe sinc.> an' includ<><l d.8 "cur ... entt; <>n 
th .. draLt." \Ie are currently wriU .... the Alliance to ...... l!r .. tI_ of thi8 fact. 
I hq.o<t that this l<.-1:t.,r haa a" .. ...,roo your 'luestioJ1.t;, '-'xl that eVerjOfW 
i:wolve<.l can df.;ctivel, "",rk ",ithin tile .... planning i'roceUur". "" that all 
intere"tll and values .... y Loa fully =iJerC<! in this CQ:\Jl"x land """ li l t ing 
project. 

';.1>o1nK JOU for ,"our <.:'Ont inued interest in cur l>roJect. 

Sitlcc rely 

CriGi;'lal Sign�d By 
Wi:3 KVAR3TEN 

"'�"'ley J. Kvan,ten 
Dlrect., r ,  DiviG\"n of 

Land KCOaQU roes 
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INTEROFFICE MEMO 

DATE. 3/29/82  

FROM Maggie Conley 

SUBJECT' 
DEQ Intergovernmental Coordinator 

Draft EIS - BPA I S proposed Garrison-Spokane 500-kv Transmission Project 

This project does not impact the State of Oregon, therefore 
the Department of Environmental Quality has no comment . 
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Mr.  George Eskridge 

Bonneville Power Adminis trati on 

Transmission C oordination 

PO Box 4 327 

Mi ssoula, Montana 59806 

Dear George: 

L - fYl 't - 3 - g 

Grani t e  C ounty Allianc e 

March 3 0 ,  1982 

Thank you for your letter of March 16 , 1982 regarding your 

interpretation of the EIS proc ess . We also appreciated your 

meeting with us Thursday , March 2 5 ,  in Hall regarding how to 

c omment on the draft EIS . Howeve r ,  we take exception to your 

c ontinued attempt as evidenc ed by c omments in the l etter and the 

meeting to sidestep and delay the Maxville issue .  

I n  the March 1 6  l etter about the EIS proc ess you say that 

with regard to routing alt ernatives suggested while the draft EIS 

i s  being prepared that the "responsible Federal agency is direct ed , 

by regulation, to c onsider such changes and to report on all 

results of Buch �tudy . • •  during the c omment process : that is , 

dUring the period of time when the c ompleted draft EIS is made 

available for public review throughout the study area and the 

c ountry . "l In this regard , we request that you c onfirm that you 

are studying or plan to study alt ernative routings in the Maxville 

area, and that you will "report on all results of such study"l 

prior to cl osure of the c omment peri od how scheduled for May 28 . 

We also suggest that c onsidering the clear mandate of the 

F eb 4 Drummond meeting ,  which was held six weeks prior to 

c ompl etion of the draft EIS , that studying alt ernative routings 

in the Maxville area now and reporting on such study prior to 

closing of the c omment period i s  in k e eping with the basic 

alternatives-comparison c oncept of the EIS process . Then 

c omments to both alternatives c an be addressed in the final EIS . 

Your c omments at th� March 25 mee ting in Hal� raised 

further doubts that you int end to respond to Maxvi lle area 

c oncerns . You ( G eorge , Tim Murray , and Dan Bis enius ) suggested 

L-I'fIi--3-'i! 

that c omments rec eived after c om leti on of the sc oping process 

and prior to publication of the draft EIS , including the Feb 4 

meeting in Drummond and our letters , w erc a "grey area,,2and 

s omehow " outside the EI�i proc e s s " �  Whil e  your c over l etter 

acc ompanying the draft EI}l states that the s e  c omments would be 

c onsidered as c ommentH on the draft EIS , at the meeting when 

you were specifically asked if this was true , you replied that 

they would probably no L be uti lized in the Dame manner as c ommcris 

rec eived after publication of the ]<;IS , and that to be sure that 

they are c ons idered , we sh mld make c opies of all letterD and 

resubmit them . Sinc e  the" e  letters are presumably still 

available to you in your files , thi s would be pointleo s .  The 

c rux of whether or not a c omment bec omes important for you to 

c onsider shouM not d epend on its b eing published in the EIS . 

Furthermore ,  to pretend that c ommentD submit t ed prior to 

publica Li on of the draft EIS are c omment� -in response 

to the draft EIS is inaccurate and mi sleading. 

Your insinuation mad e in the March 25 me eting that thc F eb 4 

meeting wac sorf,ehow just between the Grani te C ounty Allianc e and 

the Forest S ervice raiseu further queotions about your understanding 

of the purpose of the meeting. BPA was not i nvi t ed to that 

meeting by mi stak e .  The purpose of the me eting was specifically 

to imorm all agenc ie13 involved in the proc ess of siting thi s 

line about the c oncerns of the people in thi s area . More 

specifically , we informed you i n  no c ertain terms of our 

objections to the pres ent route location and presented you with 
a propos ed alternative route c orri dor . Thi s meeting Was prec eeded 
and followed by direct c orrespondenc e to you to the above effec t .  

Our interpretation of C EO rules o n  NEPA does not warrant 

the c ontention of your March 16 l etter that BPA " can make no 

d ec i sion on further stUdies until the draft EIS is reveiwed and 

the extensive stud i e s  • • • •  have rec eived the opportunity for public 

c omment . "l Rather,  CEQ mandates that agenc i es · study , develop , and 

desc ribe appropriate alternatives to rec ommended c ourses of ac tion 

in any proposal which involves unresolved c omlictB':4 • • •  early 
in the NEPA proc ess . In vi ew of the fac t that no alternatives 

to the Maxville c rossing were ' studi ed , developed , and described 

previ ously , we suggest that you do so imm ediately . Otherwi se , 
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"if a draft statement is so inadequate as to preclude 

meaningful analysi s , the agency shall prepare and circulate 

a revised dr�ft of the appropriate porti on. " 5 If BFA responds 

to public c omment rec eived prior to publicati on of the draft 

EIS by studying , developing , and describing appropriate 
alternatives to the Maxville crossing and making that information 

available for public c omment prior to closure of the public c omment 

period , BPA can preclude the neq essity of preparing such a 

revi s ed draft . 

The alternative routings suggested in the Maxville area 

have never been studie4 by BPA , at least not to our knowledge . 

C ertainly the draft EIS cannot be c onsidered a study of alternative 

routings in the Maxville area . 

Extending the public c omment peri od to all ow resp onsible 

study and c onsideration of an alternative route in the Maxville 

area would be preferable t o  c onduc ting a supplemental EIS as 

had to be done i n  the Boulder area.  However , timely study of our 

suggested alternative c ould still be done s o  that review and 

c ownents c ould happen pri or to the proposed �ay 28 closing of 

the c omment peri o d .  
We have pointed out numerous problems and questi ons arising 

out of your March 16 letter and your March 25 meeting with us . 

W e  request a response answering these many questi ons and 

specifically outlining what action you plan to take in response 

t o  our c ontinuing and repeated request for study and consideration 

of al ternate routings in the Maxville area . 

Thank you . 

c c :  Evan Barrett 
Pat Duffy 

Mike C o oney 

Very Tr�y Yours , 
' j , ':-:'0 I J '  '. ' \J \ 'I Q;..i �''- ) r.\\'�' i'. '{' I' I 
F .  Lee T avenner· 

asaistant chairman 

Grani te County Allianc e 

1 .  March 16 l e t  Ler from George Eskridge to Adele Furby . 
2 .  Dan Bisenius , March 2 5  meetine; with Grani t e  County Allianc e 
3 .  1'im Murray , M"I'ch 2 5  meeting wi th Grani te Count:r Allj anc e 

4 .  S ec 1501 . 2 ( c ) of CEQ regulati ons for NEPA . ( " . 5 )  
5 .  S ec 1502 . 9 ( a )  of CEQ regulati ons for NEPA . ( p .  ll ) 

BYIB 

MI. Ad.le 'lrb,.. Chairper."" 
OreDit. Co ... t,. AlllallO. 
Stir laute . 
B.U. III' 59837 

Der Ma. FlrbJ'1 

MAR 1 � 1982 

TbaDk ,.au tor ,.OW' letter ot '.bruar,. _. '9112. It relntorcea our 
uad.ratllld1l11 ot th. a ... nit. Count,. Ulla_ oono. rna about the propos"" IkmnaTllla PeMer AdIo1ll1n.-aU"" proj.ct II it ,""uld pa .. naar HanlUa. 
v. aN .orr,. t ... the dal"" ot thla r_po .... , It vaa cau • .:! in part by our ""lOiJIa IIIe.UQIa "" thla .ubj.ct . II' A, II J'IIU are aware . baa bean 
dell. Vitll th. Ka :rY1 ll. _ rill .1no. a_r 1 981 . Wh .. ..  aeUnga nrat 
ooc.Jrm Vitll landown.rs and OOII oam"" aitl .. na in the area . 
AI pcot ot tilla ""101111 repClll8a to ,.our _ rna .  \III ha ... dlacu,.."" the 
aitUlU"" wltb U.S 'ON.t S.,.d .. r.p ..... ntattv •• alll! have attend"" 
..... rIIl ... tiD .. witll 051'3 par.""1101 to add our i ntonoaUon to their _luaU""a. 
V. hi.,. alao hald ..... ral dlacu •• l"". vltblD and out.lde II'A. including 
d la c.J  .. lom with CCDlIr.llllloilal Npr.entaU., .. to ."plaiD the EIS prODe .. 
tbrollih >dIlch th. -aeno,. will del with a .. ",.ted chanp. I .. tlla route 
aUlPIlenh al .... � .xaad.ned I .. til. drltt dOClJlllllt .  Thla prODe.a la 
discu s."" b.ltv and 1a .0 .. oollpreh .... l ... 1,. oc ... rad In the oopy ot the 
Plan tor InTircnoental Studl_, encloa"" tor your IntonoaU"" .  

T he  prqoaaa . rasuist.:! b ,.  the CClUllcll "" lovlron .. ental Quality. providea 
tor tull and thorough conalderaUca at aU · OCIIIIIent. and oonoer ... ot those 
vltblll the etud,. ..... ot .,.,. Sl ..... projaot. Sooping .... tings. tor 
IDatance, .ullt. be hald throushcut tha ara ID the InlUal .taS'" ot 
stud,. • •  0 tllat area. needing att.nUca ..,. be appropriately IdanU n "" .  
Such 1I • •  U n  .. va .. hald ID Drllllllllond and Cllntca , H""ta .. . amClll! other 
town •• 111 H"" ot 1981 . �baaqu.Dt .tudl_ and .valuatima .... re baaed , in 
pert, "" IDt'onllUcn reeel ved thrcush \,he ... Unga and OOIEent letter .. 
.ubolUt"" tIIen. 
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1IIIaD .ajOl" obaD.- auoh .. d1vergant rouUng al ternatives arl •• later 1" 
til. ,,",_a, puoUcu larly att.r the etudl .... and the ranking ot all ",utes 
b ... beaD _pl.ted .l1li til. !13 it •• l( ia ... U into draft etaIII' . CEQ 
rel'l1l1tlCIIs aUCIII tor suob input to he aensldered .t • parti al l ar  atalll' 
1" ' til. proo_. Th. reaponalbl. Federal agenoy 18 dlrected, by 
rel'l1l1tlCII , to _ald.r auob ohange. and to report ", all results ot .uch 
lItudy. Tble 8tep tekea pl..,. durlng the oc.Dant proc.ss: that ia . durlng 
tb. p.rlod ot U •• vb." th. oompl ated dr.n [IS 18 med e avaU abl e tor 
publlo renw throlllhout the stuely area .l1li the oountl"y. Regul.tions 
.peolt'y the , .,.,.lou • •  oel .. ot re.pon •• an agenoy must make. To .... ura you 
that tull allll aauaraotory reaponae must .l1li will he "ade . I enol o.e a 
oopy ot the ".pon •• to OOIIIl.at.S- MoUm troll the CEQ reguhU <I'I e .  

11'1 da. tuUy reooln1&a th. serlousn ... o t  your lnterest ln the ManiU. ",utlne.. V • •  lao r.oollllh. that revl .... dan. by the USPS (Deerlodge ) do not tully addr_ til. aoolal imp.ota 011 prhatelacrl oultural lallll . Va .... both bound .nd OOIDitted to renev111& tbo •• OCIII OII", . ,  but ... can make 
no deolelal aI turth.r lItud1a unUl til. clratt !IS 18 reviewad .od tile 
.lIt ... l .. IItGlll • •  lready completad over tba put two and <I'Ia-halt yeara 
ha". reoa1"ad til. opportunlty tor publlo _ant. Tha publl0 o<mIIant 
perlod , to baglo thia lIanth with the maUll1& ot the [IS, will ellteod 
IIDtU H., 21 , 1 982. 11'1 wiU hold .. aU .... throughout the study area to 
reoel .. �aat.a durll1& tha aanth ot lpril and allteodlng lnto H.y. Ve 
&l.a .1Ipeot to reaal". ,,1D.roue wrltten _aot. through our T",,,,, 1111831<1'1 
Coord1JaUCII om aa 'bare 10 Hl .. oul •• 
Th. JllPl (RaUonal Indronoental Pollay lot) proo esa ,  outllnad In our 
Plao tor IIn'UolUllantal Studl .. , then .peoln as that ... aenalder .l1li 
a nal .,. aU _ents aade, so that oonC. mII ar18lng thereln .. ay b. 
atudled allll reaponded to ln the n m.l lIS. It 18 .ost lmportent th.t all 
oanoe". he b .. rd heto .. _tIII.nta or other deoialona ... made QI any 
81nel . .. p.at. or aln&l. aanOllm .  Only th.n oan n .. l at udlea he mad ., 
adjuatmenta U t  .. rnootad) .ade , .nd .",planaUons prepared to aerve as 
the n .. l lIS. Th1a atalll' will he&1n tlJrlne the 8l111Der; the nm.l EIS 18 
not .1Ipaotad out mt1l tall 19112. The Reoord ot D.0181<1'1, the to/1ll&1 a nd 
nlal 01101 .. , oamot take pl .... until J) daya .tter the Final EIS ls 
lssuad. 

TM 1IKP1 p",oesa , whloh asalgaa oertelD ..,Um. to o.rteln U .. es ,  01.., 
a_ OIIIheraClle ... to .... al. It 18 d .... ll111ad , IIowever, to pro tect the 
lnt.reats ot the publ10 allll to eneure tbat .11 aancema .re glvon thelr 
due wlght. 11'1 would b. willlng to ••• t with the Ullano. to explain 
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tII.IIS lDto .. aUm allll to .ug .... st. to the l lllance .mat you adght best do 
to pre..,.. tor tbe D�<I'Id meeUng 1" lpril or tor .... ltten co_ent. <1'1 
til. drett 118. De" B l .. nt ... . T .. II L..s.r. Tim Hur� . and I could most 
.aUy ooordim.t. our aohedulea to m .. t ""lit week. It th.t suUa JOu . 

It suob • •• et1a& would he h.lpful. plau. 81 ... ... . oaU at the 
lIl.soul. ottlaa ( 1-100-332-24 21) . Thank you tor your paUenoe ln 
_lUng 'our ",ply. I look torward to m.eUng with you .galn. 

2 I"olaaur.' 

001 
larl a.lnsel - DSP!! CbarU, H1U.r - U!lrs 
Hr. "11. C_y Beno_lll. Has B.u .... ' Otnoe 

Hr. , Pat Dufty 
BCllo,.!!l. Pat Vill1 .... ' o m aa  
Hr. ' I  ...... Bar.-.tt 
BCllonobla Jotm Haloher ' a  om .. 

S1noerely, 

/s l 
O.or .... t. !. krld III' , P roJ eot Coord1nator 
H iaaoula Coord1 oaUon Otno. 
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M i k e  C o oney 
: ' ena tor Max Baucus 
H o om 2 " 6 , Fed eral Bui lding 
B u L t 0 , M t .  59701 

Depr Mi k e ,  

L- M X-3 - I:;Z 

April 2 ,  1982 

Thank you f or your l etter of March 31 which ac c ompani ed a 
c o py of a l etter Max reoei ved from G eorge Eckri dge , dated 
M"-rc h 2 9 .  This l e tter contains many s t a t ements whi ch I 
c ons ider to be ei ther innac curate , mis l eading ,  or downright 
untrue . Therefore , in order to s e t  the rec ord straight , I 
w i l l  list below the errors �s I s e e  them . 

Paragraph 3 :  I d i d  not request an answer from Ge orge on 
behalf of the Forest Servic e .  I requested that h e  state 
what BPA " s opinion was regardill8 the suggeoted new cri teria 
which were described in the Alli ance l etter to the Forest 
S ervi c e .  

Paragraph five : This i s  the first notification o r  knowledge 
w e  have ever had regard ill8 a s t e eri118 c ommittee meeting on 
March ninth . 

Paragraph 6 :  After i nquiring about possible c onversutions 
with BPA personnel with yours elf·, Evan Barrett , and Pat Duf.fy , 
I am c onvi nc ed that the prima.ry thrust of these c onversa.tion!! 
on March 9 ,  1 0 ,  and March 1 5  with the congressional ai des 
Wae not t o  inform the "idea of the I1 t e ering c ommittee decieion 
�hut BPA should not mak e ' any c ommitmeftt to R full ID team 
evaluation of the Maxville � i tuation until the public c omment 
period was ove r .  Rather, all aides stated that the primary 
c oncern expressed by BPA was to make sure that all of the 
c omments and responses were ·within the �IS proc ess " .  

P aragraph 9 :  Duri ng the S eptember 9 meeting with Lee , the 
m p i n '  que" t i on regardill8 " the possibility of moving the line" 
waS not s o  vague and general . S pecifi c ally , since we 
had indi c ated our intent�on t o  build both our bome and barn 
v e ry near the northern boundary of our property , and since 
a t  that time BPA maps i ndi cated thnt the line would go t mi le 
north of that line , ],ee asked what the chanc e s' Viere that 
the l i ne w()uld be mo �ed to the s outh , thus c oming even 
c l oser t o  our homes i t e .  

I 
L- M. )( - 3 · 1 �  

Paragraph 10: The S eptember phone call mentioned waB when 
G eorge c a.lled to assure Lee that the line would not be moved 
t o  the s o uth ,  and that any chall8es that 'IIould be made in the 
l i n e  would be in the northerly direc tion. This turned out , 
in retros pec t ,  to be untrue , as the next map we saw , and the 
mOf't recent BPA map we have had a chanc e to s e e ,  i ndiCAtes 
.that the 1 ine has alrertdy been moved between one-eighth of 
a m i l e  and one-quarter of a mile Bouth, now c oming only 

a rew hundred yards from our homesite . At that l ocation 
BPA indic ates the intention to install a tower. 

:Paragraph l , :  The Grani t e  C ounty Al l i anc e d i d  not ask tlle 
U5FS to evaluate a route approximat ely midway beTWeen Maxvi l l e  
a n d  Phili psburg . This i s  a c ompl ete falnehood . 

Enc losed p l ease alBo find a March 30 letter written to 
G e orge Eskridge by Lee on b ehalf of the Allianc e .  I t  
outlineB the major points of di sagreement that w e  have w i th 

Bonnevi l l e  regarding their interpre tation of the EIS proc es� . 

We are honill8 that Max will c oncur with our interpretation 

and w i l l  be able to encourage BPA t o  uti l i z e  the EIS proc ess 
properl y .  

Agai n ,  thHnkB f o r  your help . 

c c :  George Bskridge 
Pat Duffy 
E:van Barrott 

Sinc erely , 

(;{£.Lc ;ftMk'1 
Adele Furby , cl;lOi'rman 
Grani te C ountyl. All i anc e 
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F. Lee Tavenner, Assistant Chairman 
Granite County Alliance 
Star Route 
Hal l ,  Montana 59837 

Dear Mr. Tavenner: 

April 9, 1982 

'nlank you for your letter of March 30 about the Maxville routing and the actions 
we plan to take in response to your concerns . I am sorry that we have not 
explained ourselves clearly enough , and trust that this letter will clear up 
any misunderstanding. 

Here is what we will do: Between now and Hay 2 8 ,  we will gather every comment 
we can on the EIS ,  through letters and public meeting s .  This includes a l l  
comment,; o n  any auggested route alternatives in your a r e a .  Th i s  a180 includes 
information and comments made since February 2, 1 9 8 2 ,  for reasons explained 
below. 

Then we will sort and categorize comments for reaponse. All comments and 
responaes will appear in the Final EIS. Such responaes can include any and 
a l l  of those listed in the CEQ Regulations. 

The al ternatives you propose in the �[axville area which have received study 
and reviev by the Forest Serviee a8 well as BPA viII not be studied further 
at this time. BPA will reserve the decision on studying more alternatives 
or route adjustments until the review of the draft EIS is completed and infor
mat ion reviewed .  This viII probably take four to six weeka after the comment 
period ia over. After this BPA along with cooperating agencies will decide 
if the interagency team viII further study those suggest ions using methods 
discussed in Appendix A to the EIS. Results of any further evaluation will 
appear i.n the Final EIS .  

Th e  Final EIS i a  also Qpen for cormnent. No final decision can b e  made on 
routing until 30 days after the Final ElS is pub l ished . 

Our course of action is determined by several factors . All COImnents and 
suggestions made during seoping . are taken into aecount before and during 
the analysiS and writing, even up through interdiscipl inary team meetings 
to evaluate and rank segment s ,  routes , and plans . These meetings took place 

last fal l .  and ended with the final plan ranking meetings on November 3 .  
Extensive review and revriting of the document enabled u S  t o  prepare the 
"camera-ready" copy of the draft EIS by the end of January. It was sent 
to the Government Printing Office in Seattle on 'February 2, 1 9 8 2 .  At this 
point , no further changes-beyond minor typograph1cal errors-eould be made. 
Seoping was elosed. 

For this resson, your comments and !lUggestioNl will be considered in our next 
opportunity for response on the record , which is our response to cOlJlI!l.ents on 
the dra f t .  In this way ,  every comment can be considered. Although we could 
not reassemble the interdisciplinary team, evaluate , compare, and rank those 
variations suggested thi8 late in the proces s ,  we did clearly notify the 
public of those suggest ions in the "Dear Reviewer" letter and P\8.p which 
accompan 1ed every volume of the EIS. 

You can resubmit the proposal or comments made between February 2 and 
March 1 6 ,  when copies of the EIS were mailed to the public . They will be 
taken into account in the comment review proces8 .  You are welcome to 
submit additional com:nents directly on the draft EIS . 

It was our understanding from the March 25 meeting that you might want to 
resubmit copie. of past correspondence that you specifically wanted to be 
treated 8S EIS comment s .  Obviousl y ,  this certainly is not a requirement 
but a s  was discussed could be done to assure you that certain items from the 
extensive project files will be addressed in the EIS .  Obviousl y ,  not all 
letters and correspondence received during the past 1-2 years will be treated 
as EIS comment s .  

I am sorry for any misunderstanding i n  our recent meetings and letters. 

trust that this letter has spoken plainly to you and answered your questions 

and concerns . 

Sincerely, 

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY 
GEORGE E. ESKRIDGE 

George E. Eskridge 
Proj ects Information Officer 
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United States Department of the Interior 
BUREAU OF MINES 

WESTERN HELD OPERATIONS CENTER 
EAST 360 3RD AVENUE 

SPOKAN E.  WASfUNGTON 99202 

Apr i l  2. 1 982 

Mr. George Eskridge 
Bonnev i l l e  Power Admi ni stration 
Transmi ss i on Coordi nat i on Office 
P • O. Box 4327 
Missou l a .  Montana 59806 

L-SK-� 

Re: Garri son-Spokane 500-kV Transmi ss i on Proj ect 

Dear Mr. Eskridge: 

The revi ew of the Garri son-Spokane 500-kV Transmi ss  i on Project reveal ed the 
fo1 1 owi ng potenti al problems that were unaddressed in the text. 

Wi l l  thi s project affect the potent i al devel opment of any underground mi ni ng 
properties or have an impact on any current mi n i ng operations? If  the 
properti es themselves are not affected . is it  possibl e that access to them 
wi 1 1  be? Wi 1 1  any towers be constructed on gol d pl acer depos i t s .  sand and 
gravel deposits.  or any other deposits mi neab l e  by open-pit techni ques? 

Careful route sel ect i on through mineral i zed areas cou l d  a1 1 ev i ate potenti al 
confl icts with the mi neral i ndustry. 

Thank you for the opportunity to revi ew your Draft Envi ronmental Impact 
Statement (DE I S ) .  

Si ncerely .  

£w� �jf'� 
f,,'/ Robert D. Wel d i n .  Acti ng Chief 

Mr. Georl:e Esllridge 
Bonneville Power Administration 
1620 Rel:ent 
P.O Box u327 
Missoula, Montana 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridl:e : 

L-EW- I -�.3 

March 29, 1982 
U6 lOth Ave . S.  
Mt .  Vernon, Iowa 52311 

I earlier (Feb . 21, 1982) wrote to }1r . Wilkerson re l:arding the proposed 
Garrison-Spokane Transmission Project and he sUl:gested that I contact you. I 
own uO acres in the Sleeman Creek watershed the northern portion of which is 
to be crossed by the new transmission line under the Taft alternative . 

First, I doubt whether a new transmission facility is required for the 
area. The Northwest is a well known energy surplus area and I see no persuasive 

reason wljy the transmission line must be built now. I am aware of the 
arl:'ll1lents �ainst a No Action alternati" e (PP. 3-u and 9 of EIS S1lJIIlIlary Reoort )  
but I find i t  easy to disrel:ard an analysis by the same al:ency that benefits 
from the project. 

Second, it is clear that the intent is to seek an easement on the property 
should the Taft alternative be selected (which seems now to be the cas e ) . It 
is true that the line would run only throul:h the northern part of the oroperty 
but then its value to me or any subsequent purchaser would be drastically 
reduced. The property was purchased as recreational land and any near future 
potential is for that function alone since there exists little marketable timber. 
Thus the line mir.ht as well run through the m iddle of the property. Who could 
appreciate the pronerty for recreat.ion when a 175' t.OVler lOIJ!"1S olTer the 
landscape? It would seem proner under the circumstances that t.he entire !lO 
acres shonlrl. be ;1urchased at market value if indeed the Taft line is the one 
selected. 

Sinc€�ly, /7 
£1-:';/f:7_';( 

David L. Lyon 

"0 "-_ 
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'U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

fA �J I, •• , � III .. '" 

• 

Mr. George E skridge 

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
RfGIQN EIGHT 

SSS lANG STREET, BOX 25246 
DENVER, COLORADO 80225 

Apri l 2, 1 982 

Bonnevi l le Power Admini stration 
Transmi ss ion Coord inati on Office 
P. O.  Box 4327 
Missou l a , Montana 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge : 

L - £ W - S- I/ 

Thank you for the opportuni ty to revi ew the Draft Envi ronmental 
Impact Statement ( D E I S )  on the Garrison-Spokane 500-KV Transmi s s i on 
Project (your reference number DOE/EIS-0091 ) .  We f i nd that the 
DEIS  adequately addresses our concerns. 

We note that you have coordinated thi s document w i th the, Idaho 
Department of Transportation , Montana Department of Hi ghway s ,  and 
Washi ngton Department of Transportation . We woul d  encourage tha t 
you conti nue a cl ose working rel ati onsh ip  wi th them as thi s  project 
devel ops and is constructed. 

Sincerely ,  

��� Fred Hempe 1 
D i rector, Envi ronmental Programs 

HEP-08 

Charely Miller 
Pro j ec t  Co ordinator USPS PO Box 400, Pederal Bui lding 
But t e , Mt . 59703 

Dear Charley , 

/- - fYl J; - 3 - /:0 

April 8 ,  1982 

On behalf of the Grani te C ounty Allianc e ,  I would like to 
thank you for meeting with us on Tuesday , April 6 th ,  i n  order 
to discuss routing for the powerline south of Maxvi lle . We 
feel that we had a healthy and produc tive exchange of ideas 
and information that should help to produc e  improved s tudy 
of the area . 

Last night , W ednesday , April 7th , the Grani te Co�ty Alliano e 
met and disoussed the ideas and the routes which we -had dealt 
wi th Tuesday in our meeting with you. It waB the unanimous 
o pinion of the members present that at this time we would not 
l ik e ,  as a group , to go on record as �eing in favor of any 
partieular one of the lines that we had sketched in with 
tape on �esda7 . Rather, we would like to re-emphasize that 
we believe that the best route would l i e  within o orridor E .  
Ths members a l s o  agreed that the area in the vicinity o f  the 
line labele4 -K" Which lies east of c orridor E would als o be 
an aaceptable area to utiliae in develo��ng a route .  

T h e  members}U.lI\ .ould further like to express its apprec iation 
for your o oht�Uing effforts in actively s tudying this area. 

Thank you very muc h .  Please c!,on" t hesitate to call or write 
if you have any questi Ons , suggesti ons or ideas to discus s .  

c c ;  G eorge Eskridge 
Jack Fi soher 
Howard Challinor 
Pat Duffy 
Evan Barrett 
Mike C oone7 

Very TX'Ul1 Yours , atdv� 
Allel, e . : ti1, ohaf . 
Granit��unty All �e 
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� [" xv i J  J e  S t b r Ht e .  
I- h l J i I , s bl . rf , fy', t .  b�, Ub8 
J-q� r i ]  ] 0 ,  1 �) 8 2  

ti; r .  G e o rr e  E s k r1 d e- e , f ro j e c t Infc T'l" v t i on O f f i c e r  
Bonne v i l l e }Jowe r ,(dJ'T'1 "11 s t n.l L.l on 
T n3 n s rr: l  � s l on C oo r,ii n a t l on O f f i c e  
F .  O .  B o x  43?7 
M i s s c'll J a ,  M r,n t A ne �)S POG 
DeB r !': r .  Esk ri d g e : 

A f t e r  re v l e w i �lE' t �e n rCl f t  Env l I'()YITr:e n bd lr:I� h c t  S c a L e )  e n t  on 
the GAhHI SON - SF OK A i,"; 50 0 - k v 'l' I<Ai, SIU SSl () ;, l' b C J );C'" we 8 rc s \l bm i t 

t i ne: th i s l e t t p r  o f  crpo � l L j on t o  t r 1 c  Bl'A ' s  l_ j'()}) C ' s en 'fe f t  C 
rou t i ng of t r ! e  powe r} i nc .  

{t e !-l re s t T'cnlT J y o r p o s r:>.r�_ L 0  t t; e  r-c rt i c n  of' t I-, � ::: L �. n p  y,." , j  en 
C I'O � 3 e s  Se c t i or. s \-: )..l � lfi 4 ;  T .  P N . ;  R. ]3 lv .  I n  G ro r. i t r. C(:� ;nty , 
h' ('",nta l1n . rl'h l �  pO i t l on cf t �l R  ',J.:H f t  C r ro� ' ( )fled rcu t i ne c� f � �; e  
p G':,l e rJ I n e  C l o s s e s  L � e  t o'." :) o f  lU-J x v i J l c o  l'n e re h I e  h b ( , u t �)O p (-� (; fi } e  
l i v I ng i n  L1 ' i s  C0lT'F' l.l n 1 ty nr.d IT',c Y'e V18n -hn J f  o f  L . lem '¥(lu l d  b e  VI � th l n  
one-ha l f  m i l e  o f  y o u r  p I lJ P C s e d  l i r1e . 

You r <i r8 f t  J<;I S cf 11,r, T'ch , J HJ:' ( I V - I 'I ,  I V - Hl nld I V -89 ) s t 8 t e s  
t hH t  e l e c t ri ca l  p rop e rt i e s o f  l n-l n s r; i E �3 j on ] i rH� s J.> ror)l� c e  C l , r'ono 
and f i e l n  e f fe c t s .  C o rona e f fA c t s  l n c .l u·ie H�d i (l r:nd t e l e v i s i on 
l n t A rfe r' e r - c e  B l'1n f) lJ(J j b ] e  n o i s e .  I t  a l s o s t [] t A S t LH t  a l ' e rson o r  
a n im a l  nea r a 500 -kv t r'(JTlstn ! s s i ct'l 1 1 r1.(� \'r i l ]  h A v e  e l e c t ri cR l  c1; r T'en t 
i nrhl c ed i n his  body , 80 CAn fl ff' e c t;  s c·r.-:e cp rri i n c p� c er.l8. k e rt; . I t  
A l so s t a t e s  t h � t t � e  n c i s e  wru l :l b �  El url 1 t)] e t (l rH s i rt � n ! .�  ne�l r 1.�e 
l i n e und wOl) ] �i be a nnoy i lj�' b e C 8 ' ) S e  o f  t h e  1-'u re tC'ne c}w n, c t e ri s t i c s .  
I t 8 ] S O rre n t- l ens o n  p 8 f" e  X o f  t�e SlJrr'lTI8 J'Y t r · [; t t h e  l H'! H l t h  h Fl z h rds 
d u e  t o  l onf t e J1Tl  e x y r s l ' re t o  tn n �m l fl s i o!1 ] j ' I e  e J (� c -s l>i c f i e l d s  i s  
s t i ] ]  unrl e t e rTT: i r:ed . vYhy shou l rl w e  o f  :"1'1 i s  cOT."IT: I ; n 1 t y ,  o r  H rlY e th e r  
comrr.1Jn i t y ,  bE; f C T'ce�1 c o  I J v e rl�'; [ l r' th e � C'  l i '1 e s  1 1 n o  crn s e r1 1.w n t l y  b e  
l h e  e x p e rirren t 8 1  P.'l., i n e '1 p l P.' s  : c !, t :J e  :1 CU ] t., h  h1 " t4 rd d e v c rmi n A. t t o n . 

Cf c o u rs e ,  ','li e h h v e  : t l C  p re r'of'fl t l ve cf s o I l i ng ("l.' r r: rc p c J' t y  a n d  
movi ne: away f T'(1JTl L h e  R b o v e  Jl1e 'l �C i ()nAd rW 7. 8  y-d s ,  b u t  e p u in ( · u o t i ng 
f rom your E I S  A :-:,p en:i i x D ( �? - 1 7 , � ' -�� , ?, nd �� - �' � )  wflich s t a t e  trw,t 
s om e  s tud i e s  r�p c I't T'R dl sed v a ] I' e s  f(; 1' rc s i d e :1 t i B l p ro p e rty tl :1d 
thR t !'e s l d en t i a l  ] [\ nd ow ne rs \'10 ' l ] d  be e f f e c t erl mC' r e  by v i sua l , hp[l ] th 
a n d  p ro p e rt y  v H l u e  e f fe c � s  8 n1 t,}:ll t hcmeowne r's n H y  hav�' to cope 
w i th V i Sll A J  p Y'f' 8c:Jce n rd 'J nC 8 r'tH i n heal ttl e f fe c t s of ] i v :i. ng n e a r  
t h e  h i l!h v o J taro l I ne . N c,w , p J O D R f>  n n sv: e r  t- R ti S t o  w r n \'I c u ] d  b e  
foo J i sh encve!'l t n  ''' e n t  t o  p l l rC�l H S e  mH' j p - v fi l u ed p r o r e rty n rrl 
l i v e  n e u r  a l l  t l-:! R g e  ann0Y B YlC e S  a D d  h H Z tl rd .s .  
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N e  l ;!L� ( - T-;: t l . r '<i t. ') 1 1 t, t�H; li Y·: ; ' l i t. e  f\. "I L i u !,\ C 0  h i s  1- rO F ' (  s e n  
a rr c re SOu c.:'-, (:. rly ruu t (� f c r  t "'! u t  f c rt i ( n  : ' , 0  l',-, f t  C l i n e · · 'L l ch 
c ro � s e s  she Jri.f3 x v i l J e  FI reR . J'hj s � J t e rr l (1 t e  l-C : 1 L{� w·('u J d  r y·..l n c .i J 'D : J y  
be on f::u b l 1 c  J D nn , 1 s  1"p-ff' 1'1'1:1 t o  1, :3 C r r- ri o (  r E b;l t h e  A J ] i p n c e , 
r� r'd 1 s  J ( ' c<1 l cd i: n T T'( x ir. r.:, J::, e J 'T ;: t'l J f' s  s c�, t.. � ,  cf t> c ; c 1f/n :d � e  of 
lY: f1 xv l l ] e ,  1,_ ( n t- !:.rH.:� �Je � t r �-'''1 f J y  p rp p- :1<" 1 U c C !1 f:. l rt r> r  U'l i �  
H J t e rn9 t e  rc,; t e  t � H·(, 1 !r !;. C c r r j 'l oJ E .  

V c ry l Y �; l y  ;.: r :u n� ,  

).4� � �  
_ �C-/.-L1 17)u/v( 

J '  f' C S  .h: .  It' 8 flh l  
li P , r:-. f) C .  �' !-� el11 

April 14 , 1982 
Box 3101 
Mi ssoul a ,  MT 59806 
Mr. G e o r�e E. Eskrid�e 
Bonnev i l l e  Power Adm ini stration 
11ransmi s sion Coordination 
P . O .  Box 4327 
M i s s oul a ,  I1f 59ROf, 

Dear Mr .  Eskridr,e : 

/- n ( >, / ,- / !�� 

I am opposed to the " environlTlentally preferred" or Taft 
route proposed f o r t he  Garrison-Spokane 500-k i l ovo l t  trans
m i s s ion Pro j e c t .  No t  only h a s  th e d emand for e l e c t ri c i ty 
d e c r e a s e d ; hut a l so the route wou l d  ne�atively a f fe c t  hoth 
humans and w i l d l i f e .  The prop o s e d  rou t e  wou l d  a l t e r  cultu
ral re sourc e s , remove vef,e t a t i o n , increAse ero s i o n ,  and 
chan�e w i l d l i f e  hahitat--both � o l den and b a l d  e a � l e s  nest 
alon� the Bitt erroot River. Th e pow e r l i n e  would v i su a l l y  
scar the Missoul a area and future he a lth hazards a r e  pos
sib l e .  Do con s i d e r an a l t ernative rou t e  and do d i s coura�e 
the Taft rout e ! 

Sincere l y ,  

i( l "  (' j (  ( ;c/ 
llh ea Cronin 
Box ., 1 nl 
"1 i SSOll l il ) "IT ;)9R{)f, 

c c :  Missoulian 
Honorab l e  Max Baucu s 
Honorab l e  John Melcher 
Honorable Hor. Marlenee 
Honorab l e  Pat w i l l i am  



� 

j�r . George Eskrid ge 
Bonnev il l e  Pow;::r Admini stration 
Trans m i s s ion C ooro inClt dmn 
P .O .  B ox 1+327  
l'; is s oula , �;onta n;l 5 9806 

Mr . E skr ige : 

/.. - fl7 X - I - / 7 
,)8.1e ,';art in 
�laxv i l 1 e  S t u r  Route 
Phil ipsb u rg , �lonc"n" 

) 9<.: 5  e 
A py·jl 4 ,  l ,)82 

I n  a d emoc ,'< t ic soc i e t y  such a s  ours I s imply 
C<lnnot un:i e rstand or a p prove of the B onnev il l e  Power AJ. m i n i s t 
ration ! s  l a t e s t  a c t ion s .  

N e  Hher l"axv ille o r  the Granite C ounty All i"nc c s  
proposeJ s outhern route wu s e v an ment ioned i n  your draft 
Invironmental Impa ct Statement . As far as I am c on c e rned. you 
are try inG to Stonewall us . 

You c ont inue to ignore us unt il , you hope , your 
route is a pproved . Then anJ. only then w ill there probably be 
any ment ion of Maxv ille. M ister , that st ink s ! ! l !  

The l1ra n i t e  i1l onny¥ All ian c e s  proposed soulhern 
route "as not evan c ons ij ereJ. a s  far a s  I can t el l . Your 
Publ ic Relations style appearc to funct ion on the basis of 
saying, give u s  your ideas and we will c o n s id e r  them. but , in 
real i t y ,  the only ide�s you c on s ider are your own . That WG s 
a cheap tr ick putt ingd"the draft Inv ironmental Impa c t  S ea tement , 
us ing maps that l i sted Maywood R idze , Stone , and several other 
small pl a c e s  but f a il ed t o  include Maxv ill e .  Probabl y  bec ause 
you d idn ' t  want anybody who wasn ' t  familiar w ith the area t o  
know that your propo sed route goes r i eht throueh a �. A 
v e ry cheap trick ind e ed .  

S ince you 1 ike t h i s  l in e  s o  much, it ' s  too bad it 
wasn ' t  routed over your house instead of be ing pushed off on 
eve ryone el se s .  

c c : Georee i;; skr iJ. ge 
lv,ax Baucus 
J ohn !l.el c h e r  
P a t  w ill iams 

cdat /Jll� 
iJale Mar t i n  

/... - /Il X - /-/8 
Ra n J y  Hart in 
,;jaxv i1 I e  St8.r Route 
Ph il i psburr; , r'iontana 

j,lr . Ge orr;e i;;skr id ee 
B onnev ill e  I'ovl e r Ad m i n i s t r" t ion 
Transmiss ion G aord ina t or 
P . O .  B ox 43 27 
l.li s s oula , jljont a na 5 9806 
r.jr . E sk r idge : 

59('58 
A pr il 2 , 1 982 

H 8.v ing b e " n a re s iJent of j'laxv il l e ,  r,jontana 
all my l ife , I C d. n  a s sure you tha t the pla c e  d o e s  e xis t !  
I fa il t o  und e r s ta nd how you c ould have s o  blatantly 
ov e rl ookeJ tha t f a c t  in your d ra f t  i;;nvironmental Impa c t  
Sta L ement . 

Nowh e re , tilat I c ould f i nd wa s �.axv ille 
evan me n t i oned . w e  have held me et ines , ( We be ing the 
"Gra n i t e  Coun t y  A ll ianc e . " ) as  you should well know , 
and a mul t i tud e of l e tt e r s  have been wr i t te n ,  St ill , 
\ .... e have rec e ived no re c ogn it ion wha t - s o-ever in your 
d raft ]<; lS .  Why ? 

T h e  southern route that the GrCln ite C ounty 
All ianc e ,  of wh ic h  I am a memb e r ,  proposed ; I feel , was 
not properl y c on s i d ered , if it wa s i nd e ed c o n s i dered at 
all . 

I cannot evan th i nk of support in� the so
cal l ed Taft -Rout e . '1'00 many pe on l e  are a f f e c t ed . I 
d oubt v e ry s e r i o u sl y  that the BPA c ould have p i c ked a 
route that Vlould h it more r e s ide nt s  of Eaxv ille if they 
had a imed . W h i c h  to me ra i s e s  a n  intere S L inp; quest ion , 
J id they a im fo r I�axv ill e ?  Is that why maps were used 
ttlat cl id n ' t inc lud e  our l i t " l e  t own? Is that why "8 are 
a pparentl y b e ing ignored ? Is the Town of I·'axville 
the only pl a c e  that has suitable terrain in wh i c h  t o  
c onst r'uc t your 1 ine s ?  Perha ps y o u  pref er d isrupt int; an 
ent ire t own a s  opp os e d t o  d i s t urbinr, a e w tour i s t s .  If t h e  rea son t h e  southern route is not 
be inr; taken s er iousl y i s  because of monetary rea�>on s ,  
th ink a o out t h i s : The r e s ide nt s  that th i s  l i ne r:oes 
near a re c;oi.ng t o  have t o  1 ive w ith it f or a s  l onz as  
it stand s .  I ' m s ure  that  tak i ng a l ittle more t ime and 
money .  the BPA c ould put the l i ne anyplace t he y t ook a 
m ind t o .  I see no rea son why your vast resources must 
be used t o  sev e r e l y  d i srupt a n  ent ire c ommun it y .  
N o  matter what the c ost i s  t o  c0nstruct. the 1 ine , you 
w ill ge t your inve st.ment back in a relet ively short 
t i.me c on s id er inE the pr i.c e of power now , and what it 
w ill c ost in the future , � 

Th ink about it . 

am 
r Georee ]<; s k r U r;e 

l".ax Baucus 

" Ladi-.v 
tlandy jviartin 

J ohn Mel c h e r  
P a  t IV ill iams 

c c :  

� 



� "-l 

L - s R.- I - '-/ 6 L - . , 
OFFICIAL FILE C0PY 

Jim and Donna Dowd 
P . O .  Box 337 

,'-10. Dsle 
APR 1 6  I98.Z 

S t .  Regis, MT 59866 Re'el red 10 
! 

f\pr i l  B ,  1\:182 
M r .  P 8 t � r' J �hn s ( \n 
ronn0v : 1. l e  ?ower Artmini s tr n tlon �;1('2 lH . . Hn ' ladar.

.,
�t r 8 8 t  

, - . .

. lolen 
": Ar",.::). l-] "1(' REPI.:, 

By Da'e 

' o r t l <': nd , 0n . , f �.:." 

Mr . Johnson : 

Th i s  l e t t er is to info rm the b1'" and any other 
org;mi 7. a t i c.:ns that , e , the lando�n " r s  and r ': s i d � ! l t s  
a long t h e  p r o  � scd "Tam. rack Cr e ek r ou t e "  ( inc lLding 
Seven-Mile and the nea rby aw P " om81y be;' u t i fu l  
l a nd a r e, a s  neil r t h �  Clc. rk Fork R i v e r) , h a v e  n o  
d e s i r e  t o  be in c n t a c t  .. i l h  y , .ur o r  any other 
orC"3ni 7. a t i on s '  pov. E r l ine s .  

Our reh sons fo r c h  o s ing to live .. here we  d o  
a r e  to b8 n t l e  to t e  s a l f - su ff i c i e n t ,  non
burdening t o  Rny oth er per s on or persons 
involv8d w i th s � - ca l i ed commer c i a l  soc ial 
improvemen t ,  government. 1 agency or unn e c e s c ? ry 
forms of mechani ca lly C l e H t 8d po� e r ;  
w e  'lon ' t  need i t .  

The maj ority o f  us h,·ve tDk·�n g r e a t  e f fort to 
s i tu a t e  our splv 8 s  in a po s i t i on of inc ['8a':ed 
produ c t i v i ty u s ing as l i t t le ene rgy as , O S S  ' ble 
and a r 8  cOII, ; ll"t "ly comfort>: b l e  d o i ng s o !  

Th8re i s  n o  l o g i c ;' l  r'2ason t o  d e s troy new land 
and im 'ose y .ur ugly defld m<;tal t ov. cr s ,  and 
d i s t r a c t ing n o i sy cRb18s on u s  o r  the . i ld l i fe 
wh o s e  home the h nd a l s o  i s . 

We have a l l  r"ad your brochure, that e l e c t r i c  
pow 8r U S A r s  have certa inly fin<1nc ed , n n d  W S'  a l l  
a g r e. e  that i t  i s  both fimm c i a l ly and s t ru c t ura l l y  
mor" feasible t o  run new lin', s  on e � i s t ing rou t a s  
w i t,;out tam pering � i th othsr land , tr ee s ,  animal 
l i f e  and n;. tural beauty, that >. e the 1"ndov· n 8 r s  
a n d  r e s i d ents have worked t o  maintF.in i n  i t s  
natural s La t e . 

L " ", 1\ - / -1'-( J...- 'S R - I - Y O  

V ·e  0n j oy n a t u l' r  �t S i t  i s  and d o  not , und�r any 
c 1 r c u m s t.� n c � s ,  � e s i r p  intrus ion And or d � s trllc t j on 
by nnyt�n8 f . T  any r � ;  son . '1,'8 l ive h e r 8  by cho 1 c '=:. 
wi th out out , d d e  powRr sou r c e s  and j o intly inform 
b!>h R nd ony other o r c�:nj 7 � t 1 on s o  I nc l l n�d to 
h?ve tlF 1 r  pr p � " n c p  f 0 1 t ,  thnt ;- e d ' m ' t  ?,;, n t  
y o u r  owe r 1 1n e s  n0�r u s !  

. 1nL'·J- 16f.7!1Za �i'U Ld' ;:Y f),)f.. 3 ) ·7 -�/''E''r/)h Y;.ltdc !r7/�/�7i/ 7;? t'�"c/ /c}./!!bx �b 9'4q£c; /l'j/S9{6& 
tiJ�C0 V ;JjI;aliL (.;Ta,,,!!,,,,",<- /", ,"dA""'� &/-j 
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c o p i e s  to : Pres i d ent Ro nald Reagan 
Governor Ted Schwinci en , Nantana 
S e nator John Melc her 
Senator Max Baucus 
Repres e n t a t i v e  Pat W i l l i ams 
George Eskr i d g e , BPA 

SV' !le; ItS 

, sr-� j. ' �})f� 

Jack Fi sher , Fo rest Servic e ,  f'-'ii ssoul a ,  Mt 

1 1 ;  � !. J l� �� J l' �,' ( ", 

L-OI-l-�b 

, � I !,  , ( �\ ; 

D. F, ZABEL, CLU 
REPRESENTATIVE 

PHOeNIX �PUl L1�,1 
llfe-h,:-,," ,1",' L C1>:lIPd 11 

['I WI NIX [QU I I  Y 
P l a , , ; ) I I , \.  C O ' Jl rl l , ; \ 'O; ,  

George Eskridge , Project Infoma tion Officer 
BPA Transmission Coordination Office 
P. O. Box 4327 
Missoula, Montana 59806 
Dear Sir: 

April 16, 1982 

I attended the Open House meeting held in Wallace ,  Idaho on 
April 14, 1 982 . 
From the information I obtained at t his meeting it would appear 
that the alternate line rou\A4 with a substation at Eagle 
Creek, would either pass over a 32 acre tract on which my wife 
and I have our summer home or very near it. This line would 
have a devas ta ting impac t on the value of our property. It 
would have a ruinous effect on the aesthetic values ,  make 
radiO and TV receiption poor or impossible and very probably 
reduce grea tly the number of wild animals ,  deer and elk 
mostly, that presently inhabit the area. I expressed roy 
fears to several of your people and w as advised to write you 
regarding my feelings . 

From a different viewpoint, it would appear to me that the 
line should be routed where it would have the least environ
mental impact and where access for both construction a nd maint
enance would be cheapest, that would apparently be one of the 
route near Lookout Pass and along the South Fork of the 
Coeur d'Alene liver. 

S1.m:erely, ,I 

Iii 1- ?..AU t�F. zabelr;r;,�1 
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JOHN ..... £:U.:H[',R ;�tlhmi t t ( )d .It puh ! i c  J:l(.'c l i ng ,  
Hl;-;sNl l a ,  Hont:al!ii /1 / 1 () 1 82 

Apr i l  1 9 .  1982 

R .  Hax Peterson 
Ch i d  
For e s t  Service 

�Cni£c)) -$£a£Cz .$CltCi.{C 

D .  S .  Departmenc of Agricultur� Washington , D. C. 20013 
Pear am: : 

For t:he pa s t  tvo years I have appr e c i a t e d  the cooperation 
of Forest Service personn e l  In Region I conc erning a prol' o G e. d  r i.gh t - of·way f o r  a high-vo l t:age tran smiss ion Une proposed t o  
be cons tructed by the Bonnevi lle Power Administration . I have 
urgod tha t the proposed rout .. of the transl:li s s ion l ine avoid 
privace land a s  much as p 0 5 6 i b l a ,  particu1 arly crop -produc ing land , and avoid coming within a w.l. l e  or m ore o f  any residences . 
This has meant tha t mo s t  of the proposed routing be OIl na1:iona1 forest lands . 

A dra it Envi )ConmentD 1. lropac r. 5 t a  t e�" en t prepared by the 
Bonnevi l l e  Po,",er Admin1 " t r a t i on of a lJl'opos ed routing for t:h" line from Garri son we s t  to the �ontan" border is not 
S M  t. i s factorY' . Hea .. J.;' ings are be: i,ng COntll!C ted in vet'iOU5 con:;
munities of we s t ern ;:�ont tlna no';"] . One of the Be hearings \Jas 
held at Saint RegiE laGt  week , where vigorollB cor.!plaints ,MH' 
l o d g e d  by I O C D l  c i t izen6 . A s bni lar pub l i c  ,llee ting wi l l  be held this  evenint; in His c ouL1. . I tlU S t  rtFJ G t  eaYHef.; t:l/ ·t equ e s t  that l-J). th pa tience ano d i l i gonC" t,.1ifiJrr. th(� 1{,Cg"J C:1 1. ;i'Ol' e s t  
p ersonnel cOHtl.nUe t o  ,,'ork with mys e l f .  my stH£f , i::1e r e s t  {.If chc Hontana congref; b i ollal �}el�r·a.t :i vn and the c i t i � ens of Montana to obt; er"\/(:;"), th� fol 1c\ling points before any right ��of-";'ay by the FDr e � t  Servi c e  is contemplatod : 

( 1 )  The ri eh l �· o f  .. ·way .. if· il:l �n.tC.d. . nJ\..u� t be Gntisfilctory to l'1onr.<1.na c l, t i zenr::> or i t.  n)� ; £ t:  nr!t be 
gnmted (11: "J 1 ;  

(2 )  The rl[',ht>-oi -';.Jft.y tnl.lli t  av\)1 3 r e sidenccG and 1Utili t not ad've c5�ly  impac t visually 0r e 5 th(�tic £i l ly 
on fot· e s t: Service L'1.nd or on prz.vately .. - .�nJned lund ; 

( 3 )  The r S ght -of-1..:ay TlJUe t  not.: h;;p a c t  on \''':.'":"�}p'' pr()ducing. ltH1.d un l e-I; r; spEH.:i. fic:ully agrced to by 
the owrl",r ; 

(l! )  'I1i e g,'caxd: t; fOI" !:i ;::ht ·�C'f-t.Yay -:;;u s t  !:"6ti·,·li.:rt1 b·u::", 1.81 of the t:ranGmisG ion l :tn.n ;.n -\:.n :efi$ ",�h(�)"" �"! adV fl ( Se c :!.tt:htlt:i c and v.i �u[jl j mpi.lct :..: rrtw .f.7 t  ti e  
·mi t i gated b y  thifl ;neans ; 

�!,J Rt,'S $ n.-�� f;;JILOINO .... __ ... __ ....... � <:.o �  .... tv �� \-'/,\!ltONG"TCN, .1.:1.(';. 1.0'511:.1 
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R. Y;ax Peterson 
April 1 9 ,  1982 
Page 2 

( 5 )  All a l t erna tive routings necessary to accom
pl i s h  the above goa l s ,  including the underground 
burial of the transmiss ion l ines , must be exa�ined 
to reach a satisfactory Environmental lmpact State
ment . 

( 6 )  Alternatives of not construc ting the line fr� Garrison west but using the power generated 
from Colstrip 4 in other existing grid systems 
QUst be considered prior to completion of a final 
Environmentel Impact Statement . 

A l l  of the ebove points are important in the cons idera
tion of complying with the requirement s  of both the Federal 
Land Policy and Management Ac t and the National Forest 
Management Ac t ,  both enacted in 1976 . As you recall , I was 
the author of both acts and feel very deeply that ,  both in 
the planning proces ses for the national forests involved and 
in the authority gran ted to the Forest Service for det ermining 
rights-of-way for transmi s s ion lines , the reGuireQent& of 
these acts must be s t r ingently enforced by the Forest S ervic e .  
I am p l eased that up t o  this point the Fores t Service personnel 
in Region 1 have accepted this responsibility , and 1 am 
confident that that type of responsible cooperation will 
continue . 

Kindest personal regards . 

Sincerely , 

�� 

Apr i l  19 , 1982 
DRAFT E IS HEARING 

Raymond O. Jensen 
9 1 5 5  Miller Crk . Road 

Subn i t. t pd �It t'ub1 i ! ' m('t' t J !l g ,  
r-1 i Si'; lHl l il .  !'iontan�; . ', / i q j R I'.  

(new addres s :  1 200- 1 700 ft , North. of the Lame Duck Line ) 

As the t e s t i m ony of others shows , the only res ponsible act i on to take 

is the NO ACTION A LTBRNA T lVE . 

Need was addre s s ed almos t 10 yrs . ago , in the Cols tri p E I S ,  i s s ued i n  

197 5 .  Now the s i t uation i s  vas t ly changed and fore casts for the fut ure 

re f l e c t  that fac t .  It ' s  be c ome obv i o us that power cons umers red uce their 

cons umpt i on as price increas e s , and the huge price increases s ch e d uled 

t o  take e ffe ct this s ummer will force additi onal ratepayers t o  unplug 

their d e pendency on BPA . There f ore it ' s  obv i ous that a prudent s o c i e ty 

would f i nd a way to HE-ADDRESS THE NEED QUEST ION.  

T h e  S i ngle q ue s t ion of need , taken w i th the c o s t  fa c t or , ought to be 

reas on e n o ugh t o  cause BPA t o  rec ons ider and go ba c k  to Sq uare One . 

Of c o urse , we ' ve a l l  heard BPA ' s  answer to th i s : Need has been addre s s e d  

in t h e  Colstrip E IS and w e  are c omm itted t o  conti nue b ui ld i ng t h i s  Lame 

Duck Line , they s ay .  I t ' s  not hard to see the me nta l i ty that created 

the WPPSS f ias c o  still a t  work . 

Keep in mind that NO ACT ION is the prudent alternative---while I addre s s  

s ome o f  t h e  s pe c ifics o f  the routing in the Miller Cre e k  ar�-

We ' ve be e n  t old that the reas on for the placement in the Rod e o  Ranch

e ttes / K . O .  Ranch area i s  o ut of c ons ideration for Lolo res idents . 1 
drove to Lo l o ,  l ooked at the route and saw that the route places the 

powe rl i ne in d i rect view of Lol q !  What s urprised me more was see ing Ir.:+cad ri ",,,Th :Aipc-
tha t placement on the north s l ope A o f  Cahoot Canyon puts it OUT of the ir 

l ine of s i ght until i t  exits the m o uth of Cahoot Canyon ! 

S i nce there is room for a d j us tment a nd this small a d j ustment is better 

for all res idents c oncerne d ,  and whereas BPA is s o  c oncerned about � 
impacts on pe ople , and whereas we ' re assured repeatedly that our 
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c omments c o unt , we expect no ob j e c t i on whatsoever to this smal l ad j us tment . 

Now , as s oon as it exits the m o uth .of the can�on, many tho usands of pe ople 

will s uffer vis ual impac ts ( 1 1 , 000 a day traffic c o unt on hwy . near Lol o ,  

plus eve ryone i n  Rod e o  Ranche ttes and M i ller Cre ek Valley- 3 2 0  fam i l i e s . 

Total= 11,320 +. We fee l  very strongly that burial of the l i ne from that 

point o f  vis ibi l i ty i n  Cahoot Canyon thro ugh Dead Man Gulch w o uld be 

imperative , IF THIS LINE WERE BUILT , IF IT WERE BUILT THROUGH M IS S OULA 

EVEN THOUGH THERE IS NO REASON TO BRING IT W ITHIN REACH OF M IS S OULA , AND 

IF , AS A FINAL ABSURDITY , THE TAFT R OUTE WERE CHOSEN .  

Why i s  a c orridor bei'1g planned thro a ma j or s ubdivis i o n ,  anyway? 

In Miss oula in Marc h ,  Pa ul Brodeur (a uthor of Expendable Ame r i cans & 
Zapping of America ) d i s c us sed the adverse effects of e l e ctr omagne t i c  

rad iation of t h e  l ow-fre q ue ncy , non- i on i z i ng type on human health and 

re lated the res ults of various rather worris ome s t ud ies by rep utable 

s c ie nt is ts and s c ie nt i f i c  bodies : 

Increased incidence of depre s s ion and s uicide (Eng . ) 

" cancer in childre n  

" ne urological , card i o-vas c ular e ffects , and 
blood changes ( Russ . )  

" e levated triglycerides level 

" de creased s imple arithme t i c  abi l i ty 

e f l ux of calcium from bra i n  t is s ue 

The s e  were s ome of the e ffects he d is c us s ed . ,  There need to be c orre lative 

s t ud ie s  d orie . 

During the q ue s t i o n  and answer s e s s i on following , the author was asked 

( I  a s ke d )  about the dis tance factor involved i n  these s t u d ie s . He 

res ponded 1000 ft . 

At 1700 ft . ,  what can one expect--- les8 depre s s ion? ---fewer cance rs ? 

The answers have n ' t  been researched ; troub l e s ome q ue s t ions have b e e n  

raised b y  g o o d  minds . 

PAGE 3 

If Lou Dre i s s e n  is here , w i l l  he t e l l  me exactly how c l os e  the l i ne 

would be to my house? Can he cl ear this up---he was q uo l e d  as sayi ng 

in Mar .  17 e d i t i on of Ms l ian , p. 5 ,  that the nearest re s ide nce is 2000 ft . 

We mea s ure on the map 1700 ft . to o Ur h o use · and there are c l os e r  o ne s . 

THE C OST OF UNDERGROUNDING IS INS IGNIF Ir.ANT---no matter what y o u  tell 

us-- - 3 3 ¢  per yr . pe r ratepayer for 2 0  or 30 years is not re ason t o  

deny undergr o und ing .  If t h e  line is b ui l t ,  i t  m i g h t  as we l l  be under

grounded where pe ople are impacte d . 

THE ADVANTAGES OF UNDERGROUN])ING IN 'THE M I LLER CRliEK ARliA : 

M i t igation of vis ual impacts on 1 1 , 3Z0 � people . 
tI tI rad i o-TV interfere nce . 

" shock hazards . 

" e l e c tromagne t i c  rad iat i on ' s  adverse b i o l ogical e f fe cts . 
Wildl ife impacts (Bald eagle s , dee r ,  e l k ) .  

" offs ite property deval ua t i on . Dames & Moore c i tes prop
e rty devaluat i on as an e ffect of undergr o u nd l ines ; 
overhead l ines s h o uld affe c t  pro p .  val ues , s h o uldn ' t  
they? 

" all other e ffects • 

A l s o ,  the best t ime to deve l o p the te chnol ogy for underground i ng re l iabi l i t y  

is w h i l e  b u i l d ing a l i n e  t h a t  i s n ' t  needed ! 
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EAGLES 

Another of the reasons I d on ' t  like s uch high lines in Mi ller Creek � or 
crossing the Bitterroot River is the bald eagle population in the are a .  

Each s ummer I have enj oyed the s oaring flight o f  bald eagles and 2-3 

chicks as they came off the nest and learned t o  hunt . They seem t o  

follow the hills along the creek and river. The powerlines would b e  at 

the he ight they tend to soar. I understand that they tend t o  run into 

powerlines and kill themselves . 

Quote from Montana Magazine : "s uch as the d uck kills from the 230-kV 

line from Colstrip that crosses Lake Broadview . Jon Malcolm , of the U . S .  

Fish and Wildlife Service , est imates that nearly 8 , 000 d ucks die every 

year from flying into the line or from related causes , s uch as bot ulism 

brought about by the dacaying d uck corpses in the lake . "---from Line on Fire , 

by David Lambert , of the De pt .  of Natural Resources and Conservation • 

Finally , I wish to tie all of this backgrouna together by responding 

to s pe c ific points made in the E IS Vol . IV, pp.  54-63 . 

Page 5 

GARRISON - TAFT SECTION E . I .S DRAFT IV- 5 4  to 63 

LANth:Y�� residential : S&()f'lrAlT� 
In Miller Creek (See� 1 38 & 1 39 )  the route passes within 

� mile of a small reside ntial development (Pf only 85 homes'  _ s�p.I"f6/ .... r-
plus approximately 6 more across the valley floor in &eeti� 
1 39 .  The l i ne als o crosses thru the middle of a planned 2 2 0  

unit s ub-division that i s  already approved . 

Anyone traveling to or from town has to see several towers and 

the line . Mitigation for this is to underground the line for 

approximately 5 miles starting in the floor of Cahoot Canyon 

out of s ight and travel across the ridge to a spot across the 

Bitterroot River and Hiway 93 . 

Forestry : 

The removal of 1 40 miles of forestland trees has to effect 

the rate of s nowmelt during the spring seas on in this are a .  

The t o o  rapid run-off w i l l  cause flood ing and a depletion of 

s ummer moisture . 

Agric ulture : 
No ag-land should be re�oved from prod uctio�nYWhere . In Miss oula 

County ag- land is dissappearing at too fast a rate already, and 

there is too little of it left now. 

NATURA� RESetlRCES� 

Wildlife : s��"'�,.,..,., 
�e�iofl& 1 38 & 1 39 are both a nesting and hunting area for at 

least one pair of Endangered Bald Eagles and 2 pair of Golden 

Eagles . The Bitterroot River is a res ting s top-over for Ducks 

and Gee se . Mitigation is again to underground the line for at Sl!c-x�"T 
least 5 miles i� &ee�iAft 1 39 and hope that collisi ons d on ' t  

occ ure i n  the other areas . No act ion would be a s ure c ure . 

AESTHET ICS 

The first miles of Segment 1 39 would be visible from Lolo 

and South West Miss oula and by local res idents . Visibility 

will be extremely high by anyone e ntering or leaving the 
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Miller Creek Res idential area . Three miles of towers will be 

seen going uphill West of the BitterrDot River.  

BPA ' s  orange marker high on the hill North of Cahoot Canyon 

can be seen from S o uth West Miss oula and Lolo and beyond . If 

a tower is placed there it will definetly be s kylighted for ' 

miles around . Mitigation again is to underground the line from 

deep within Cahoot Canyon to a point across the Bitterroot River 

and Hiway 93 . 

S OC IAL CONS IDERAT ION 

Segments 1 38 & 1 3 9 have high allienation in regards to the 

proposed route even though the E IS does n ' t  recognize it . 

I am asking you t o  strongly consider undergrounding the line through 

the lower Miller Creek area over the top of the hill s o uth of Miller 

Creek and not through the valley floor. Undergrounding sho uld start 

far enough back in Cahoot Canyon so that it will be out of s ight , 

then proceed to a point across the rive¥and Hiway 93 . 

.,-'. , '- Box 9272 , .. (\ Missoula, MT 59807 
April 19, 1982 

George Eskridge 
Bonniville Power Adminis tration 
Transmission Coordination Office 
P. O. Box 4327 
Missoula, MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge: 

Re: Garrison-Spokane SOO-kV Transmiss ion Project 

Submit ted at public meeting 
Missoula, Montana , 4 / 19/82 

These are my comments on the proposed power lines through Western Montana. 
I am a profeSS ional soil scientist with over five years of labora tory 
and field experience with local soils . I have also participated in veg
etation studies , both in the grass lands and forests of Western Montana. 
Some of my comments are technical concerning soils and some are personal . 
I do not represent any group or organization. 

As a soil scientist with experience in each of the five counties along 
these routes, I am concerned with several types of impacts associated 
with these lines. 

Soil erosion is the first of these concerns . Revegetation of disturbed 
soil surfaces is often a slow, difficult process on the grassland and 
drier forested lands of Western Montana. Long-term erosion will be 
significantly accelerated along much of the route. If past experience 
is any indication, roads designed for powerline access will not adequately 
revegetate during the life of the line and will be a continuous erosion 
problem. Powerline roads commonly develop deep ruts and gulleys which 
are permanent scars upon the landscape. The statement in the EIS that 
"these impacts are generally minor and short-term" is in my opinion, 
over-optimistic. The erosion susceptibility maps published in the EIS 
s"' '''ply do not reflect the actual potential for erosion along the route. 
Host of the areas identif ied as having "low" erosion susceptibilities 
are rated as having high erosion hazards by other Federal agencies such 
as the Soil Conservation Service. 

Mass movements, including slumps and earthf lows , are another concern. 
This problem is specific to certain geologic materials and the dis t ri
bution of these ma terials ()e�s 
to be considered in powerline locations . Powerllnes and road construction 
can stimulate mass movements, especially where runoff is concentrated on 
sensitive materials . The draft EIS identifies certain materials which 
are susceptible to mass movements,  but the maps of their distribution 
bear little or no resemblance to their actual dis tribution in Western 
Montana. Areas documented in the existing geologic literature as being 
very susceptible to movement are labeled as having "low" potential in 
the EIS . In other oases, some of our most stable local landscapes are 
labeled as having "high" potentials . 
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A third area/ of concern is what I will call "weed highways . "  Disturbed 
sites along powerline rights-of-ways are commonly invaded by noxious 
weeds which spread along the route. These weeds use the disturbed right
of-way to enter cropland , rangeland and forests . Costs o f  weed control 
programs are thereby increased and generally result in increased herbicide 
use along the route .  

Aside f rom these professional/ technical comments, I would like t o  express 
several personal observations . 

I am s t ill un�onvinced of the need for these lines and would like to see 
an independent study of need by someone other than power company or BPA 
officials. 

I am distressed that other options, such as shipping coal by train, continue 
to be eliminated f rom consideration. Shipping coal would provide long
term employment for larger numbers of Montanans . Pollution sources could 
also be removed to the areas receiving the benefits of the power and might 
be located in less sensitive environments.  At these meetings we will pro
bably see landowners trying to push the lines off on each other. It is 
still not too late to stop and admit we made a mis take in planning these 
lines and reconsider other options . 

My biggest concern in this whole issue is for the continuing beauty of 
our Western Montana landscapes . Powerlines are ugly. As a skier, mountain 
climber, fisherman, and general outdoor enthusiast , I am physically sickened 
by the thought of more powerlines . 

This b rings me to a major point in this whole discussion. I don ' t  think 
this issue stops at Colstrip 3 and 4, or one pair of 500 KV powerlines . 
This is just the beginning which potentially leads to Colstrip 2S and 
50 with dozens of powerlines .  Coal-fires generation plants are notorious 
for their pollution which can contribute to acid rain. Siting these plants 
upwind from the breadbasket of America should be highly ques tioned and 
closely monitored. St ringing t ransmission lines across Western Montana 
will destroy the values most of us l ive here for. I, for one , would like 
to know what is planned for the future and where does it stop. In approving 
these, lines we set a very dangerous precedent. 

" 

Now, I am not an economist or an engineer, but since there are obvious 
errors with the technical geology and soils information, I have to question 
the accuracy of this entire report. I would suggest an independent study 
of this situat ion by some reputable organization such as the National 
Academy of Sciences. The BPA has now existed for 45 years and if the 
only thing they can recommend is powerlines across Western Montana, I 
think we should reconsider the administ ration of our energy needs. 

For further information please feel free to contact me. 

szerelY, 

I 
{l 

Barr�ton
· )dt; 

Submi tted at public mee ting , Missoula, Hontana 4/19/82 
PATRICK J. LAWLER 

UNDERGROUNDING : THE REAL COST OF ENERGY 

The C . F . B . P . A .  d i sagrees with the statement on Page 1 1- 3 2 ,  

paragraph 1 o f  the D . E . I . S .  i n  reference to underground ing 

the 500 KV l i n e s  in either M i l ler Creek or the Rattlesnake . 

That paragraph read s in p ar t :  "The trade-o f f s  for reduced 

soc i a l  and e s thet i c  e f fects involve greatly higher costs 

and techn ical feasibil ity problems due to geological stabi l i ty 

problems . "  The general impre s s ion given on Pages 1 1 - 3 2  & 3 3  

i s  that underground ing the lines i s  not fea s i b l e .  We bel i eve 

that it is not only f e a s i ble , but that it is manditory for 

the l ines to be undergrounded if they p a s s  through high impact 

areas near M i s soula such as M i l ler Creek or the Ratt l e s nake . 

One of our ongoing problems w i th the B .  P .  A .  h
·
as been the low 

priority they put on negative human impact these l in e s  w i l l  

ha ve , i e .  social , environmen t a l  a n d  long term health effects . 

In the case of both Mil ler Creek or the Rattles nake , these 

impacts far outweigh the cost or technical problem s .  W e  are 

going to suffer the c o s t s  o f  shipping e l e c t r i c i ty to the 

We s t  Coa s t .  Those c o s t s  a r e  rea l .  

Appendix E o f  the D . E . I . S . rebuts mo s t  o f  the concerns on 

Pages 1 1 - 3 2  & 33 of the D . E . I . S .  The appendix states that 

undergrounding reduces health and safety e f f e c t s  ( page 5 ,  

v 
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paragraph 3 )  and drastically reduces the v i sual impacts of 

the l in e  plus states that mo st negative impacts of under-

ground ing are temporary . We believe tha t temporary impacts 

are preferable to the long term visua l , e s the t i c , soc i a l  and 

possible health effects of an overland l ine in residential 

areas . So , given the f indings o f  their own O . E . I . S .  in 

Appendix E ,  why does the B . P. A .  not w i s h  to underground? 

The reasons are g iven : 1) rel iabi l i ty and 2 )  cos t .  On 

Page 1 1 - 3 2  of the D . E . I . S . , paragraph 2 ,  the report describes 

the r e l iabil ity o f  previously undergrounded l ines a s  follows , _  

and I quote : " the operating h i s tory has gener a l ly been good . " 

Thus r e l i abil ity does not seem to be a real problem. 

Undergrounding the l ine would cost approximately $ 2 9 , 0 0 0 , 0 0 0  

more than overhead l in e s .  T h i s  i s  certa�nly a lot of mone y .  

However , i f  each B . P . A .  residential cus tomer paid for i t  over 

the l i fe of the proj ect , i t  would cost about $ 1 . 50 per 

customer per year . ( Th i s  includes 1 2 \ %  intere s t  per year 

paid over the l i fe o f  the pro j ect : 3 7  years ) . This is not ah 
excess ive amoun t .  Compared to the b i l l ions o f  dollars wasted 

in the W . P . P . S . S .  fia scow or the approx ima tely 1\ mill ion 

dol lars per year of lost tax revenue i n  Mi s soula County alone , 

which B . P . A .  refuses to pay . The cost of saving the integr i ty 

of our val ley is a sma l l  one .  

Whether i t ' s  acid rai n ,  a i r  pollution o r  di sposal o f  nuclear 

waste , we mus t never again be fooled or fool ourselve s  about 

the true cost of energy . Consumers must be made aware each 

month in the ir bi l l s ,  what the real costs are . With overhead 

l i nes , we i n  Missoula va l l ey w i l l  pay a tremendous price so 

that cheap energy w i l l  get to the We s t  Coas t .  

What we are saying i s  that i f  you corne through this valley , 

we are not going to pay that whole price , we w i l l  not let you 

sacrifice the beauty and human environmental integr i ty of our 

val ley for cheaper power i n  King County . If you corne near 

people , put i t  underground ! 
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TO : 

FROM: 

RE : 

DATE : 

BONNEVILLE POWER ADMINISTRATION 

BARBARA EVANS , CHAIRMAN 
MISSOULA BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

GARRISON-SPOKANE TRANSMISSION PROJECT 

APRIL 19 , 1982 

Submitted at public meeting 
Missoula, Montana 4 / 19/82 

O n  behalf of the t axpayers of Mi s soula County , I '.oIQuld l i ke to encourage 

the BPA to t ake an active role in convincing Congress that payment-in-lieu 

of t axes should be allowed in addition to impact-aid. 

It is i llogical to as sume that the impact of the Bonneville Power lines 

will be a .one-time impact , and that therefore a �e-ti� impact. payment is 

sufficient . 

The impact will be ongoing, and so should the payments .  

Thi s would help t o  reduce the tax burdens o f  Missoula County t axpayers 

and make the powerlines more acceptable . 

recognize that we will probably not be able to stop the po'We rlines , 

so in order to ameliorate the pain ,  I ask that the BPA make every effort to 

pay the s ame amount of money as Montana Power would have pai d if they had built 

the powerli ne . 

Thatt 

(i) Submit ted at public meeting 
Missoula, Montana 4 / 19 /82 

PAT WILLIAMS 

�""OoIITT1EIE" 

EDUCATION AND LABOR 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

WASHI N GTON. D.C. 20515 

STATEMENT OF PAT W I LL I AMS 

WASHINGTON OFFICE: 'Z3) Lof,IawCII'OTH Bun.DtMl 
WASHI"anJti, D.C. 20515 
TlliU,.lfOHa,(.!:01.) zZ5-:n:tl 

TOLL_FREE NUMBER 
1-800�l32""171 

I am submitting this statement tonight on the occasion 
o f  the Missoula meeting on BPA ' s  Draft EIS for the Colstrip 
transmission Line s .  Tonight ' s  meeting i s  sign i f icant because 
it i s  the f i rst meeting to be held in one o f  Montana ' s  major 
cities which will be impacted by construct ion of the l i ne s .  

A s  you know , my c h i e f  concern throughout the E I S  process 
h a s  been the health , safety , and vi sual effects upon those 
l iving near the propo sed route . After the E I S  was completed for 
the Colstr ip-Garrison segmen t ,  I asked BPA to perform a study 
on the possibil ity of underground transmission near populated 
are a s .  S ince my request , BPA has included the i s sue o f  under
grounding in the Draft E I S .  I t  i s  s igni ficant that the Appendix 
on Underground Transmission Systems cites few s i g n i f icant 
impac t s .  It would be helpful i f  BPA would directly compare 
the ben e f i t s  of undergrounding to overhead transmission in the 
Final E I S .  

I encourage Bonne v i l l e  t o  care fu l l y  l i sten a n d  evaluate 
the comments o f  the folks i n  Missoula tonigh t .  I remain con
vinced that these lines are best placed where the impacts to 
people are minimi z ed , and I b e l e i ve that the concerns o f  
people about health , safety , a n d  visual impacts,receive the 
highest priority in this d e c i s ion . �J� 

This statement does not r e f l e c t  the broad range o f  
spe c i f i c  concerns I have about t h e  entire pro j ect . Howeve r ,  
I w i l l  continue to monitor w i t h  interest the process i n  each 
a f fected Montana community and comment accordingl y .  

Thank you. 

T H I S  STATIONERY PRI NTED ON PAPER MADE W I T H  RECYCLED FIBERS 

/ 
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L-MX-l- 6 8  

Bonn 1v111" pow er Aduan.l e t rat 1ou 
P . O .  JJ O X 4� ,H 
M i e �(.oulb.. , M o n t ana l)'jc.hJu 

Fru. : Kita conn 
�tar Hout� 
Bal l , MOll �&Ua ? �b37 

Apl'il 1 5 ,  1 ':182 

ile&T (6 , 0  ,'ge , 
1 ..... greatlY u . ' H n, s e e d  by not only tnt) kv?OO l .. u" , u .... 

by the way the B?A ha� t reate" ,"'" p�ople in the /olaJ<v1!.Le area 
but ",,' p"ople in l]ran l t e  co . in gen��'aJ. . Several thUl8a I ' d 

l��� tv or1ng �o y our at ten L � v n .  
\ 1 )  Se . ,, � al lIlaps in y o u r  Bl::> a r e  l.n"u�'�'"" t .  c:ne o f  th,  maps 
I '  UJ ta.LJl .... u.tS auout shows 1rrl.f:)atea. lau.u . O.i.uy problem. w1 th 
"U1.6 mapo .£. :"" .Lt. sho w s  very .l l. t t.  .... f> �f au,;)' l.I'J.: .. gat ed land . 1 

d un ' t  �n'-' .. .-uS \' w.y hu.s band d o e f:J  'W i t h  a Buu v t::I.L and 1rragat .... un 
boot� tt.J...L lHtlJlll1t:: C ,  but eV�u p.nt.lY Ill:; Uu�Bn ' t  1rraga.�. be l.u,8 
... nave no 1 1'rao;a .,,0 lauu � .. !::.!:'rd1ng to ¥ou�' "'tf� ' And ne i tnel' 

d.o tnt:: .l)�WJ.iB , Boome r ,  ]ilol'r .. s v u ,  Grange r ,  Leuoe �.L' , Lane , 
w ighl.. , Anu e r t::l v .u. ,  and HRup tmau. ranCUC b .  Not to aou..u.t. tne 
rau� ueB arouna Ha..Ll e "", .  
( � ) The mape .... nat tjl..J.U " �  unneVt�..LopICQ- 6 .... ou�vided larlU . Mau." 
u� the peopi� wno� y v u  claim bav� �d� ¥ e 4 Upea-8UOu�V4UOU �and 
dOll ' I. :"'; t;. � _  1.. u .. now i \.. .. :r�uuu.t uu ... such us au 4Wportant thing 
l ik e  t h i e  ana the l .. nd Owner v o e Em ' t  ev�n knuv his own �and 
i �  und * velop�d -uubaiv i d ed . 
\ 3 )  r�o6 t  of our haY - i rricat!:.u_ hij.Y tan� accord ing to yOUI' map 
8how 1n� rane& , foresl , Tarm Ian e c is shown as range . You 
coula n ' t  b c  further froJll the truth. SOllleone didn ' t  do hie or :, ,:, 
her home wor� v�ry well . 
( 4 ) and speak ing of home work . Why if the Bpa 1'.as worked very 
hard at no t ify ing l and o '. ne re in the Maxville area WBIl the re 
a woman finding out 0w ncrehips lese than 3 veeks ago at the 

Court house in Plli l i psburg????? I t ho·ught all this was d one 
before decipiona l i k e  what or what not is the bet ter rout e .  
( 5 )  In read ing the  ISIS I fo und MElxville to b e  mentioned 4 
time s .  And not once did it evermention the pe op�e in and 
around thfJ Ma)[v l 1 1 e  area. 

And in c l08 1ng 1 have more to say but viII waite until 
the public meetiug in o ur .rea . I however viII say the 
power l ine i 8n ' t  real ly j us t if i ed and ah��dn ' L: D8chein8At 
oui�t ,to , b.gin w i t h .  

,(> 
5 "  

,( 
'J l, . J ,  " ' < "  

, .... ,�.\/. "  .• ":';'J . 
, �---:-' .' ·".I. / 'C� ,. 

(/�. ' { • (1.)� Y , ( ,  , 

"ita Conn 
/' /(;�----

JOHN SPELLMAN 
Governor 

L-OW-5-31 3� _____ -, OFFICIAL fill (CJPY 
No, .... ati,ren 

ST ATE Of WASHINGTON R.TSrre,1 

OFFICE OF ARCHAEOLOGY AND HISTORIC PRESERVATION -�n Taken 
1 11 West Twenly-FirstAvenue, /(L- 1 1  • Olympia, Washington 98504 • (2()JJ 75J-4011 1 0  ANS. L.: "'1(' REPly 

By [A,'. j 
M r .  Peter T. Johnson 
Adminis tra tor 
Bonnevi l l e  Power Admi nistration 
P , O ,  Box 3621 
Port! and , OR 97208 

Dear Mr . Johnson: 

April 8, 1982 

Log Reference : 124-F-BPA - 1 4  

Proj ect Name : Garrison-Spokane 500-kv 
Transmission Project 

A staff review has been completed of your draft envi ronmenta l impact 
s t a tement . We note your commitment to ident i fy ,  preserve , and protect 
cu l tura l resources which are known or anticipated to be present in the 
proj ect a re a , and to consult with the State H i s t o r i c  Preservation 
Officer regarding the poten t i a l  effects of the project on the cultural 
envirorunent . 

Thank you for your consideration of our cultural heri tage . 

Sincerely, 

���C\ 
Archaeologist 

db 

.... ' 
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LARRY R. HARPER, M.D. 
DONALD R. NEVIN, M.D. 
WILLIAM A. GROMKO, M.D. 

Mr. George Eskridge 
1620 Regent 
P.O. Box 4327 
II1ssou1a, Uontana 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge: 

L-IIS- I- 70 L. -I"S - ,- "q 
FAMILY PRACTICE MISSOULA 

601 W. Spruce 
Missoula. Montana 59801 

Telephone: 7 2 1 · 1 850 

it Diplomates, American 
Board of Family Practice 

April 20 , 1982 

I am writing about the proposed BPA powerline from the Garrison 
to Spokane development . Increasing amounts of evidence seem to make it 
clear that there is a significant doubt as to the actual need for power 
line construction. Certainly in the past several years, with conservation 
and high-priced energy costs, our estimated electriclll demand has dropped 
significantly, from the 7� estimated in the early ' 70 ' s ,  to somewhere around 
1 . 3  to 1.4� annually. Several facts brought out at the Missoula meeting 
recently regarding the BPA powerline cons t,[,1CUtion confirmed this. We are 
also concerned that BPA has apparently not considered other alternatives 
in depth, or considered them only in a very cursory fashion. For instance, 
are existing powerlines able to handle the additional load without the 
construction of these huge powerlines? Does the cost of building the line, 
estimated in the millions to billions , not including environmental and 
social costs outweigh any "benefit" of building the line? Has serious 
consideration been given, if the line is to be buil t ,  to burying the line 
to de-c.rease the visual impact in those areas (such as the Rattlesnake , 
western Missoula, or J�olo) ? The EIS statement appears to be so full of 
eTTors that it is hard to know what to bel ieve and what not to believe. 
TIle BPA made some very strong cases for their own fac t s ;  however, these facts 
seem to be easily refuted by other authorities. TIlese include the health 
hazards cost which the BPA has very minimally addressed. Also , the cost of 
burying the powerline , according to BPA, is very expensive. Hmo/ever, broken 
down over the life of the line, over 37 years, seems to be very minimal . 

Mr. George Eskridge 
Page 2 
April 20, 1982 

As was pointed out in the meeting last night in Missoula, the 
entire cOYTUTlnnity of Uissoula seems to be overwhelmingly against the 
pm .... erl1ne construction. On what other issue has any community been so 
totally against ?  That certainly doesn ' t  happen very often on very many 
issues. Also, why is the BPA' s preferred site so different than the 

L- mS -I - 70 L-- M C-' - ,,9 

site selected by the S t ate of Montana a f t e r  the rigorous selection process 
undertaken by the S t a te? What does the RPA know that the State doesn ' t .  
I t  seems that i f  these pmole rlines are t o  b e  rammed down our throats, they 
Rhould ,  at leas t ,  follow the Stat e ' s  Siting Act . 

I can assure you that this is a very unpopular power.line proposal, 
one that has united all sorts of diverse aspects of our cOMmunity , both 
:,olitically, financially and geographi cally, unanimous in their opposit ion 
to the entire proj ect . I think it is important for us to view this proj ect 
as something that can be prevented f rOTTl occurr1.ng, not shunted off into 
another part of our community or our county, e t c .  I think RPA is trying to 
"divide and conquer" that is, pit tin� one geo)?:raphical area (i . e . , Miller 
Creek) vs another geographical area ( i . e . , the Rattlesnake) . Clever 
s t rategy, but we saw through this Ion?, ago. 

Again , we would like to go on record as a very vocal NO! to the entire 
concept of the BPA proj e c t ,  which apparently will r,ive Hontana s o  l i t t l e  
henef i t ,  a t  the expense of so much , f o r  t h e  convenience o f  the w e s t  CORst 
people. 

I hope you will take this in strong consideration. 

L�lI/h1 

�(�");:;�� 
/t.Jq . {/:;Z�'-Larry R. Harper and Pamela A. Harper 

CC: Senator Hax Raucus 
Senator John Melcher 
Congressman Pat t.Jilliams 
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DEPARTMENT OF H EALTH & HUMAN SERVICES 

April 21, 1982 

Mr . George Eskridge 
Bonneville Power Admin i s t r a t ion 
Transmiss ion Coordination Office 
Post Offico Box 4 3 2 7  
Missoula, Montana 59806 

Dear Mr . Eskridge : 

L-EW-G'"- 7/ 

Office of the 
Principal Regional Official 

Region V I I I  
Federal Office Building 
1961 Stout Street 
Denver CO 80294 

ROFEC 

We have reviewed the DEIS on the Bonneville Power Adminis t r a t ion ' s  Proposed 
Garr ison-Spokane 500-KV Transmi s s ion Proj ec t .  (Transmission line will ex t end 
across Montana, Idaho and Washing ton) . 

As the DElS discusses at some length, cons t ruc t ion and maintenance of such 
a powerline does not involve large work forces a t  a s ingle locat ion over a 
prolonged period of t ime . A DEIS preliminary conclusion s t a t e s  tha t ,  
"The geographically d is t ributed and highly transient nature o f  t h e  cons t ruc
t ion work forc e ,  combined with the very sma l l  permanent work forc e ,  virtually 
el imina t e  the kinds o f  populat ion-d riven impac t s  (affect ing housing, public 
facil i t ies and servic e s ,  and the net f iscal balances o f  j u r is d ic t ions) that 
charac terize most energy development proj ec t s . "  

Based o n  the evidence presented i n  these document s ,  we concur. with the above 
sta tement .  

Direc t o r ,  ROFEC 

B onne ville Power Admin . 
1 620 Regent St . 
P . O .  Box 432'7 
Miss oula , Mr . 59806 

L-LL-1-7.;!. 

Lol o ,  Mont ana 
April 20, 1 982 

Gentl emen: Re : "Environmental l y  preferred route" 500 -kv 
powerl ine Mil l er Creek - Deadman Gulch . 

For the past 1 9  years my family a nd I have r e s ided i n  
the wtNWt, Sec . 2 2 ,  T12N , R20l"l , PMM, on t h e  West s ide o f  H i ghway 
93 South , a nd about 2 mil e s  North of Lol o ,  Mr .  

For about the past 1 6  years I have l e ased for l i vestock 
gra z I ng Sec . 16, T12N, R20W , owned b y  the S t a t e  of Mont e.na , e nd 
the ad j o ining Sec . 21 to the S o uth , owned by Champion Int . 
T imberlands . B PA is apparent l y  c urrent l y  cons ide r i ng having a 
500-kv powerline pass through the North edge of s a id Se c . 1 6 ,  and 
South of Deedman Gulch . 

Moving the poY/erl i ne S o uth of the b o t t o m  of Deadman Gulch 
t o  open ereBS in s o id S e c . 1 6  would have an adverse environmental 
impact on a c onsidere.bl e  numb e r  of wildl ife . This e re a  in Se c . 
16 and a l l  of Se c .  21 c ompr i s e s  the winter rsnge of up to 50 head 
of e l k  e nd the year around hab i t e t  of a b out 30 head of deer ond 
severel b e l d  e e gle s . On April 1 9t h l a s t  from my r e s idence I CO.lnted 
2'7 head of elk e nd on t h i s  date , April 20th , 43 head of e l k ,  a nd 
24 deer graz ing this aree within s i ght of motori st s  driving 
on Highway 93 S o uth from Lolo to Mi s s oul a . This i s  a l s o  cal ving 
area for elk cows during May, e e c h  year . There e re elk in this 
area from Novemb e r  thru Ma y each ye ar , with l arger nulitb e r s  durins 
Viinter a nd Spring Months . 

The w i ldlife de scribed and other wild l ife assoc iated with 
them are vi ewed during the winter and spring months by thousands 
of motor i s t s  drIvIng H i ghway 93 S o uth , as well as l oc a l  re s ident s .  
Moving the power l i ne S o u t h  into open are e s  i n  Sec . 1 6  or Into 
Se c .  21 would not be moving it into an environment e.l l y  pr eferred 
r o ute . This wi ldgame wa ters a t  spr ings in the b ottom of Deadman 
Gul c h  and at a spring l oc a t ed on the s ideh i l l ab o ut in the swtNEi 
of Sec . 1 6 .  

I a m  a ret ired F . B . I .  Agent , was forme r l y  Sheriff o f  Mi s s o u l a  
C o unty for 8 years , and 8 m  now engaged in r e nchin g .  

cc : Mont . Fish, Wildlife & 
Parks Dept . 

�1inC erelY , 

,� � .. " 
ohn C .  Moe j' '7 '7 5 0  Moe Road . Lol o ,  Ml' .  5 984'7 

U . S .  Fish & Wildlife ServI ce 
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Mr .  Jim Posewitz , Admi nistrator, 
FocoloGical Servioes Div . 

Lalo, Mr .  
A pr i l  22, 1 982 

Mo:, t .  Fish, Wildlife �: Parks Dept . 
1420 Fo .  6th Ave . 
Helena , la . 59620 

Dear Mr .  Posewitz : 

c -LL- I - '7� 

Enolosed is copy of a letter I gave t o  Mr .  
George Eskridge ,  BPA Trans . Coordi nat ion Offic e ,  1620 ReGent 
St . ,  Missoula, (Tel . 329-2727 ) ,  and other members of a BPA team 
holdine hear ings on proposed 500-kv powerl ine .  1. s planned this 
line would pass tt�u Cahoot Canyon, Lower Miller Creek, across 
the Bitterroot River, through the bottom. of Deadman Gulch and 
proceed t owards dl.ue Mounta in in IU ssoula County . 

On 4/21 /82 Hr .  Eskridge stated that a proposal b e i ne 
investigated would have the l ine pass further South through State 
Sec . 1 6 .  This would apparently place the l i ne w ithin the winter 
range I described in the enclosed letter . Instead of observing 
elk, deer and other w ildlife on the bald hiUs of the Southern 
portion of Sec . 1 6  during tbe wi. :ter and spring from four lane 
H ighway 93 South from Lolo t o  Missoula, the tl'ousands of mot orists 
usine this highway da ily would be treated to a huge powerline 
with 1 7 5 '  steel towers . 

The elk using this w i nter range apparently s pend s ummer 
&: fall in the \"/ood"",n Gulch - Bl ue Mtn .  - O ' Brien Creek area . 
Their relatively small w inter range has b e e n  further restricted 
during the past 4 years by a subd i v i s i o n and  construction in 
Sleeman creek . 

It is respectfully suggested that i nterested State agenc ie s 
may wisb to consult with EPA in an effort to prevent severe 
adverse effect ot the power l i ne on this progress ively diminishing 
winter range , and the wildlife in this area . 

Daily bald eaGles oan be seen trom my residenoe c ir c l i ng 
this wi nter range for tood . �hey apparently nest on the \'Je st 
s ide of See s .  16 &: 2 1 .  

CC : 

M::tI . GeorGe Eskl'l.d:-,'e 
flPA .  Missoula 

AIr .  Gsreth !.loon, Corrun. 

B��: 'Fi;�t� &ir��ite Service 

_ Sinoerely, ' -A' b,d n<J>:-JL-olin -c . llloe 
, 7 7 50 Moe Road 

Lolo ,  M1' .  

Mr .  James H .  Kuechmann, Supervisor 
Spec ial uses Section 
Forest Management Bureau 
Mont . Division of Forestry 

l�r. '1eorQ:.p ERkrld J. f: 
l E 2 0  Req�nt 

-

M i s soula , �t . S9b06 

Dea r Sir: 

L-LL-I - 7 3  1.. - I.L- I - 1'i 

Lo l o ,  �v.ont;:!.:'le 
Apri l Co l ,  19B;:: 

Re : ,:;,.t'A l-"owerl l n e  t h ro ugh 
N i c B o u l aC ounty 

-

We Wi Sfl t o  eX : lr e s s  our ob j ec t ion s to the 
pro p o s ed route of the 5UO-AV power l i n e  in the 
v i c i n i t y  o f  Lo l o ,  spec i f i c a l ly Sec t i o n s  2 1  ana 
�� , Town ship ��N , Range �GW. 

Thi s  area has been a ran.?'€: for a largE; herd 
of e l k ,  plUS d e e r ,  for the p e s t  forty y ea r s  tha t 
we h a V E  r e s i d ed in the a rea. There are ea�l e s ,  
foxes and num erou s w i ld l i f e  which w e  hove alway s 
t r i ed to pro t e c t  from human inv a s i on .  I t  would 
s eem unrea sonab l e  t o  i n s t a l l  a hupe pow erline 
tnat would b e  d e t rimental to tnis p r i s t i n e  area. _ 
There are many alt ernat i v e s , i n c lud i ng y o II' o r L d rlal 
pl.n to run i t  i n  c on j un c t ion wi t � t h e  swath al ready 
cut throuxh �on t ana . The 1 1 n e  c ould be burl ed in 
tho s e  area s o f f en s i v e  to hU!!12rl hab l L a t l o n .  

We would l i k e  t o  h a v e  t h e  pro po sal  o f  Sena : o r  
�elcher ad � res r ed a s  t o  w t y  t h e  :ower C O U ldn ' t  b e  
unt i l i zed i n  c l o e e r  proximity t o  the s o u rc e .  
Resid ent s o f  Aonta�a would b e  I.ost aare{ able t o  
a c h e a p e r  ener�y sUP Jly . 

. 

We r e s ? e c t f u lly requ � B t  that y ou carefu l ly 
c on s i d e r  the 1,np ? c t  the pow e rl i n e  wo ul d hav e on 
the p e o p l e  of t � €  B i t t e rroot Vall ey . 

Y o urs v er�\ t ruly , , 
" ( ) {. '�' -4 -4- '-rf . I c·�,n ,j· � ---1 �:..t...=."":' _ ____ L-.._�_L __ 

Ri ch a rd Ro s s i Kno l  

_ K ... d!'3.1t.1Y: ,r.'��'.Ll(/ 
Ri c n a rd l�l . R0 8 s i !Z.n o l  ; 
Box 1 2 8  

Lo10 , MT 59847 
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� United States 
Department of 
Agriculture 

George Eskridge 

Soil 
Conservation 
Service 

Bonnev i l l e  Power Adminis tration 
Transmission Coordination Office 
P . O .  Box 4327 
Missoula, Montana 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge : 

L - SX- S-

Room 360 
U. S .  Courthouse 
Spokane , Washington 99201 

April 1 9 , 1982 

The So i l  Conservation Service has reviewed your draft environmental impact 
statement for the Garrison-Spokane SOOkV Transmission Pro j e c t .  I t  would 
appear you have adequately covered the areas o f  concern to our agency. 

Thank you for the opportun ity to review your draft . 

Sincerely, 

?!p:� 
LYNN A .  BROWN 

� 

State Conservatl' 0 . nlst 

T h e  5011 Conservallon Service 
IS an agency ot the 
Deparlmenl 01 Agriculture 

SCS-AS-1 10-79 

L-elll- 1-'1S eO)( 794, RONAN. MONTANA 59864 

N O R T H W E S T E R N  NAT I O NA L  L I F E  I N S U RAN C E  C O M PANY 
A R T  AYLESWORTH 

Mr. George Eskridge 
Bonnevi lle power Administration 
Transmission Coordination Office 
P. O. Box 432 7  
Missou la, Montana 59806 

Dear Mr. Es kri dge : 

Apri l 2 3 ,  1 98 2  

O F F  406 · 676 0300 

RES: 406 · 6 7 6 8 1 00  

Enclosed is  a copy of a letter I sent to Mr. Worth, Project 

Engineer of the Bonneville Power Adminis tration. wanted you to 

have a copy o f  i t .  

Sincerely,  

fA!-
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I- - OM - I - %  P.O. BOX 794, RONAN, MONTANA 59664 

;',(1 
N O R T H W E S T E R N  NAT I O NAL L I F E  I N S U RA N C E  C O M PANY 
MONTANA AGENCY . KALISPELL DISTRICT 

ART AYlESWORTH . SALES REPRESENTATIVE 

Mr. rr .... l<u .. Worth P. IE. 
_ville _r AchoiniatraU"" 
P. O. Box 3621 
Portl .... d, orelon 97208 

near Mr to Worth ; 

April 23, 1982 

OFF: 406 . 676 0300 

RES; 406 . 67 6 6 1 00 

1 vidted with you l .. t .. el< at a bearina in St. lLe,i., Montana. TM purpo •• 
of our diacu.don w .. the propoa.d SOOItv U ... which your .. pe .how a. paaaina directly 
o".r .y b.- 2\ 1011 .. ... t of St. k,1& on 8il_y Rout. 13S. 117 property i. rher-
froat property below the hipay and railroad. 1 _ oppoaad to thia parUcular Un. rout. 
for .. ".rat .... on. which 1 b .... U.t.d • 

1. 1 do not waDt th18 U ... o".r " h.- or within �OO f.et of it. 

2. ID dry ,earo , .. b .... a probl_ witb arouDdina the pover U ... that t.ecia our 
property at the p .... nt tt.e. we .. t e l.ctrical .hocka frOOl water faucet. 
and .witcb bon. e".n thoulh th.y a .. properly BTounded. 117 . lectrician 8&Y. 
your U ... runnina throulb thia a .. a wi l l  COOlpUcate tbi. probl_ and .. ill 
certainly .. ka it .... r ... 

3. TM property 1 ..... will certainly be devalued in the .. rdetplac. i f  thia 
cro .... o".r it. Whil. it 18 ideal .. .  ubdiviaion at thio U_. it .. ould 
10 .. ita appeal for thet purpo .. witb thia U ... runnina o".r it. IIot only 
would 1 lo.e property to the U ... riabt et -Y . .... t aleo to the value of 
lhe �iDi.1 l .... d .... d ., h.-. 

4. It _ld appear to _ th.t you would .... d 0'" tover in the flood plain 
aero •• the river fro. .y property. '11>18 appe.rs to be • ".ry d ..... rou. loe: 
locaUon to _ .  

5 .  A li ... i n  thla .... would cartainly infrin .. o n  t he  air .p.ce .... de d  for 
the private air .trip lAc.ted at St. kala. 

8i...,. .. ly. 

;fA/-

PLAINTIFF MINERAL CO UNTY ' S  ANSWER TO 
QEFENDANT�,'L IN'i��R@GATOR'r N0MBER 7.Q

-

The County of Miner al wi l l  sus t a i n  a var i e t y  of damages 
s hould the BPA 500 KV powerl ine b e  rou t e d  through our j ur i s 
d i c t ion . Whi le the maj o r i t y  o f  t h e  prop o s e d  rou t e  travers e s  
U . S .  Forest Service l a n d  there wi l l  b e  cons ide rable imp a c t s  
o n  priva t e  land a n d  goverrunen t a l  s e rvi c e s . Mineral County p r e s 
ently h a s  o n l y  1 2% o f  i t s  t er r i tory i n  p r i vate own ers hip . The 
ext remely sma l l  s i ze o f  the private land base » la c e s  a prem i um 
on careful l a n d - u s e  p lanning . Th e l o s s  of � private land which 
could be used for agricultur e ,  subdivi s ion , recreat ional develop
ment , commer c i a l  us e and / o r  open s p a c e  o f  high a e s th e t i c  q ua l i ty 
wi l l  be a s evere d e triment to the comp rehen s ive p lanning proc e s s  
in Mineral County . N ea r ly a decade o f  federa l l y  and loca l l y  
funded p lanning w i l l  be com�romi s e d .  ignored and over - r i dden 
b y  the propo s e d  BPA a c t i o n s ."'- The dam''I;es to the economy , the 
natural and cultural lands cape and the county ' s  e f ficacy as  a 
governmen t a l  body w i l l  be highly s i gn i f ic ant should the BPA 
corr idor p a s s  thru this area . 

( 1 )  The princip le damages to agr icul tural l and w i l l  t ake 
p lace downs tream from S t . Reg i s  i n  t he s o - ca l l ed "Cut - O f f  Road" 
area . The i r r i g a t e d  pas tures and hay lands of s everal ranch op 
erators wi l l  be impac ted . The HUD funded Miner a l  County Compr e
hens ive P l an of 1 9 7 7  s t a t e s  that "Agr i cu l t ur a l  lan d ,  even t hough 
no t s tr a t e g i c a l l y  important to t he total s t at e  economy , is c r i t 
i c a l  to Miner a l  Count y I s economy and geograp hic character . I I  
\.Jhi l e  it i s  t rue tha t t he land under c a s ement ior the power line 
could cont inue to be used for agri c u l t u r e ,  i t  i s  highly i n s t r u c t ive 
to note that the re - rou ting o f  the l ine thru Gran i te and Pow e l l  
coun t i e s  w a s  done as t h e  d i r e c t  r e s u l t  o f  p roblems for e s een by 
rancher s . The l ine was removed from i r r i g n t c d  p a s ture lands . 
Thes e ranchers spoke of the s evere hea l th and s a fety p rObl ems 
invol ved wi th i r r i g a t ing hay lands near the innnense energy field 
c r e a t e d  by the one  m i l l ion vo l ts c a r r i ed by the BPA faci l i ty . 
BPA ' s  d e c i s ioll to re-route the l i n e  i s  a conce s s ion t h a t  th e s e  
argume n t s  w e r e  va l i d . Impact·s  on a g r i cll l tural p roduc t ion w i l l  
o c cur in Minera l County a s  a reSlllt o f  the l i n e  s ince ranch ers 
w i l l  downs c a l e  the intens i t y  o f  usc  of c o r r i do r  l ands . 

( 2 )  Car e f ll l ly  p lanned sllbdivi s i uns are of g r e a t  ben e f i t  
to  the loca l t a x bas e ,  b u s i n e s s  c onununi ty and q ual i ty of l i f e  
in Mineral Coun ty . The power l i n e  wi l l  e l imina t e  t h e  pos s ib i l i t y  
o f  lands w i th exce l lent developmen ta l p o t en t i a l  f r o m  ever s upporting 
d e s i r ea b l e  r e s id e n t i a l  or comme r i c a l deve lopmen ts . E x i s t ing 
s ubdivi s i ons in phy s i ca l  and/or v i s u a l  proximity to the line wi l l  
have a greatly reduced marketab il i ty . The Cut - O f f  Road area has 
sever a l  s ubdivis i o n s  where l o t s  would become far l e s s  a t t r a c t ive 
to po ten t i a l  buyers a s  a direct re s u l t  o f  the v i s ua l  deterioration 
i n  the nrea . One o f  the Mineral Coun t y ' s  p rimary markets  for 
l o ts i s  the Coeur D ' A l en e / S p okane r p��i on . Ind i vi dua l s  from these 
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cOlnrnuni t i e s  buy land in Mineral County for r e t iremen t , r ecreationa l 
and s econd home u s e  and are drawn by the p r i s tine environment 
and high scenic amen i t i es found her e .  Subdi v i s ions in S a l te s e ,  
DeBor gia , Haug a n , S t .  Reg i s  and S uperior a r e  examp l e s  o f  this  
phenomenon . The power l ine would s everely reduce the s e  market 
cond i t ions . Land adj acent to the c o r r i dor wi ll have its s a le
a b i l i ty damaged for a l l  types of u s e s . A l l  these forces wi ll  
r educe the o p t i mWlI tax b a s e  of  Miner a l  Count y . Tax b a s e  expan
s ion has a lways been a major goa l of t he p lanning and econom i c  
development p r o c e s s  wi thin t h i s  j ur i s d i c t ion (Over a l l  Economi c 
Deve lopme n t  P l an 1 981 , Mineral Coun ty Comprehensive P lan 1 9 7 7 ) . 

( 3 )  Re c r e a t ion and open space imp a c t s  wil l al so be con s i d 
erab le . The transmi s s ion right o f  way w i l l  cros s a moun tain 
zone recogn i zed as  an "Ou t s tan d�ng Na tura l  Area" under the Min e r a l  
County Recrea tional Fac i l i t i e s  P lan ( HUD 1 9 7 8 ) .  T h e s e  areffi wer e  
re commended f o r  I I s ight s ee ing a n d  enj oyment o f  natural a t tr a c t ions" 
Developmen t s  were to be " l imi ted to the minimum nece s s ary to 
pro tect  the features " .  Improveme n t s  " should harmoni ze wi th and 
not detract from the natural s et t ing s " . The power l ine wi ll  have 
overwhelmingly nega tive e f f e c t s  on t he s e  environmen tal and 
s c enic va lue s . The Clark Fork River Recreationa l Corr i dor P lan 
(HUD 1 9 7 9 )  and i ts Imp lementat ion P lan (HUD 1 9 8 0 )  r ecommended 
tha t the land-use empha s i s  be on " the s c enic beauty and eco logi c a l  
i n t egri ty o f  the r iver , r iver s ide land and canyon wa l l s" . E ffor t s  
arc underway w i t h  the Mon tana Dep t .  o f  Fi sh . W i ld l i f e  and Parks 
to acquir e the f iS t .  Reg i s  Landing" , a large peninsula conta ining 
excep t iona l s c eni c , environmen tal and r ecrea tional value s . The 
l ine w i l l  p a s s  in  p la i n  v i ew of thi s key acqui s i tion in the im
p lementa t ion of the Cl ark Fork River Recreational Corridor P lan . 
The ae s t he t i c a l ly s ens i t ive Cut - O f f  Road area has been cons idered 
for s t a tus as a state Scenic  Rout e .  The Lolo Na t iona l For e s t  
P l an c a l l s  f o r  d i spersed recr ea tion a n d  h i ghl ights t h e  v isua l 
importance of t he canyon . The s e  open space values w i l l  be s ever e ly 
degraded by the exis tence of 1 7 5  foo t t a l l  towers looming over 
the landscap e .  Dude ranching ( for examp l e  t he B l a c k  Diamond 
and Broken H e a r t  du� ranches ) .  cros s - country ski resor t s  and 
o ther r e c r ea t i on o r i ented bus i n e s s e s  wi l l  be imp a c t e d  by the 
envi ronmen tal p er turbations i nherent w i t h  tran s m i s s i o n  corri dor s 
and a c c e s s  roads . The corridor wi l l  b i s e c t  exi s t ing c r i t i ca l  
win ter a n d  s p r i n g  rCOB£ therma l cover and ca lving grounds for 
elk and deer . This f a c t  far outwe i g h s / any conc eivab l e  hab i ta t  
improvement brought on b y  t h e  c l ear ing o f  the r ight o f  way . 
Add i t i o na l  a c c e s s  raods may encourage e x c e s s ive harves t ing o f  
game anima l s . poaching and harassment  o f  w i l d l i fe s p e c i e s  v i t a l  
to the local eco logy , economy and qua l i ty o f  l i f e . Moose , b la ck 
bear , ruff l e d  grous� , fox and o ther c reatures may decl ine due 
to s tr e s s e s  l i nked to the proposeJ d eve l opmen t .  A win t er ing 
popula tion of endangered American eag les  exi s t s  in  the imp a c t  
area . Bald H i l l  h a s  b e e n  i d en ti fi ed a s  a " Natural Environmen t a l  
A r e a "  (Recre3 tion Fac i l i t i e s  P lan 1 9 7 8 ) . T h e  imp a c t s  on water .. 
sheds and water q ua l i ty may inf luen c e  down s t re a t  t rout . 

( 4 )  The corridor wi l l  impa c t  three muni c ip a l  wat ersheds . 
The s p rings above Alber ton , Flat Creek above Sup e r i or and P ac k er 
Creek above S a l t e s e  wi l l  a l l  be cros s ed .  The s e  s en s i t ive drainage 
bas ins have r e s t r i c tions on t imber harve s t ing and o ther a c t iv i t i e s  
in order t o  p ro t e c t  t h e  qua l i ty o f  wa t er on whi c h  thes e three 
commun i t i e s  dep en d .  

( 5 )  The BPA transmi s s ion line w i l l  trave r s e  the " Keystone
Pardee H i s to r i c  D i s t r i c t "  whi ch under the Montana S t a t e  H i s t o r i c  
P r e s ervation P lan shoul d  have i t s  management "  limi ted to a c t i v i t i e s  
that would p r e serve and r es tore the h i s tor i c  resour ces" ( Recrea
tional Fac i l i ti e s  P lan 1 9 7 8 ) . The power l ine wi l l  a l s o  p a s s  
n e a r  t h e  "Old Ferry C r o s s ing" hi s to r i c  s i t e  on t h e  C lark Fork 
River dO�1 s t r eam from S t . Regi s .  

( 6) Mining c l a ims wi l l  be more a c c es s i b l e  to the publ i c  a s  
a r e s u l t  o f  t h e  c ons truc t ion o f  a c c e s s  roads . Miners wi l l  en
coun ter problems wi th trespas s , theft and vand a l i s m .  Thi s  wi l l  
crea t e  the need for addi t i onal po l i c e  p r o t e c t i on , inves t iga t i o n  
a n d  c r imina l l i t i ga tion . The work load of the Mineral County 
Sher i ff ' s  Dep t .  wil l increa s e  all along the corridor due to an 
i n f lux o f  workers .  After the l ine is comp l e t e d  law enforcement 
exp endi tures w i l l  r emain high in or d e r  to p o l i c e  the corr idor 
zone . 

( 7 )  County roads wi l l  be heavi ly u s e d  dur i n g  the cons truc t�on 
pha s e .  This wi l l  cause phy s i c a l  de t e r i orat ion and the n eed to 
spend more funds on main tenance and r epa i r . The county w i l l  
encounter add i t ional expens e s  s in c e  a c c e s s  roads t hrough Na t i o n a l  
For e s t  l a n d s  have h i s t or i ca l ly i nvolved s ha r e d  ma i n t enance 
obl iga t ions wi th the Lolo Fores t .  

( 8 )  The e f f e c t  On te levi s i on and r a d i o  r e c e p t ion i s  an 
unknown variable . I f  reception i s  wor s ened then local government 
wi l l  have to pay for improvements to boo s t er s . 

( 9 )  U . S . F . S .  Fo r e s t  Receip t s  funds provide a subs tant i a l  
por tion of t h e  county road and s c h o o l  budg e t s . IThese fund s 
are dependent upon susta ined y i e l d  for e s try p ra c t i ce s  manda t e d  
b y  Congr e s s  in the Mul t ip le U s e  Sustained Y i e l d  Act . The tran s 
m i s s ion cor r i dor w i l l  b e  a s wa t h  1 3 0  f e e t  wide a n d  roughly 5 0  
mi les  long . Th is  amounts t o  approxima tely 800 a c r e s  o f  land whi c h  
i s  r emoved from t imber harves t in p erp etu i t y . Thi s  repr esents 
. 1 2 5% of t he 640 , 000 a c r e s  o f  Lo lo For e s t  land in Mineral Coun t y . 

Fore s t  Rec e i p t s  have avenaged roughly ' $ 2 , 02 5 , 00 0 . 00 per yea", and 
removal of . 1 2 5 %  of  t he r esour c e  base r educes the amount o f  For e s t  
Receip ts by t h e  s ame p e r c entage or , over $ 2 , 500 . 00 p e r  year . 
Over a 50 year period this means that Mineral County w i l l  l o s e  
$ 1 2 5 . 000 . 00 r eq ui r ing s c hool a n d  r o a d  funds to b e  made u p  b y  
increas ing t he a lr eady high local  taxes . A l ber ton currently h a s  
the 3rd h i ghes t  t a x e s  o f  any community in Montana a n d  Super i o r  
t h e  4 th highes t .  Thi s i s  a d i r e c t  r e s u l t  o f  having 8 8% of the 
c ounty land i n  tax exemp t s tatus . BPA ' s a c t ions w i l l  r educe 
For e s t  Rec e i p t s  funds , r emove even mor e p r i v a t E  land from the 
tax r o l l s  and have as y e t  unc l ear effect on U . S . F . S .  payme n t s - i n 
l i eu o f  t a x  paynents t o  t h e  c o unty . 
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B�A POWERL I N E  PETI T l O� 

WE the und ers i gned residen t s  of Hi ncra l County a rc s t rong ly
. 

opposed 
to the p la cement o f  the Bonnev i H e  Power Adr1ini s t ratTon-'�<; -S"OO- -KV- p-o-we r l  I ll(' 
i n  Hineral County . The neg a t i v e  impacts on l and v a l ues , tax b as e ,  Dub l i c  
hea l t h  and s afety , radio and TV recept i o n .  a g r i c u l t ure , w i l d l i fe ,  s (" e n i r  
resources and many other factors makes t h e  " Southcrn Route" t o t a l l y  Ull 
acceptable to us . O n l y  1 2 %  of OUT county i s  p r i v a t e  l and . \',le s i mp l y  
cannot afford t o  l os e  the produ c t i v e  u s c  o f  a s i n g l e  s q u a r e  foot o f  
private l and . The e x i s t i n g  power l inc r i ght - of-w<1Y through t h e  r l il t hc�ld 
Reservation  shou l d  be used before any new corridors arc tak(,lI . B e  adv i s e d  
t h a t  we are u n a l terably oppos ed t o  the construc t i on o f  t h e  EPA powcr l i lH' 
through Hineral County , 

NAME 
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BPA POWI'IU , I NI'  PI 'T l T I ()� 

WE the unders i gned r e s i d e n t s  of H i n e r a l  County a rc s t ron); l y  opposed 
to t h e  p l a cement o f  the Bonnevin e Power I\dm i ni s t  r:lt rOll-'S--S-(Yn- K\'- ·pO\"lcJ' I I n ( '  
in �linera l Coun t y ,  The negat i ve impact s on l and va l ues , tax h as e ,  nub l i l' 
h e a l th and s a fe t y ,  rad i o  and TV recept i on , ;l�� r l r u l t l l rc .  w i l d l l fc ,  s c o n l c  
resources and many other factors makes t h e  " Southern I{ou t o" t o t a l l y UIl
acceptable t o  us , O n l y  1 2"'0 o f  our county is  p r i \' a t c Llnd . \�'(' s i mp l y  
cannot a fford t o  l o s  e the product i v e  u s c  0 f a S 1 n g  1 e sqlla r c  roo t  0 r 
private l and , The e x i s t i ng power l i n e  r i gh t - o r -way t hrough t h e  F l a t head 
Reservation s h o u l d  b e  used hefore any now corr i d o r s  arc t aken . Ih' a d v l s cd 
that we are una l t erab l y  oppos ed to the c o n s t ruc t i on of t he' BP,\ p()\,\' C' r l  i n(' 
through tlineral Coun t y , 
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BPA rO\j E R L l �I' PET I T I ON -- ---_._-_.- -
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---- � .  

WE t h e  undersigned res i de n t s  o f  Hi ncra l County arc s t rong l y  opposC'd 
to the p l a c ement of the Bonneville Power Adr.l i n i s t f<lt t(ii;I�c;--5""(i()- Y\;-" po ..... e r l  j r1<.' 
i n  Hine�a l  Coun t y .  The n e g a t i v e  impa c t s  on l and v a l ll(,s , t a x  h as e ,  l)lIh l i c  
h e a l t h  and s a fety , radio and TV recept i on ,  ;l g r i cl l l t u f(" w i l d l i fe ,  s c en i c  
resources and many other fac t ors makes t h e  "Sol l t h c rn Rou t e "  t o U l l l y u n 
accep t a b l e  to us . On l y t r-" of o u r  c o u n t y  i s  p r i v a t e  l and . We s i mp l y  
cannot afford t o  l o s e  t h e  product iv e  u s c  o f  a s i ng l e  s q u arC' foot o f  
p r i v a t e  land . The ex i s t i ng power l inc r i gh t � o f-way th rough t h e  F l a t head 
Reservation should be used hefore any new c o r r idors a r c  t a ken . B(' a(\\' 1 5 ('(\ 
that we arc una l terab l y  opposed t o  the c o n s t TlK t i on of the BPI\ pm�(' r l  i ne 
through �lineral Count y .  
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BPA POWERLI NE PETITION 

hiE t h e  undersigned r e s i d en t s  o f  Hi neral Cou n t y  a r c  s t rong l y  opposed 
to the p lacement of t h e  Bonneville Power :\tlfTI in l s t ra t lon-" s ·scfcf yv- -p()wc r i i n p 
in r-1ine�a l  Coun t y .  The negat i v e impacts on l anu v a l nc s , t a x  h as e ,  nllh l i c 
h e a l t h  and s afet y ,  rad i o  and TV recept i on ,  a g r i c u l t u re , w i 1 d l i fe ,  s c e n i c  
resources and many o t h e r  f a c t o r s  makes t h e  "Southern Rout e "  t o t a 1 l y  un 
accep t a b l e  to us . O n l y  1 2% of our coun t y i s  p r i v a t e  l and . We s i mp l y  
cannot afford t o  l os e  t h e  produc t ive u<:;e o f  (l s i ng l e  sfju;lrc font o f  
p r i v a t e  l and . The ex i s t i n g  power l i ne r i )�ht - o f - w a y  t h rough ttw F l : l t h(,�Hl 
Reservation s h o u l d  he used before any new c o r r i uors arc t aken . Ik ativ i s ('d 
that we are unal terab l y  opposed to the con s t ruc t i on of the BPI\ pow(' r l  i 11(' 

through Hincral Coun t y .  
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SPA POW E R L I NE PETITION 

WE the undersigned res i d e n t s  of Hineral County a rc s t rong l y  opposed 
to the p l a cement of the Bonnev il l e  Power Admi n i s t rat ron-I-so -S60K-Vrm�c r l  i n c  
in t>1ineral County . The negat ive impac t s  o n  l and v a lues , t a x  has e ,  T)llh l i r  
h e a l th and s a f0ty , radio and TV recept i on , agr i cu l ture , w i l d l i fe ,  .,-; e cn i e  
resources and many other fac t ors makes t h e  ! OSouthcrn r�o u t c "  t o t a l l y  1 1 1 1  

acceptab l e  t o  us . Only 12% of our coun t y  i s  p r i va t e  1 ;111 < 1 .  h'e s i mp l y  
cannot afford t o  l o s e  the productive u s C'  o f  il s i n g l e  S q l l i lrc' foot o f  
private l and . The e x i s t ing power l i n c  r i gh t -· o f-w< lY t h rollgh t he F ] ; l t  h{,; ld 
Reservation should b e  used b e fore any new cor r i dors a rc t a k en Be ; l d V l '->cd 
that we are una l t erably oppos ed t o  the c o n s t ruc t i on o f  t h e  I1PA !)oh (' r l  I ll ( '  
through Hineral Cou n t y . 

NAME 

� _j<f� 

----_._- -. - ---- -

--------
_

.
_ ---_ ._-- -

-
+ 

i\[)J)HFSS 

_J(u. t (? t (//1('- /lIT 
..J.l�l �L-e-,.) \ '(Y'--�"\. �- . � fa 7:<' 

j!( � 8<?;r 7 JOe:- ->��T 
PtJ L""?V"""

. 
I<
. 

__ lf� Y_ r.  1"''''' �� c o (' , /'1/ 
f?O�I/6 c�� /M r 

A_ � ' ) /,j S:;n -:):f-"'-�<'-) )/J 

Pete,r ;Tohn\lon, �i:;rt:rf\tol: 
BcI1nevllle Powe;r 

� Ml:. .!J0flnsol;>: 
This is to ronfinn my telephone .discussion with you earli& trday. 
I h<\ve ooti;fied MiIX Pet&son, Chief of the- Forest Service. of my 

dissatiafaction . ot the Envuorment Ilnpact Statanent t:or the routing of 

ycw: transnission line fran Gan::ison west until it leaves M:>ntana. 

I wish to make the follooing points clear: 

1. The present draft of the Evnirormental Ilnpact 

Statement is UJ¥I=eptable to n-e in sev&al areas and I 
believe IIUlSt be oorrected if the line ,is to be approved 

ard ,constructed. 
2 .  The transnission line should be r&outed to avoid 

pop.llation centers ard to be at least one mile fran residences. 

3 .  Aesthetic values �able to those required 

un:l& the Public - lards policy Managernent Act ard the Forest 

Managernent Act rust be adh&ed to un:l& FOblic lards ard also 

be adh&ed to on any private lards that the line might impact. 

Aesthetically, I an prawing yow:- attention to high aesthetic 

values a:>nc:ernirY;; visable impact by private lard CMn&S. 

4 . _  Comannation procedw:es on private lard shalld npt 

be tirreatened by the Bonneville POW& I\dministration ard .the 

Construction route should avoid faun lard unless agrearent 

is l:!lC"ived - fran the lard own&. 

5. To avoid any of the above problans, Bonneville 

powez- Mninistration sl>:Juld bury any pcn-tion of the line 

necessary to alleviate those impacts. 



$ ...... ...... 
<0 

6. As part of the Envirorurental linpact Statement 

before it' s oarpleted, consideration should be given to 

routing the line fran Garrison Southwest on National 

Forest larrls t:<:Mard Sula in an attaTpt to cross the 
Bitterrcot Valley into Idaho, with the least arro.mt 

of iInoact aesthetically (including visual . 

P1.ease be ' advised that I and my staff will be pursuing all of the 

various alternatives that are available for the routing of this line rut 

that the present routing and the draft Envirorurental linpact Statement is 

definitely unsatisfactory, Your consideration will be appreciated rut 

I ITIlst anphasize that we will be needing sufficient time aver the next 

eeveral rronths to examine other alternatives. 

Since the present draft Envirorurental linpact Statement is unsatisfactory 

to myself and many other M:>ntanans, I have advised the Forest Service that 

consideration should be given to errling the Line at Garrison am using the 
� .elsewhere, and this should be one of the alternatives of the final 

Envfromlental Inplct �tatement. 

Ki:rrlest personal regards . 

Sincerely, 
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Mr .  George Eskridge 
BPA Trans . CoordIna tion Office 
1 620 !regent st . 
P . O .  Box 4327 
Mis soula , MT .  59806 

Dear Mr .  Eskr idge ; 

L-LL-l- '72. 

];,01 0 ,  M1' . 4/23/82 

Encl osed herewith is copy of a l e tter I 
am se nding to Mont . Fish & Wildlife &. Parks Dept . ,  Montana 
Divis ion of Fore stry, U . S .  Senators Max Baucus & John Melcher , 
and to Congr e s sman Pat W i l l iams . 

I was impre ssed with c oncern, c oopera t Ion and 
fR i.rne s s  of ,, 1 1  the nenbers of the BPA Team at the hearings in 
Mis s oula & Lol o .  

S inc e I a m  familiar wi th the area de scribed 
in my letter , I wo"ld be happy to take any of the memb e r s  of 
the BPA team on a t o ur of the area . 

In the event BPA s e r i o u s l y  considers 
c onstruction of the power l ine through the w inter game range 
I have described I would apprec iate be ing advised, as I am 
sure would all the r e s ident s of the Lolo area and the 
Bitterroot Val l e y  who drive to Mi s s o ul a  almost da i l y .  

Sinc e rel y ,  

�.&� hn C .  Moe 
7'1 50 Moe Road 
Lol o ,  M'l' . 59847 

L-OM- 1-76 

f)�(,,-'T <,,-I / 

{I " '�l /C'c" C;;; <t Y'I " l-� yov  fb(j" �� , ., I 
.( 1 f Y,e "( {]V> "  1lvr [1.;-," 7j .  j 0'-" !',,<c 1 "-' '''; (/ . J,(' �"'
!I'l t/o.')r""t C'{  1"1, ... r::1 r.,,, �o ( ,,1 , o '� (�>'l7 ' ;/� 
/',!� (. ;;  . 1'  iJ l'V. r<; PI<'1-,,,- i /PI-+'_-/. �9t?/- [{ (e ll. /' ,'>�, fd,,N/f !l.-cC ') thl_!/:,�t. 0..,'-<1., i, ",- /" 'h 'J of r'oj'Y;'" 
ttJ/'j \'1.< (' "W, -� ,h " if n ,""- 7K ,J,,-H' k/ ('\. (.;4 ,Iy 
h." ,-" . U(>,..J�,. j,"l,.C ,> / (]I- ,, )' /'(57"1'" S'd,--:= h,�'1 -Ir: /d.' ''' '' 
�K>I(l ,�, ;: ) ,,,/, /;; .. f ,;t;,,-,l--<'A-. ,j dr» T 1c:.",J '/nflh.-" 
,'h -h'J It-?'>'''''- LA.l !, ,,  (<'-1.Icr-r 'i "':: r' f""'?? 1('>//« ", ,{!  o?"re M' .L (J",,\ . I'r t' c. >("--1' H i "4il,. [1..1<:" ., 71 {'C" �}.�-
/(' ( �;. '''' /,,, i (I /I.e ; ,-- C' v--'V\.. t(.>y� ;;;- 7-·-" r (!1r ;'.,/,7e:r-
yc;< _� tl'--' I? , ,' (.1 ,- 7' cM-lr, r!:",� r,r �_'"  

f?A�qLi�Z ' 
Ronald G. PETERSEN 
P . O .  Box 168 
DeBorgia, MT 59830 
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,T H E  W E S T E R N  M O N T A N A  C L I N I C  

M I S S O U LA MONTANA 

Apr i l  2 6 , 1 9 8 2  

George Eskridge 
Bonnevi l le Power Admi n i s t r a t i on 
P .  O .  Box 4 3 2 7  
Mi s s o ul a ,  �on tana 5 9 8 0 6  

Dear M r . E s k r i dge : 

T E L E P H O N E  7 2 1  �(lOO 

I am w r i t i n g  as r e g a r d  the new proposed power cor r i do r s  
through M i s s o u l a  Coun ty . I am respo n s i b l e  f o r  a J a rqe 
p i e ce of ground in Mi l le r Creek throuqh wh i ch the pro
posed M i l l e r  Creek route wou ld co urs e . I h ave some i de a s  
on these power l i ne s  which I wou l d  l i k e  to s h a re wi th yo u .  

F i r s t ,  obvi ous ly I am not very anxious t o  h ave powc r l i nes 
of t h i s  magnitude qo ri"ht down throuCTh the ll'j dd l e  o r  the 
M i l l e r  Creek ranch known as the .Maloney Ranch Corpo r a ti o n . 

Secondly , I am i n f o rmed t h a t  the re is an e x i s t i n g  corridor 
that cour s e s  from the Gar r i s o n  area to Hot Sprinas wh ich 
i s  a lready p urchased and a l ready h as mo s t  of t h e  a c c e s s  
ava i l ab le . It would seem to me that th i s  oDtion of u t i 
l i z i n g  t he e x i s t i n g  c o r r i do r  w o u l d  certai n l �  be the sen
sible thing to do at th i s  time fo r reasons f i r s t  o f  ccoporny , 
not h aving to repurchase a nuwbcr of o th e r  ar eas and corri
dors , and s e cond l y conve n i e nce o f  cons t ruct i o n .  

I af!l n o t  adequate l y  appr a i s e d  to €!va 1 uat€' t h e  E'c o l o a i c  and 
e s t h e t i c  e f fects of powe r l i ncs of th i s  racrn i t udc , howeve r ,  
I a m  s ure that you have o b t a i ne� �ore than s u f f i c i ent i n for
mat i o n  about those p a r t i c u l a r  a s pe c t s . It is u n f o r t unate 
that undergroundinq is not a v i a b l e  oDtion for the few mi l e s 
it w o u l d  take to course throucrh t_h e  rvr'i s s ou l a  Va l l ey b ut 1 

wi l l  take you word for it tha� t h i s is not curren tl y f � a s i h l e . 
In conc lus i on , I woul d s tr o n q ly urqe that s e r i o u s  recon s i d e ra
t ion be, given to the e xi s i t i nq corridor and not make it n e c e s 
s a ry to c ut M i s s o u l a  C o u n t y  w i t h  another p a r a l l e l  h i gh v o l t a ge 
trans m i s s i o n  l i n€! . 
S i ncerely yours y / 

" , ' /' #(/ c'/ -;-

C�-( " I ' d( d�t::<?�k./·, 
c .  G .  " Pat " McCarthy , M . D .  
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Retyped from article submi t t ed 

LINE HURTS US ALL 

After hearing the bad news of huge elec tricity rate increases because of 
the WPPSS fiasco, the choice of BPA ' s  SOO-tv powerl ine location is the con
cern o f  a l l  electricity users , not just the people who wj 1 1  be living near 
i t . I t s  location wi l l  a f fect everyone ' s  bi l l s ,  all Montana Power and REA 
customers. 

Upon reading the EIS Summary sent by BPA and comparing the three al ter
natives, I believe the choice of location should consider cost as wel l  as 
envi ronmen t �  

Alternat ive A--Hot Springs Plan, i s  listed a s  the lowest t otal cost ( $ 1 8 5  
m i l l i o n )  and a l so has the lowest t ransmission line energy loss and l e a s t  
amount of new non-para llel right-o f-way requi red ( 1 19 mi le s ) .  I believe this 
route could prove to be the most economical for ratepaye r s .  

" 

The a l terna tive t ha t  is being pushed through the media as if it is already 
final

'
, which it  i s  not, is Alternative C--Taft Pla n .  This is environmentally 

preferred by BPA. This plan i s  l i s ted as the second highest total cost ($189 
mi l l i on) and has the highest t ransmi ssion l."'"_ne energy loss of the three 
choices and most new non-parallel right-of-way needed (224 mil e s ) . 

The decision of where these powerlines are placed wi l l  not please every
one , but I think we a l l  understand t ha t  none of us can put up wi,th the never
ending increases i n  elec tricity rate s .  

W e  can' t just sit back and l e t  another WPPSS happen. W e  should a l l  get 
involved and encourage the building o f  the powerlines where i t  wi l l  give u s ,  
the customers, the cheapest ra tes.  

Now is the t ime for a l l  a f fected t o  speak up. We can ' t let a few people 
make the decision for us. We should read the EIS Summary and make up our own 
minds because all  of uS will pay no ma t t e r  where the line runs t hrough 
Missoula . 

My vote goes to the Hot Springs Plan--Lorraine C. Houppe rt , 1025 Lost Mine 
Loop, Missoula . 
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My name is Don Valiton . I l ive on a ranch in the Blackfoot 

Valley, near Ovando , Montan a ,  wh ich i s  my addre s s .  I am also a 

landowner and taxpayer in the Deer Lodge Valley, which may be 

affecttv by the proposed BPA power line construc tion. 

I f ,  and when, these lines are bui l t ,  I strongly urge that 

they be constructed as much as poss ible , on federal lands , and 

away from p e op l e .  If there are confl icts with landowners and 

residents over such things as interference with irrigation 

systems , building s ,  roads , etc . - - that BPA personnel exert 

every effort to work out a satisfactory solution with the land

owners and resident s ,  re-routing segments of the lines , where 

neces sary - - even if additional expense is involved. 

I urge adequate and generous monetary compensation to land

owners for rights-of-way taken, and for damages inflicted. 

The Blackfoot Valley, and its way of life , is one of the 

mo st beautiful in all the West. Please plan your line routes 

to avoid desecrating i t .  We want no eye-sores here ! Strict com

pliance with Montana ' s  Major Facility S i ting Act should be 

followed. 

To construct these lines with minimum, detrimental impact 

upon the resid ents and landowners of Western Montan a ,  will cost 

more. To we , who live here , it will be worth i t .  The power 

going over these lines will have been generated within Montana. 

Most of it will go to customers outside our state. Any additional 

costs to preserve our way of l ife , should be borne by those 

out-of-state cus tomers , who will benefit from this power of ours, 

If private utilities were to build these lines , the counties 

and school districts through which the lines would pas s ,  would 

receive very substan tial taxes. This would ease the burden on 

those already over-loaded taxpayers in those are a s .  

The U . S .  Forest Service now makes a form of payment in

lieu-of-taxes to counties . The Montana Fish & Game Department 

makes payments in-lieu-of-taxes to counti es , on lands it has 

acquired . There are other examp l e s .  
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T o  date , the Bonneville Power Admini stration , t o  my know

ledge , has indicated neither the desire nor the willingness to 

make payments in-lieu-of-taxes. 

On the contrary, they have claimed that they do not have 

congressional authority to do so - - and this has been debated. 

I f  theBe is any question on th is point, I strongly urge the BPA 

to support Congres sman Ron Marlene e ' s  b i l l ,  now pending in 

Congress , which will specifically grant you the authority to 

make payments-in- l i eu-of-taxes .  I ask that your people appear 

at the proper congressional hearings in Washington , D . C .  _ _  

and support the Marlenee bill without reservation. � (htnk lOY · V-- V �  
Don Valiton 

Box 66 
Ovando ,  Montana 59854 
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P l e a s e  k e e p  my name on y o u r  Ga r r i so n - S p o k a n e  m a i l i ng l i s t . 

P l e a s e  c o r r e c t  my name/a d d r e s s : 

*TED DOH ERR , JR . 4Z1 NOVA WAY 
CHULA VISTA, 
cz,". { 

CA 9 2011  

S h o u l d  r e a d  a s  f o l lows ( p r i n t  c l e a r l y ) 

Name __ 

o rg a n i z a t i c  

� � .,.. � �  
TEO OOHERR .JR 324 NOVA WY CHULA VISTA CA 92011 

Add r e s s  ________ _ 

C i. t y ,  S t a t e ,  z i p  c o d e  ____ _ 

c=J P l e a s e  r e mo v e  my name f r om y o u r  m a i l i n g  l i s t .  

Thank y o u  f o r  s e n d i ng t h i s  s h e e t  bac k t o  u s . \Ie appr e c i a t e  y o u r  h e l p .  

--1\-\.�� v:.  -(0'-> N\C l<" 'L G' \ I'-' 'Z  t i 'L A"\) 0'<�v,. 00 Yo '-'; �  . :') 
"i=>iL 0a, C<  "-�"o,�-". . :r. ""\>,'Ll \ '1 u'<- �'L "....0U...,�i> '( t--,� "l;:;.S '\(,,<"- ·r"'()�'1.('.,.;... 
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United States Senate 

M r .  P e te r  Johnson , A dm i n i s t ra t o r  
Bonnevi l l e  Power Admi n i s trat i on 
Box 3 6 2  
P o r t l a n d ,  OrCtlOn 

Dei> r Mr . ;!ohrrS'on : 
./ -

9 17. 08 /' ( e-J�" 

l\p r i l 2 7 ,  ] 9 8 2  

I a m  e nc l o s i ng a copy o f  a re cent l e t ter I r e c e i ve d  
f r o m  M r .  & Mrs . Ra ymond .J e n se n ,  con s t i tuent.s j n  tho 

MAX BAUCUS Mor,\ana 

Washington, D C  20510 
(202) 224·2651 

Montana Tol l  Free No 
(1) 800-332·6106 �--?;�I_AL FILE_�<;J.".� 

No (;)ef. 1 2 5  MAY 3 9lZ 

'.::�-j AeI,,",n T&I:._" 
(J AN5 l NO UPLY 
8y Dill ... 

1 ___________ , 

Mi l l e r  Creck arcu , who huvc u number of CJ uc s tions con cern i n q  
BPA ' s  propo sed 5 0 0  kV trnns�i s s i nn l i ne s .  

I wou l d  appreci a te your rcsponci i n q  d i r(' c t l y  to the' 
Jensen ' s  and t o  me an� addre s s i n cl the spe c i f i c  <luo s t i on s  
rai sed i n  the i r  de t a i l ed l e t te r .  

A l s o ,  a s  we a re now i n  the mi d d l e  o f  the comme nt 
pe riod a s  part o f  the E n vi ronmc n t n l  Impuc-L S tn t. cment 
proces s ,  I wou l d  appre c i a te the J e n s e n ' s  J e t t e r  and your 
responses be i nq i nc l ud()c1 a s  pnrt o f  the o f f i c i a l  E J S  Record . 

Thank you for y ( ) U )  ils s i s t a n ce . 

W i t h  b e s t  persona l reqlJ: rds , I am 

S i nc c ro l y ,  

E n c l o s u re /Jr 

Committees 

EnVironment and 
PubliC Works 

Fmance 

JudiCiary 

Smail BUSiness 

Bi l l ings 
657-6790 

Bozeman 
586·6104 

Butte 
782-8700 

Great Falls 
761-1 574 

He!ena 
449-5480 

Missoula 
728-2043 
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United States Senate 
L - 111 ( - 3 -f., 'I 
L - W\ e - 3 � S  

MAX BAUCUS 
Montana 

Washington, 0 C 20510 
(202) 224-2651 

Montana Tol l  Free No 
(I) 800-Jl2-6106 

Mr . & Mrs . Raymond Jensen 
9 1 5 5  Mi l l e r  Creek Road 
Mi s soul a ,  MT 5 9 8 0 3  
Dear M r .  & Mrs . Jensen : 

Ap r i l  2 6 , 1 9 8 2  

Thank you f o r  your detailed c r i t ique o f  Bonnevi l le ' s  
propo s a l  to cons truct power l i ne s to the Mi l le r  Creek a re a .  

I am sendi ng a copy o f  your letter to Bonnev i l l e ' s  
headquarters and a s k i n g  that they respond spec i f i c a l ly t o  
e a c h  o f  the p o i n t s  y o u  mentioned i n  a letter t o  me . I have 
asked questions con c e r n i n g  some of the gene r a l  problems 
you me ntioned ( s uch as he a l th e f fe c t s )  i n  the pa s t ,  and 
am e n c l o s i ng a copy of a Cong re s s ion a l  Record S t a tement 
conta i n i n g  c o r re spondence that i nc l udes what l imited 
answers I have been able to get o n  these que s tion s to d a te . 

Also , I h a ve asked the Gen e r a l  Account ing O f f i c e  to 
conduct an o b j e c t i ve review of the cos t s  i n v o l ve d  in bury ing 
the power l in e s  as you sugge s t .  A s  soon a s  I rece i ve GAO ' s  
report , I w � l l  make i t  ava i lab le to eve ryone who e x p re s se s  
i n te re s t .  

Meanwh i le ,  as you know , negotia tion s continue between 
the S ta te o f  Montana and Bonnevi l le concerning the recent 
court deci s i on with regard to the Montana Ma j o r  Fac i l i t i e s  
S i ti n g  Act . I s t rongly support Montana s i t i n g , and I w i l l  
con ti n ue do ing a l l  that I c a n  to purs uade Bonnevi lle to 
cooperate wi th the S tate and w i th the s p i r i t  o f  the court 
deci s io n .  

Thank y o u  fo r t a k i ng the time t o  send m e  s u c h  a de t a i led 
review o f  the p roblems in your a re a . 

With best p e r s on a l  regards , I am 

S i h c e re ly ,  --:;; /) !i/l l-J�ccx�- ---
Enclosure / 
c c : Peter Johnson , Adm i n i s t ra to r  

Bonnevi l le Power Admi n i s tration 

Committees 

EnVironment and 
Pubhc Works 

FInance 

Judiciary 

5mal! BUSiness 

Bi l l ings 
657-6790 

Bozeman 
586-6104 

Butte 
782-8700 

Great Falls 
761-1574 

Helena 
449-5480 

Missoula 
728-2043 

CE/BPl-AE 

HOnora ble Max Bauous 
United states Senate 
l/DlIh 1 ncton , D . C .  20'510 

Dear s.rator !!auo..,., 

MAY 2 7 1982 

i- - ( I C - <,  -<.,;! 
L -r>1 C - 3 -<, <;" 

Th1, is to respond to your letter o( Apr11 27 , 198 2 .  enclom1na a letter frca 
Mr. and Mre. RaJllllnd J.n .. " or 1I1 11.r Creek ,  Hontana . '!h .. J.n""na a� 

etronsly di,.ati.fied witb tb. enY1ron .. ntal ly preferred �te ident i fied oy 
Bonney1ll. Power Ada1ni.trat1on (BPA) 1n it. Drart !hYiron8ental Dlpact 
StateMnt (!L$) on the Oerr1aon...spok ..... 500-k' Tranaa1ulon Project . 
As requested by you, we bay. rep11ed directly to the Jensen. '  letter. A copy 
of our ,..span". is enc lOSed . As noted 1n our letter, t"e lette .. froa the 
JerJeNl wUI b. tne luded in the o.-nt anely.1s Ind Nspon ... procedure, 
currently underway (or tb. Draft £IS. 

lie trWlt th.t OW' letter to tb. J ......... 1. rully ... ..pone1.,.. to their 
cone.rna . Should ,..,.. or they deal,.., "d<l1t1oral In(o .... tton. pl"'85e let ",. 
know. 

Enc !otn.lrtl 

:!111O.r.l y .  

(SGD) ?:f�;{ T ,  �0: 11'-i:)0N 
A�lci!'trw.tor 
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Raymond o .  and A l l ie Jensen 
9 1 5 5  M i l ler Creek Road 
Missoula MT 5 9 8 0 3  

No. iMt 
.�"l.rr.d To: 

Action Tak.n 

1 4 . 

D ANS. 0 "(' R!PlY 
Apr i l  9 ,  1 9 8 2  By Do .. 

To Whom I t  May Concern : 

SUBJECT : Garri son-SpOkane 5 0 0  kV Transmission Project- --Mi l ler 
Creek A l ternat ive 

I am writing in desperation ; your help is urgently needed . 

There is no reason to route the l ine through Mi ssou l a  at a l l , to 
begi n  wit� 

6PII- preUr 
The(route , a s  proposed, has impacts which must be � itigated . 
These are only a few: 

1 .  

2 .  

3 .  

4 .  

5 .  

Bald eagles inhabit and hunt the proposed route near my 
home ; power l ines are considered a hazard to eag l e s . 

The route crosses the Maloney Ranc h .  I ts presence there 
w i l l  only he lp to take more ag land out of production 
( could be a factor i n  forcing the entire ranch to subdivide ) . 
See map . 

The route crosses an area zoned for 2 2 0  dwe l l ings . This 
is horrendous enough i n  regard to potent i a l  he�th hazards , 
visual impacts and property devalu'ation ; however ,  i t  is 
a real heartbreaker to those of us who sweated blood for 
2 years to get the developers to plan a subdivis ion in 
keeping with good land use princ iple s .  Our battle to keep 
the subdivis ion large ly out of the val ley floor , in order 
to .preserve tolerable air qua l ity in the sma l l  air shed 
involved , w i l l  be lost when an ug ly powerl ine forces moving 
the lots back down i nto the val ley f loor , which had been 
set a side as a buffer zone . 

Property wi l l  be devalued by the powerline ' s  presence , with
out compen sation . See p .  5-8 , Dames and Moore Study in EiS 
( zerox enclosed) 

Research which showed adverse hea l th e f fects dea l t  with a 
di stance factor of up to 1000 f t .  We are extreme ly uncom
fortable about the proximity of the route to our homes . 

6 .  Let me try to explain the � f f icult posi tion in which BPA 
proposes to place M i l ler Creek residents : 

-We cannot , in good conscience , expose our fami l i e s  to what 
many authori t i e s  say is a hazard to hea l th .  

-We cannot , i n  the depressed rea l  estate market which exis ts , 
se l l  our homes and move . I f  we could expect a s a le at a l l ,  
i t  wou ld only be a t  great financi a l  los s ;  a loss which I ,  
for one , am not i n  a position to be able to susta i n . 

1'.2 .  
7 .  

8 .  

9 .  

L - m C - 3 - � S L � I Vl C � 3> - � y 
The route now being considered i s  in direct view of the Community 
of Lol o .  The a l ternative we propose is not .  

BPA ' s  route i s  i n  direct view � Rodeo Ranchettes subdivi sion . 

As proposed by BPA , the l i ne will be in direct view of the 
largest window in my home . 

1 0 .  Land i s  taken o f f  the tax rol l s .  

. .  � . 
1 1 . Montana State Sltlng �ls not belng fol lowed . 

� �  
These areA our preferred solutions : 

1 .  Compensation for off-site impacts . 

2 .  Undergrounding the l i ne where i t  impacts people , a s  pre
sen tly routed , wou ld be a compromise to consider . 

3 .  BETTER :  Moving the line south a s  indicated on Map l ,  over lay b .  
This route involves no add i t iona l impacts and reduces the 
impact� on Mi l ler Creek , Lolo and Rodeo Ranchettes . Th i s  
route required undergrounding . 

4 .  BEST : The No Action A l ternative-- -The E I S  makes a good case 
for this I ��I! ut..) 

In regard to costs of undergrounding : 

1 .  Costs are fairly d i stributed among the many who benefi t ,  
instead o f  me and my neighbor s ,  who rea l i ze no bene fits 
and w i l l  sustain a large f i nancial burden if undergrounding 
i s  not accomp l i shed . 

2 .  When spread across the rate paying base , the 8 m i l l ion (If BPA f.gures 
dol lars per m i le cost w i l l  never be noticed . .I re c#r,.ect) 

3 .  As to the matter - o f setting a precedent for required 
undergrounding in populated areas : It now seems highly 
unl ikely that additional power l ines wi l l  be bui l t ;  we 
point to the impend ing abandonment of 6 nuclear plants 
in the Northwest and postponement of Re source 8 9 .  I t  a l so 
seems l ike as good a time as we w i l l  see for a long time to 
develop this technology . 
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Add itiona lly , we fear BPA could agree to underground, build the 
line up to that poin t ,  then suddenly "di scover "  constraints against 
underground ing ; the n ,  of course , they would be " s tuck with" a pre
determined route . 

Thank you for your attention . We in Miller Creek w i l l  appreciate 
anything you can do to substan tia l ly help us as time gets shorter . 

Sincerely , 

Raymond O .  Jensen �f)lll<'--�� 
P rofS I DENT�i ller Creek Landowners 

cc : 
·
Hon . Mpx Baucus 
Hon . John Melcher 
Rep . Pat Wil l iams 
Mi s soula County Commissioners 
Peter Johnson 

t!1c-: MCI p-S ( l-) Z-LrtJ )( (,; 

A l l ie Jensen !Crk�-
Assoc . RESIDENT, Mi ller Creek 

P. J . :  7h4 I;� of ,'mpad'J (� ,'r1 nb /PO,! Ihf�n4� 
-r6 /J� ��mp/d�j it ;!. nat; �M ;5 it to p� {.((Idu-
�o�d tn-8t 'fJfd ,;,.p� ar� 1h(' (;t��f (dr Mitt) 
s"qnff'/�an f-oJt�J . 

L , /1 1  C 
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In natural settings, construction activities might im pact recreational land 
uses such as hunting, hiking, and. camping. This disruption would often be 
temporary, confined only to the construction period. As soon as the cables were 
Jaid and the corridor restored, recreation activities could usually resume. Hunters 
might find, however, that the construction work has disrupted animal habitats and 
that a longer time period is involved before the animals return and hunting can 
res ume. If the cables are laid underwater, most recreational use of the water body 
would be disrupted only in the general vicinity of the construction and only 
temporarily. All permanent accessory structures would be placed on land. 

The laying of an underground trans mission line could alter the physical 
cO'1figuration of land along the route. While overhead transmission line corridors 
are normally built on land for which the utility obtains only an easement, an 
underground transmission line corridor would often be located on land owned 
outright. This could require a change in land ownership. The purchase of this land 
could change the configuration of the parcels of land along the corridor. Occa
sionally the purchase of a narrow corridor of land for the R - O- W could result in 
awkward-Sized lots With diminished future use potential and reduced value. �_ {;ggltJOnauY the 1��?La��nt to _ab�ve_ grou�d str.Idf��mlght e!.�e r declines I n  property val ue. If the structure restricts the Viable uses of that land 

'1� �Ither through nOise, vlslbil�ty �r othe'-
Impacts. Generall;, h-;'�eve;:��c� 

II� t/tJ!� Im pacts could be mitigated. The technology IS available to control off-site sound 

r- M4�� I levels. Visual impacts can be reduced by landscapIng the site or acquIring a larger I'vr:..� than necessary site to buffer any impacts. ��I Publlc and Private Land Use Plans. A community's comprehenSive develop-

� ment plan is Its pubhcaUy reviewed and adopted master plan for future develop-

h J�y ment. A transmission hne route whICh obstructs the deSired development patterns 
� -v.' would conflict with the communit y's goals. Most commonly, the transmission �:- �JV.I" corridor is neither a positive nor a negative factor but rather a neutral one. 

�' � 
The utility corridor could also conflict with private development plans if the .... - I . corl:'idor cuts across a property which is planned for development. Development 

plans or (mor� likely) R-O-W's could be adjusted to avoid conflicts. It is 
conceivable, however, that the corridor could preclude a private developer'S 
project, which may or may not be seen as a negative impact by the community. 

5-8 
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For the NO ACTION alternative, power transmission losses would average 
about 56, 000 KW higher for the interconnec ted transmission system serving 
Or�gon , Washington , Idaho , and Montana than for the other alternatives. 
The cost of replacing this energy is likely to be at least two million 
dollars for BPA and WWP systems . Loss savings for Montana power system 
would be several times this amount. As energy costs increase 1n the 
future , the value of these losses would also increase. The losses would 
need to be made up by adding new generation (from coal, nuclear, or 
renewable sources such as solar , wind , hydro, geothermal, biomass , or 
similar sources of energy) or by reducing energy consumption ( see 
CONSE RVATION) • 

Under NO ACTION, the environmental impacts associated with development of 
this proposal would not occur or would at least be deferred if the 
project were to be built at another time. Since a new/expanded 260-270 
mile transmission line would not be developed , capital expenditures, 
materials (steel, aluminum, ceramics, and fuels ) ,  labor, and other 
resources (primarily forest productivity) would not be committed. Short
and long-term impacts associated with the line , the right-of-way, 
substation fac ilities, and access road system would not occur. 

SpeCifically, effects on land use , social, economic ,  and cultural values 
would not occur.  New transmission facilities would not be introduced 
near urban or residential land . Short-term construction disruption of 
land uses would not occur. Between 1 and 17 acres of agricultural land 
would not be permanently removed from produc tion ; between 2200 and 3300 
acres of forest land would not be converted to transmission line 
right-of-way . Between 1 and 20 acres of rangeland would not be removed 
from use. Visual intrusion and recreational conflicts would not occur. 
The appearance of the study area landscape would not be altered . No 
conflicts with historic or archeological resources would occur. Economic \ losses associated with long-term farm and forest productivity would not 
occur. No jobs would be created by the project, nor would local 
expenditures and induced economic activity from the project not occur. 

Potential disturbances of natural resources--geology , SOils, water 
resources , vegetation, and wildife--would be avoided . Vegetation 
remova l,  soil disturbance, erosion, and sedimentat ioo. from right-of-way 
and access road deve lopment would not occur.  Correspondingly, there 
would be no effect C<l wildlife or their habitats. 

ALTERNATIVES TO REINFORCE THE WASHINGTON WATER 
POWER COMPANY 'S TRANSMISSION SYSTE.M 

The WWP alternatives depend , to some degree , upon which BPA plan is 
selected. Alternatives 1 and � could be developed independently of BPA 
plans . Alternatives 2 and 3 wou ld require connection with proposed BPA 
fac ilities. 

II-22 
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1Ir . . ..... ...,.004 O. " ....... �55 ll1ll.r Onek Road 
1I1-a. II! �9801 
Dear 1Ir • .,..,. .... . " .... enl 

L - nfC - !- -· <':' '/  
L - II1( 3 c, <;  

f ...... ld.r ot April 9. 1982. oGDOVD1Dc � Garr1aOll�paIIaD. 500-k' !nDa-
_1aa. lro�.o' 11M b .. 11 ret ....... to .. tor re.pOll" . 'lbI 1.,," wUl .. 
1I1ol ..... 111 � 0_' �u .... ,...,..... proo •• ur .. CNlTUU7 .... � 
tar tIM drat, lIaY1r_enw.l liIpao' . .... 0' (ma). At'" tIM _, , .. 104 
..... (..., 28). all 0 ....... wUl lie ealJM • .,..,. nal ... W . All 0_. wUl 
..... d .... . tIIll n.pone. 111 � t1l1al III •• • obo.ul •• tor ._l.�aa. � tall • 

III � ...... u. •• 1 .0 .... ' to aoIaaowlaq. � u_, .,..,. ... _. ot 1fNZ 
__ .,..,. to a4dn •• "- .. �. III 1fNZ lUwr. 101J. DO. mae:rwo 
&I'MO ot JO-� 1aiaO'. II1Ucau.. tor 0I0IGh �o. U a44re0 .... 111 _ 
_ ot � 4rat, KIll .. II1Uca'la iMl104 .. 111 � . .PJ'OJOMl .... .. 
1I1U&at1aa. ..... v oCll1014vaUaa. IN, .. , Mop'''' lro_.4 111\S4i;.�- tor 
_��o probl_. tor iDa_., iMlliPe � .... at _retl.o� .... (_ 
.pooular) oOll4uotor .,..,. ot "'"" ___ W4 to .... "". � .aa."',. 
lI1uaa�aa. DO' 1I1ollaU4 IN, 0_1Mn4 .. . JOteDUal opUaa. 1I1ol104o 0I0IGh 
.oIIa1.-. .. beUoopwr o_vuou.. .. ...... lP'� • UIlo. Baa .. are "110, 1I1ol ...... tor bo1ih WobD1oal .... . oaoaa1o re .. CIIlO . 

lea. ot � oemo ...... 111 laoJZ area M:/ .. a4dn .... qu.1 , • •  1aplJ'1 Ioal. oacl •• 
111 � ana tor iDa_., be .... been 1ihoro\l&hl1 .tuM ••• an. � reaulta ot 
� .tud.7 MoVO be ... 00l1t1rM4 II¥ � J1ah .... WU41.1t. lorno., 1 ... U DO' 
.a.. ott 1iho """ role. be_. IPA a-rall7 aoqu.1n. an __ , nor 111M 
laD4. DO' oworohip ot U. OtIMr .... Uaaa DD beal1ih .... oat •• are .un .... 
• , lq1ih 111 � 11111 (,p. IY-17 � IY44) IUI4 111 � _10H4 McIkln. 
!he .ol"tl_ 1OIJ. .IICI •• ' tor 1110 umoul� .. wUl al.oo be 4UCNU04 111 � 
t1l1al III n.pcma •• • 1I101u41Dc � JOtoIlUal tor un4orp'OU114111& � 11M. . : � .. t1DI � oan'.rl1M . .... .. AoUaa. . W. appr.o1a. 10UZ ._. -' 

��" 

L - IY1 C  - 1- - " //  
L-rn c - 3 - c, S  

2 
,.,.., _.m our � po_Ual .tt.o_ ot 1ihU tr....a1N1aa. 11M p ... �.o' 
111 tIM 'f101D1V at ltNr baa. it 1ihU ro\I. ohoul. be .01 .. _4, we wUl waft wi ... _vlll re014&11_ .... proporv � alCIIII � •• 1.oW 00llT14or to 
II1111II1 .. .,..,. a1\S4i; •• �_ ot O_WO�CIIl .... opora�aa. ot � 
t;rana1.oo1C11 liDa. 

'1DOarelJ' • 

15�aed./ 
Goori. JaIa1.q. 
lro�oo' IDtomatlCID Ottiov 

bolowre 
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A. J. Klapwyk 
3004 Rattlesnake 
Missoula, HT 59802 

Garrison-Spokane 
Transmission Project 
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5750 Cochise D e 
Missoula , HT � � � � 
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Nr . Pe ter Johnson 
Adminis trator 
Bonnevi l le Power 

Admi n i s tr a t ion 
:os t Office Hox 3621 
Portland , Uregon 9 7 2 0 8  
Dear Mr . Johnson : 

Apri l  2 6 ,  1 9 8 2  " 

Th i s  i s  to confirm my t e lephone d i s c u s s io'n with you 
earl ier today . 

Utll'" 

I have not i fied Max- Peter s o n , Ch i e f  o f  the For e s t  S ervice 
of  my d i s s a t i s fac t ion w i t h  the Environmental Impact Statement 
for the rout ing of  your t r ansm i s s ion l ine from Garrison wes t  
unt i l  i t  leaves Montana . 

I wish to make the following points c l ear : 

1 .  The present draft o f  the Environmental Impact 
S t a t ement i s  unacceptable t o  me in s evera l areas and I b e l i eve 
mus t  be corrected if the l ine is  to be approved and cons truc t ed . 

2 .  The transQi s s ion l ine should b e  rerouted to avo id 
populat ion centers and be at least  one m i l e  from r e s idences .  

3 .  Aesthe t i c  values comparable to tho s e  required 
under the Pub l ic Lands Policy Management Act and the For e s t  
Management Ac t mus t  b e  adhered to under pub l i c  lands and a l s o  
be adhered to on any p r ivate lands that t h e  l ine might impact .  
Spec if ica l l y ,  I am drawing your a t t ent ion to high a e s th e t i c  
values concerning visable impact by pr ivat e  landowner s . 

4 .  Condemnat ion proc edures on priva t e  land should 
not be  threat ened by the Bonnev i l l e  Power Adminis trat ion and 
the construc t ion rout e  should avo i d  farmland unl e s s  agreement 
is received from the landowner 

253 RUSSELL. BIULDING 
CORNE.H OF 1 S T  8: C NE.  WASHI NGTON, D.C. 20510 (202) 224�2E44 
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Mr . Peter Johnson 
Page Two 
April 26 , 1982 

5. To avo id any of the above problems , Bonneville 
Power Administration should bury any port ion of the line 
necessary to alleviate those impac ts . 

6 .  As part of the Environmental Impact Sta tement 
before it ' s  completed, cons iderat ion should be given to rout ing 
the line from Garrison Southwes t on National Forest lands 
toward Sula in an at tempt to cross the Bitter Root Valley into 
Idaho , with the least amount of impact asthetically ( including 
visual) . 

Please be advised that I and my s taff will be pursuing all 
of the various al ternat ives that are available for the routing 
of this l ine but that the present routing and the draft 
Environmental Impac t Sta tement is definitely unsatisfactory . 
Your cons ideration will be appreciated but I must emphasize 
that we will be needing sufficient time over the next several 
months to examine o ther al ternatives . 

S ince the present draft Environmental Impact Statement is 
unsatisfactory to mys elf and other Montanans , I have advised 
the Forest Service that ending the line at Garrison and us ing 
the power elsewhere should be one of the al ternatives of the 
f inal Env ironmental Impact Statement . 

Kindest personal regards . 

p �  

CJVBPA-B 

Boaorahl. Jolm Melcher 
United Statee Senate 
IIub1DSton. D.C. 20510 

u. .. SeatoI' MelClbel': 

L- £l",;- 'I-(, (; 

MAY 2 7 1982 

'nIaDII: :rau tor :rau .. letter ot April 26. 1982 . ... t ..... 1nc to ou .. tel.pbaD. 
_ ... t1oD or tbat date. 

is JCIU maw, tile aa....1aon-SpololD. !In'1�ntal Dlpaot. Stata.nt (lIS) has 
b.a ... leaaed to .. pabUc ...-n"". JIIuo1DC t.be put t"" _"e , 1_ public 
_Unp be" _n bald 1n 1IDa�, IcilllIO. Uld Vuh1qton . to d1scUN this 
PI"OJeot. . c-te r-eo.1ftd .t the _ _  Unp Uld VI"1tten o_lIte sula1tted 
bJ 1IIte .... ted put1 .. td.ll be tuu,. _1d.1"ed and .... pcnded to 1n p ... pe .. 1nc 
tile" final IWI. JB tile _tiM . I abculd Un to ... spond lID ... d1NCtlJ to the 
_ upraaeoi 111 :rau .. letta ... 
!tie altel"DaU" routee ter th. JII'Opoeed trIuuiII1_10n Une .... l_ted -7 
rrc. P"'� h_ "hltat1oD to .. .aab ot th. lencth ot .. cb .ltemati"" 
route. 51_ DO rout. _ totall,. .ftI1d cl"O_1 ... .. 1" .. vall.Ja. lIDat ot wh1el1 
1Ie _ _  deD'W ot .... 1dellUal d ... los--nt, ... .. _ not � 

"
sbl. to d.tin • •  

_able altenaU" route vIWIb IOIIUld peas no oJ.o_ .. than 1 ml. tl'OII all 
... a1c1e11oe •• 

V1sual OCDC8rna ...... . p .. 1aary oana1d .... t1on 111 d ••• lop1Dc the slt.mat1 •• 
!"OUte.. A mabe .. ot teclm1qua.. IIUCb .. cIIIl"kan1ne t.,........ us1111 DOn ... l .... 
ccadUcto.... UlI1tinc cleII .. 1DI. and .djuaUnc tow .. a1t .. IIb_ poes1ble to 
""P the towel'S out ct tile 1MecI1ste .1"" ot .... 1deDt., .... beaD d •• eloped to 
II1Upta .1 .... 1 etract . ..  _ch u pou1ble. IIDderarcund1nc, which is 
taohD1callJ t ... 1bl. but ra .. lID ... ccetl,., 1e oona1del"ed but not pl"Opoaed 1n 
the dl"aft lIS .. a potenUal _... 1n ...... ot .. bootant1al esth.tic concel'll 
.aab .. th. 1.010/11111 ... CI'eH Uld Rattle_" . ..... a. 

III .ppms1nc and nep1st1ne ter I"1lht-ot_7 .cquia1tioll , Bonnenll. !'Owe .. 
ldII1l11at ... Uon (BPA) tollawa Depel"tMnt ot .luat1oe su1del1nes Uld the 
raqui..-nts ot Publ1c LD 91-6_6. llthculh BPA _".a eyery .ttol't to .?D1d 
oond_tion , ... ezpeot. that it will be _saary to ... aol't to the ooul'ta to .. 
• cquia1tion ot .,_ .. 1lbt-ot_J pel"Oels on • Pl'Oj.ot. ot th1a aagnitude . 
lltel"ll&U_ !"OUUDIS to .. thie pl'Ojeet we ... denloped to .?D1d tsnlland 1naora .. 
.. pou1bl • •  
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1 route ;IU.1na n ... Sula _ oonald • ....s u • po .. ll1l. 'N_ .. 1011 11M 
oOlTldo .. In t.b . ... 17 1,"0'.. Routina t ..... II1_1oD Une. tbroucll tlll4 ..... 
_ ._U.111 !lreoluded t.bl'oU&II .atebl1allMlat ot the 111 ...... ot 10 leturtl 
VU_",_ Area . 'the 1IaCr'Ude" CO .... ldo .. , 60CI t .. t .. ld. alona tile Wincl1D1 .-d 
t.bl'oU&II thu ..... , 1. DOt PNeentl7 '1Jabl. tot' • h1i1t1.'101tap t ... � .. l00 
U .. ao .... 1do .. _ to tile _I"CIUII mea. NqD1....s ad til. proob1l1J.tioa OIl 
-'IUl& oat.1de ot tbe col't"lc1o .. to plIooe • tN�"loII 11 ... on _eptabl. 
te .... ain. 

l'iDI.ll7, _action ot tile COlat .. lp 11_ to t.be BPi ad Montane \'100M .. o.pen1 
.,..t_ .t 0arM._, �. Will _ to lDt ..... t. t.be ea ... .,. t .. a Col.t .. ip 
lIIIit Ia. 3. IIbeIa UD1t Ia. II. _. CD Une iD 198'5. IleNe ..... , t.be 
Quo .. 1_-apokae �_iOB liM .... be .... 11.bl. to pl'O'l1de ... Uabl. 
iDta .... u.a ot tlt1a -ru to oor'Ie til. 1M04. ot lbataneaw ad ot tile Pac1tie 
IIIn'VnIInt ,...1H. 

va "'-, tilt. t.,.,...ttoa 11111 ... ltelphl ; pl_ let _ .... ow it _ _  be ot 
tlJl'Um- .. 1 ...... 

�17, 
(SGDl Prmt T. JOHNSON 
IeI1D1nNtor 

L-CD-;!.- I q ,  

'f<l�' 2 ,  1 9B2 

��r. CeoT!-:C' Eskr i d�(' 
BonnC'v i l l c  POh'CT Aorn i n i st rn t i on 
TransJTl i s s i on Coord i <lt  i ('ln O r n c ('  
P.O.  Ilox 4 32 7  
� l j  ssoul a ,  ,',kintann S9ROfl 

It'nr �lr. E s k r i d(�<.' : 

We understand t h:!t th<.� RonnC'\' i l l c Pm>'ef AdT" i n i st r;I t i on i s  
!1Topos i n g  t o  route the Ca r r i soll-Sp('Ikanc 500-kv 1 i nc d i rect l y  
ncr'0SS our prop(' rt�· out s i oe o f  Ch i l co , TJaho . 

Our ri rty (Sill acre, i ,  bordered on one s i de , (nnrt h - :<ollthl  hy 
one or tllC', RflA 1 i nes :md i r another 011(' i s  )lut i n ,  (runn i n1-' 
c3St -h'cSt ) t hrnll�',h t he tl i r('�.:t m i Jd l t' ,  h(' fec1 t h i s  h': 1 1  
tota l l y  dC'Ta l u:lte the n'sn ] e  va l ul' o r  our Dropert y .  ll'c 
purch.1s('d t h i s  propert)' rOT" i nn,'strncnt/ n,'s;: l1 e .  (\Ir h i ggcst 
detefr.'ellt , i n t he n t t cTo'pts wc h[l\'e f'1cHk to s c l l tllc pro:)crty,  
has hccll t he ex i st i n g  BPA 1 i llt'. NOt\ !\' i t h t i le  new (rfo!"oscd) 
1 i nc 11(' 011(.' i s  cvcn ,\'I I I  i n�!, t o  look a t  t he !"rOjleft\· ! Our 
r(,<1 1 (':-:.t :11 e .1gent c" cn o C rcrcd to ,!! i ve i t  hilCk to l I S ! ! 

I�;c ha\'c t ile propert)'  :-:p1 i t  i n t o  sect i ons :lccorJ i n g  to Jlie 
p l :lllll i ll!! : 111(1 ;:oll i n�' cnf"l"" i ss i o n .  Rut !vho ,,'ould ,,'<lnt to 
pun ll:1Sl' 0;le of 0u r n i u,' r i ve acre !" :Jrt i : , l s  i f  Olle or the 
BJ\' I i lll'S nms : 1C) '0�" t he i r  hnck l <.ll.<;n and another ""' i l 1  
soon he cnn i n�l t l , l'ou, .. 11 t he i r  l i v i ng ronw. 

1\'(, : : rl' ,  : I t  t h i s  t i ml' , of f" i c i il i l y  n,'uu('s1 i ll1! th; l {  o ur 
pro!l(" 't>' h e  apnr:' i sed h('f(lre yotn' surn'Y('lrs corne t h l'Oli�'h .  

!\s h i t h  \:;lxv i J 1 c ,  h e  stJ!..'��est / reuuest t ha t  t he 1 i n C' he 
lrod ; r i l'd so that i t  'I�: l \ '  avo i d  a l l  !n i \'<1 t c  l nn d .  

cc . .  J a y  �,lrllTOt t c  

Vcry t r u l y  ),Ollrs , 

1 ,/  ...., / - , ' , -c..;.i' v 'I , + ,-::":",1.- L-
r:c:rii1iB.-Fr"nK ---·�- ·""'---· -·---· 
I :n�nk Brother ' s  P i n i n\! Pnrtnershi n  
3308 �orth S i xt h  St . ' 
Coeuf J ' ,\lcnc, IJ"ho 838 1 4  
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Bonneville Power Administration 

Dear S ir s  

I recently discussed with Mr .  

L-MS-l- ' ''I �  

7110 Siesta Dr .  
Missoula, Mt . 59802 

May 4 , 1982 

the feasability of 

an alternate route for your power lines being run sout h . of 
.. 

Alberton 

crossing Petty Creek. and crossing 190 highway approximately 

miles west of alberton and 500 yds . south of the East bound rest 

stop. I ?elieve that the route would cross litt le , if any, 

pr�vate property and would have lesser amount of visability than 

any other route through that area. 

If there was a slight amount of added cost, I personally think 

that it would be justified in the savings of legal batt les alon e ,  

as w e l l  as t h e  possibile speed in acquiring t h e  route . 

si

/

nZ;i 1;le�1!' Fred Mello 

L-OM-I- I'l3  
L. - O",,- I-/'l&j 

A i ,ri l 2 1 ,  19b2 

�r . G e orge K s k r idge 
Pr o j e c t s  Info rm�i t i on Off i c e r  
BPA Tralls C1 i s s i on C oord in" L un Off i c e  
P . O .  B o x  4J27 .issou la,  MT �9Bo6 
Dear Mr. E s k r i d g e : 

We a r e  t o ta l l y OPPOb2d to t h e  n G r t � : cl r n  r o u t e  t e c a u s t  t h e  

n o r t h orn rou l e  w i l l  c ams b� c J ;  ::...c r0:..5S L!"-. b :'; 0 1 :1  C r o e h  Va l l ey 

wh i ch c ons i s ts of mos tly p r i v a t e  land . We f e e l  th �  power 

line s!1 ould be k e p t  on Feder ... l and S ta te Land as  fflJ.cr, a s  p o s s i b l. e . 

The c omrnuni ty o f" G o l d  C r e e k  w i l l  be l i v i ng w� t� ttle now proposed 

subs ta t i on and a l l  i ts i l l  e f ! 8c t s ,  i � c r e d s ed tra l"[ i c ,  roaa 

ma i n ten.J n c e  d!'d t h 8  po;,.. e r  l l rle i tf;, e � f ,  c O;�li r;p: an,� ;:rO : �lP. . W i L h c�}. t 
havi!'1f, to ;...u t  up wi th t t-. E:.: l. : n e  c r u .3 s i �;,g t h e  v a l l t:: y a ''',a ':''n c i Gh t 

at 0 Q l a  C r e e K .  

We ha-lt; a l s o  b e e n  u i s 3 u p o l L t ,?o w i th BPA r e pr e s e r l :a t ;, \I '_ s  atJ.d 

t h e i r  a t t.i t:;, G e  th s. t i t  d o e s J� ' L  1:lcl t L e r  whH t o:..zr' o pi n i un�:; a , 'e 

t=-la L BPA 1 :::; g o i ng to d o  i t  t r : e l l' wdy one .,.,ny vr 3.r� v Lher . 

We dt) not f ''': 8 1  BPA is b e i ng f1 0 n e :� � in th e i r  d ea � .l ; lgs w i :"H t �! .. : 

p u L l l c .  

S��c�re 1y . � 
",, '-f L  (" ' jt,' ( (, I '  (, a d,' 
(;. , .' " ' .  ?, ,' /i· < ,'. , j." . k.. 

v uh n  A .  Hol18 1 Iba :! J.;.  
Caro l e  k .  Ho l l � n b a c �  
J:l o x  2) 
GolJ l;r" c e k .  �"1 � :)7 J 3  
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d\ :sc..�ClV"(f I 'POSI1,\)<, Ion eYY'lI S� IO� S ,  e.lec.:l:r.c. shockJ 
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SYV\oJ '  �\� must (x +hroufl� �amlneo£ . 
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�'P0sed PouJt.v- LIne s lAJ\ \\ C�vs� Sevey� heaiJJ, 
'P .... oblems . tJD one. KYlOIJJ� houJ 8Yea.:t -rhe.s� 
d..a.'V\(fYS Q. ... e. .  We. itQ. people who w "  I II V f... 

p ,  T\"e 5�a.d1ows of thes-L -h-CAJ'r\.CYn\ss,ol) L f  neJ 

ha.ve.. -the. 'f\r +0 (\"lOv-.! 
o..H'_ bu dt. 

f:xG� these � 

C\ea..v-' J I W �  Y\ eed mo r-e. v€.5e.arc.A. Co n c e y n  1 )"13 
*\"12,92. ��IQ-ms . � �a.\)� GeeY\ cOt'\ttntJ o.. LI� 
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l Q.c\( of' c O'l1ce .... '" -Po .... -t� W I ll (){' +he 'fkop/c, 
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neoJ..t� . <) s-\-YoY\� ('1 S V�Jest tho....-t: thes<2.... 
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lines bQ. I n  stalled u l')deY' �you "'cl 
?,vulj-ed o..veo..s . 

n�Y 

To &.0 L� 0"" -to �pu.-t Less I S  n oT C / UI / 'Zc4 

CJ.a �tI.) �ck1� 
GraMt Cvee!: 

m I ssov(t\ CoUI"I� I tY/OrJtltlltl 
C \ .. (k �.\c. VCl\\oJ �ro:chllt�K rV\er.ds <!If -th. R .. \:\-\e�" ... \c,-

Mr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P .  O. Box 4327 
Mi ssou l a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge : 

L-MS- l - I 'l '  

Thi s letter i s  i n  response t o  the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garrison-Spokane 500 kv transmi ss ion l i ne.  Please i ncl ude it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement with your fi ndings that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unacceptabl e because it woul d traverse a densely 
settled resi dential  area ; be cl ose to over 40 residences ;  create noi se 
pol l ution ; have a devastating v i sual impact both on the surrounding residences 
and on the val ley as  a gateway to the Rattlesnake Wi l derness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conjunction wi th the exi sting l i nes ;  woul d  cause d i sruption during construc
t i on ;  woul d  be vi s i bl e  to l arge numbers of peop l e ;  and could not poss ibl y  
serve a s  a corri dor for addi ti o n a  1 powerl i nes . I further agree w i t h  your 
fi ndi ngs that a route through the National Recreation Area is unacceptable 
because construction would  endanger the mun i c i pal water supply ; the l i ne 
would destroy the recreational val ue of a heav i l y  used are a ;  the l i ne woul d  
greatly dimi n i sh the value of the nearby Wi l derness area ; a n d  i t  woul d  
d i s turb w i l dl i fe . 

I want to record my strong protest regard i ng the fact that the BPA fai led to 
note the vi sua 1 impact of a l i ne through the ex i sti ng corri dor on the entire 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much ava i l able 
research regardi ng the recreational use , the wi l dl ife , pl antl ife ,  and ecol ogy 
of the NRA; fai l ed to expl ore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aeria l  
f ire suppress i on ; fai led t o  give proper and sufficient weight t o  the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on bi g game wi nter range . on water qua 1 i ty .  and on 
high user intens i ty ;  and fai led to consider suffi ciently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subdi v is ions .  

Thank you for your consideration . 

Si ncerely . 

th1N/-a{ ;//{ �c/ 
Name : f7 � 4 -'/ I /J _ .// 
Address :  :) .PJcJ -7:)t 'C71l 1/10/ 7�q �J.!/lct:u :7?!t /' I' \ ' S'7i"cP';:< 
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May 6 ,  1982 

William A .  Vaughan 
Assistant Secretary for Environmental 

Protection, Safety & Emergency Preparedness 
Bonneville I>ower Administrat ion 
U .  S .  Department of Energy 
Washington, D . C .  20245 

Dear Mr . Vaughan : 

t_ -/r7 � � .  / '1 1  

-�-

�J 
-� 

ft- /� 

This letter constitutues BN Timberland s '  Inc . (BNTI) response to the Bonne
ville Power Administration' 5 proposed Garrison-Spokane 500 kV Transmission 
Project as presented in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DElS) . 
BNTI manages over 2 2 , 000 acres in Powell County , Montana , and over 1 7 7 , 000 
acres in Missoula County, Montana . Each of the three proposed routes cross 
portions of Burlington Northern land within these counties , and consequently 
whichever al ternative is selected , it will have a direct impact on our 
timber management operations . 

Therefore, we cannot endorse any of the proposed routes without the BPA 
first addressing our management concerns . These are listed below . 

A. Reduction of the Resource Land Base 

Only cursory treatment is given to the fact that resource lands will be 
indefinitely taken out of production, resulting in the loss of future crop 
rotat io'ns . The text should analyze the resource trade-offs of this decision 
in light of national needs for t imber and other resources .  We suggest that 
the ultimate decision be made only after close examination of available 
factual information on resource trade-offs . 

Compensation to the forest landowner as a result of reducing the resource 
land base is also inadequately discussed in the OEI S .  Payment should be 
based on both loss of existing timber and loss of use of the land for future 
timber management .  

B .  Corridor Expansion 

The DEIS does not clearly display the projected maximum amount of private 
land to be taken out of production if the corridor is expanded . Although one 
of the evaluation criteria is lithe ability of each plan to absorb a parallel 

William A. Vaughan 
May 6 ,  1982 
Page two 

i '  / I 'l l  

l ine within the corridor, 1 1  no specific o r  general projections are made 
regarding implementing this criteria. 

BPA 1 S indistinct statement that there is a "possibility of further cor
ridor development II is inappropriate . Resource land managers need more 
assurance than that to properly manage resource lands on a long term basis . 
Our company f inds it difficult to justify heavy capital investments ,  in 
reforestation or other long term forest practices when it is unknown if we 
will be able to harvest and recover our investment due t.o future restrictive 
land use change s .  

C .  Roads 

It is essential that BPA thoroughly coordinate its road standards and 
access plans with private resource managers prior to construct ing or upgrading 
roads on private lands . The DEIS nee�s to st rengthen its position on coordina
tion so resource management options are not unreasonably impeded . 

The following suggestions are specific to the OEIS and its associated docu
ment s  and fall under one of the main concerns we have expressed above . 

�eduction of the Resource Lapd Base (A) 

Summary pag� 11 and DElS page II-3 : 

1) The cost of undergrounding the line on private resource land s ,  to 
mitigate resource trade-of f s ,  should be thoroughly evaluated and 
clearly presented in the OEIS .  

DElS page II-6: 

2) The clearing operation to remove trees off of private lands needs to 
be coordinated with the private resource managers . 

DElS page II-ll : 

3) BPA should work with landowners and land managers to develop appro
priate mitigat ion measures for affected timberlands . (Add the word 
"timberlands" to the first sentence , second paragraph . )  

DElS page II-1 3 :  

4 )  A statement is needed here t o  make it clear that feathering of the 
right-of-way is consistent with the objectives of the affected land
owne r .  Excessive feathering in all cases should be avoided . 

DElS page II-14 & II-31 : 

5) The text does not adequately consider the use of longer line spans and 
helicopter construction to reduce proposed standards for access roads . 
These mitigating measures need to be fully evaluated on private resource 
lands along with those areas addressed in the text . 
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Page three 

DEIS page IV-3: 

L /i i S .) 1 "1 ')  

6 )  In this section, the BPA should be more flexible and state that 
intensive forest management practices, consistent with the right-of
way, will be allowed to continue . For example , trees of a certain 
height limit can be grown to produce such products as stakes, posts , 
and poles without line interference.  

DEIS page IV-12 & Appendix D pages 4-9: 

7) The term "in principle , "  in regard to the statement on land acquisi
tion and purchasing, needs clarification. As such, the statement 
does not present a firm commitment on BPA ' s  part to fully compensate 
the landowner .  The text should also fully explain the appraisal 
process BPA will use to determine compensation. 

Corridor Expansion (B) 

Summary page 12 and DEIS page 1-1: 

1) The text states that parallel line location is needed for future trans
mission facilitie s .  However, there is no discussion as to how this 
will occur, what the projected energy demands are in the future, how 
much land will be needed for additional right-of-way , and what other 
impacts expansion will have on private land. All of these issues 
should be analyzed more thoroughly . 

Appendix A, Attachment 4 :  

2) Forest management should be added t o  the list o f  land u s e  related con
straints which detract from the decision to further develop the cor
ridor right-of-way . 

Roads (C) 

. Summary - Attachment C pages 1-2 & DEIS pages II-5&6: 

Within these sections , the text should provide a specific road access 
plan to display the proposed locat ion of tower site s ,  road systems, 
and turnouts.  BPA should also add a sect ion on its intent to coordinate 
the road plan with the landowner . 

In conclusion, we believe the DEIS has not adequately discussed the impacts this 
project will have on BNTI . According to the National Environmental Policy Act, 
Section 1502 . 1 ,  the EIS, 

" • . •  shall provide full and fair discussion of significant environ
mental impacts and shall inform • • •  the public of reasonable 
alternatives which would avoid or minimize adver"se impacts • • .  " 

In order to comply �ith these requir�ment s ,  we believe the BPA should more fully 
analyze our expressed concerns and clearly portray these findings in the EIS . 

William A. Vaughan 
May 6, 1982 
Page four 

We appreciate this opportunity to comment . Should you have any questions or 
comments on the points we have raised, do not hesitate to contact us.  

U:� �.�k 
Donald M. Nettlet 
Assistant Vice President 
Timberlands 

JAll /mc 

cc : George Eskridge (BPA) 
Donald Munro (BPA) 

I"" 
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�onne v i l l e  Power Administra t ion 
,lOX 4327 
I" i ssoul " , I" ontana 59806 
Dear "i rs : 

L-OM- J- ,Q8  

Id a y  9,  1982 

In your latest E . I . :; . 3U1'1I'1Ary for the l,a rr i son - upokane 
500 KV Pro,1 e c t  of ;,;arch 1982 , the 'l'a ft route i s  now the 
nreferred V!Ay t o  go . �t d oe s  not cross the HeservA t i on 
so what is tha ,1 u s t i f i ca t ion for the tJ .P . A  to be build ing 
the l i ne? 

If the £overnment d o e s  bu ild the l ine , why d oe s  not the 
� .P . A .  come voluntarily und e r  the I.,ontana " B c i i i t i e s  and 
;oit ing Act? The requirements of tnat Act a re not unrea son-
a bl e .  If you want t o  b e  d O ing vrhat private industry shoula 
De a O ing , you should cone und e r  the same rul e s .  

The count ies A re entitled t o  payment i n  l ieu o f  taxe s .  
Eastern !' ,ont?na is torn up t o  Cet the coa l  t o  fuel the 
[enera t ors out, the minine compenies have to pa y subst a nt i A l  
tAxes 10 0  support the l oc e l  governl:lent s .  l f  western h,ontana 
i s  corn up for the giant transmission l i n e s  t.o send povT"r t o 
the ,jta te of ,ia sh. i ngt on . tnere is very l it t l e  benet'it t o  
/;,ontana . 'l'he c ount i e s  thF, t a re crossea oy t h i s  l i ne snonla 
,,;e t  tne full amount thAt 10exes on A s i'Ol l a r  !.rive te 1OrAnSrI i s s i oll 
l i ne would brin<; . 

v e ry trul�r yours , 

' 1  -,  ' 1  " \ ' ., l':' 
J osenh D. Peters 
Houte 1 ,  "OX 76", 
Cha r l o ,  "lontenA 59f.24 

, �  7L � Pp<I! �� � � � -Y '?:-7 � �� 
.::" 

./ �/ l L-HN ' I- I q� " }.. 

l LAA ���t �C ME �GN-B.P.-k.PO\JE�� 
� �here has been no final deci sion on routing the power li ne s !  � � � ��nes coul� sti l l F,O through the Prenchtown , 6 Mi le .  and 9 r i le � � 

- -, " Valleys unle�E we residents speak out l Y our c omments c ould have an � impaci. � se lec tinr: the route . ,., 
/ A l l  c omments m u s t  he rec e i ved b y  /!.ay 28 , 1982 , ) � 

� ai l  c omments t o :  G eorr,e Eskridge 

� � 

, "or 

B onnevi l l", l'ower Admini stration • ' 
'I' ransmission C oordinat i on Office ' 

Ussoula , MT 59806 � 
J .  0 ,  B ox 4)27 

1 thc power lines could b e l  

175 foot towers are equal to .a 19  story bui lding . � � 
be If to � towers per IT.t le . J 1 1.0 in depth otudies have been done on hUl!'ans . 

, 1 
- l'rivate property devaluation. � 

not pay property i � 
"--� � �  

0," i�Ni':RGY l. CRRIDOn - Addi t i onal pOVier line s could � � � -C;  
n .. ! A:!'i'S on do:nc s t i c  anima 1 � and wi Idli f� . 'ioJ ,  � ,  

call . Jan Rappe 626 - 5661 S .  H.:Jgcr �, 
or Don Lat han: 

9 �ti l e  Road , Box 1 qs 7 626-�304 Huson , 'IT SQ840 � 
'/alley" 1 reservati on l, ounc i 1' -.--:.J 



� ...... 
� 

, r�� �" SQ .,....w c:Y4 /'l""f'1/ '/P " 

t ?��:;r:; :�7�;:::3 � 1:& �- a;� �#<-�M�-�j  
I� )k./,n� ��, � �u7 �· " 
:� � �  �6-/�� �  � 

. . 

� 'f� �� � . �  t'- � x, � ctn.".,;",; � �/*� 
� � �+-�� � ��. J �,, � �� � � �  

� � � 7 en--u,,,,, r �/ 
. { 
� 

vaUr/d. thL � �; � �� �� �4# U �g 
�� rv ��. 

1 �� ��� .I � �  . 
�� .(l � .J. �� � � c4 .,t...; ����4J;;.k7\S  
��;::--�Mo7 b%; 4 � ���� �U�� · tUl --:� 
� �  �� � - �  
L ":"'I. �.> t:;� c4;- � � 'p--, v--·-- tl i � �!( � � ,{ 

Mr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P .  O .  Box 4327 
Mi ssoul a . MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge ; 

L-MS-l- .:/ 0 0  

Thi s  letter i s  i n  response to the  Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garri son-Spokane 500 kv transmi ss ion l ine .  Please include it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement with your findings that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unacceptable because it would traverse a densely 
settled res i dential  are a ;  be cl ose to over 40 residence s ;  create noi se 
pol l ut i on ; have a devastating vi sual impact both on the surroundi ng resi dences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattlesnake Wi l derness Area , especia l ly  
i n  conjunction with  the  exi sting l i nes ; woul d  cause d i sruption during construc
t i on ;  would be v i s i ble to l arge numbers of peopl e ;  and could not pos s i bl y  
serve as a corridor for add i t i onal powerl i nes . I further agree w i t h  your 
finding s  that a route through the Nati onal Recreation Area i s  unacceptable 
because construction woul d  endanger the mun i ci pal water supply;  the l i ne 
would destroy the recreati onal value of a heav i l y  used area;  the l i ne would  
greatly d imi n i s h  the val ue of the  nearby Wi lderness area ; and  i t  would  
d i s turb wi ld l  i fe .  

I want to record my strong protest regarding the  fact that the  BPA fai led to  
note the  v i  sua 1 impact of a l i ne through the  ex  i st i ng corridor on the  enti re  
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of  much ava i l able 
research regardi ng the recreati onal use , the wi l d l i fe ,  pl antl i fe ,  and ecol ogy 
of the NRA; fai l ed to explore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA On aerial  
f i re suppress i on ; fai led to give proper and suff i Cient weight to the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on bi g game wi nter range, on water qual i ty ,  and on 
high user intens i ty ;  and fai l ed to consider suff i ciently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subd i v i s i ons .  

Thank you  for your consideration . 

Sincerel y,  

: 1cL1'�J btu �_ 
Name : J 
Address :  
6310 Woods Road 
Missoula, MT 59802 
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9 Mile Road Huson . MT 59846 

Hr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P. O .  Box 4327 
Hi ssou l a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge : 

L-MS-l- « O �  

Thi s l etter i s  in  response t o  the Draft Envi ronmental Impact S,tatement 
on the Garrison-Spokane 500 kv transmi ss ion l ine. Please i ncl ude it i n  
the record • 

I want to express my strong agreement wi th your findings that 'a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unacceptable because it woul d  tra.erse a densely 
settled res idential  area ; be cl ose to over 40 resi dences;  create noi se 
pol l ution;  have a devastating v i sual impact both on the surroundi ng res idences 
and on the val ley as a gateway to the Rattlesnake Wi lderness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conjunction w i t h  the exi sting l i nes ;  wou l d  cause d i sruption during construc
tion; wou l d  be v i s i ble to large numbers of people ;  and could not poss i bly 
serve as a corridor for add i t i onal powerl i nes .  I further agree with  your 
findings that a route through the National Recreation Area i s  unacceptable 
because construction wou l d  endanger the muni c i pal water supply;  the l i ne 
woul d  destroy the recreational val ue of a heavi l y  used area ; the I i ne woul d  
greatl y  d imi n i sh the val ue of the nearby Wi l derness area ; and i t  woul d  
d i sturb wi l d l i fe .  

I want to  record my strong protest regardi ng the fact that the BPA fai l ed to  
note the v i sual impact of a l ine through the exi st ing corridor on the entire 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much ava i l able 
research regardi ng the recreati onal use , the wi ld l ife , pl antl i fe ,  and ecol ogy 
of the NRA; fai l ed to explore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aeria l  
f i re suppressi on ;  fai l ed t o  give proper a n d  sufficient weight t o  the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on bi g game wi nter range , on water qua I i  ty , and on 
high user intensi ty ;  and fai l ed to consider suffi ciently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subd i v i s i ons .  

Thank you for your considerati on ,  

Si ncerely,  1 ,>"  \ 
.; '- .�oI-' 

r - ( � \  t .) 
I " ,  i r 

Name : 
Address :  l. \ ! I " , 

1 '/' \ )  .,. ' , �! \ -:: 
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Mr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P. O. Box 4327 
Mi ssoula . MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge : 

L-MS-l- .1. 03 

Thi s letter i s  i n  response to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garrison-Spokane 500 kv transm i s s i on l i ne.  Please i ncl ude i t  i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement with your find i ngs  that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unacceptabl e because it woul d  traverse a densely 
settled res identia l  area;  be cl ose to over 40 residences ; create noi se 
pol l ution ;  have a devastating v i sual impact both on the surroundi ng residences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattlesnake Wi l derness Area . especial l y  
i n  conjunction with the exi sting l i nes ; woul d  cause d i sruption during construc
t i on ;  woul d  be vi s i bl e  to l arge numbers of peopl e ;  and could not possibly  
serve as a cor-ridor for addi t i ona 1 powerl i nes . I further agree with  your 
findings that a route through the National Recreat i on Area is unacceptable 
because construction would endanger the munici pal water supply ;  the l i ne 
would destroy the recreational val ue of a heav i l y  used area ; the l i ne woul d  
greatly d imi n i sh the val ue of t h e  nearby Wilderness area ; and i t  would 
di sturb wi ld l i fe .  

I want to record my strong protest regardi ng the fact that  the  BPA fai1ed to  
note the vi sual impact of a l ine through the  existing  corridor on the  entire 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much ava i l able 
research regarding  the recreati onal use . the wi ldl i fe .  plant l i fe .  and ecol ogy 
of the NRA; fai l ed to explore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aerial  
f i re suppression;  fai led to give proper and sufficient  weight to the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on big game winter range . on water qual ity .  and on 
high user i ntens i ty ;  and fai l ed to consider suffi ciently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subd i vi sions .  

Thank you for your consideration .  

S incerely ,  

\t,_,�, _ _  -:; \:.. \, L . ,,_ , _  .... 
Name : II .·. 
Address :  " 

- t-.i. d,,_ , ," . •  
_" J ' . � . _. 

10\\ " r r. ,  ' " , ( �, 

., 
United States Department of the Interior 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
222 North 32nd Street 

P . O .  Box 30157 
B i l l i ngs , Montana 59107 

{. - s R. - / -- 'i 
IN REPLY REFF.R TO: 

M 45329 (911) 

MAY I ! \�8� 

Mr . George Eskridge 
Proj ect Information Officer 
BPA-Transmi ssion Coordination Office 
P . O .  Box 4327  
Missoula, Montana 59806 

'\ 
Dear Mt: ... �e :  

I have attached a letter from Ms . Laura L .  Palmer containing comments on 
the "Garrison-Spokane 500-kV Transmission Project. II I trust you will get it 
to the team for consideration. 

Thanks. 

Attached 
Palmer let ter 

Sincerely yours, 

.( (, ( -/ '/ 1 ( C( '-...l-' \� ' l ,  '/ " 

Neil F. Morek , Chief 
Energy Rights-Q£-Way 

i.. C 
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llt.I.[issoula. 
Rura.l Fire District 

L-MS-6"-.:I 0 S BUS. PH. 549-6172 

2521 SOUTH AVENUE WEST MISSOULA, MONTANA 59801 

M a y  1 0 ,  1 9 8 2  

G e o r g e  E s k r i d g e  
P r o j e c t s  I n f o r m a t i o n  O f f i c e r  
B o n n e v i l l e P ow e r  A d m i n i s t r a t i o n  
P .  O .  B o x  � 3 2 7  
M i s s o u l a , M o n t a na 5 9 8 0 h  
D e a r M r .  E S k r i d g e : 

T h e  M i s s o u l a  R u r a l  F i r e D i s t r i c t  h a s  r e v i e w e d  t h e D r a f t  
E n v i r o n m e n t a l I m p a c t  S t a t e me n t  f o r  t h e  r, a r r i s o n - � po k a n e  T r a n s m i s s i o n .  

S i n c e  t h e t h r e e  03 1  t e r n a t e  r o u t e s  a l l  p a s s  t h r o u o h  p o r t i o n s  o f  
t h e F i r e D i s t r i c t ,  w e  h a v e d e t e r m i n e d  t h a t  t h i s  r r o .l e c t  w i  1 1 h a ve a 
s i g n i f i c a n t  i mp a c t  o n  t h e  F i r e D i s t r i c t  d u e  t o :  

1 .  T h e  n ew a c c e s s  ro a d s  c r e a t e d  b y  t h i s  p r o j e c t . 

2 .  T h e  u n a u t h o r i z e d  U S e  o f t h e i'l c c e s s  r o a d s  by mo t o r c y c l  i s t s  
a n d  o t h e r s . 

3 .  T h e  i n t r o d u c t i o n  o f  wo r k m e n  a n d  c o n s t r u c t i o n  a c t i v i t i e s 
i n t o i n a c c e s s i b l e  a r e a s . 

T h e s e  a c t i v i t i e s  w i l l  c r e a t e  a n  a d d i t i o n a l b u r d e n  on t h e F i r e 
D i s t r i c t  f o r e m e r g e n c y  me d i c a l . r e s c u e a n d  e x t r i c a t i o n a c t i v i t i e s .  
P r e s e n t l y ,  t h e  t w o  s t a t i o n s  s e r v i n g t h e a r e a s  c r o s s e d  b y  t h e  
a l t e r n � t i y e s  a r e  n o t  e � u i p p e d  w i t h f o u r - w p e e l � r i v e r e s c u e  a o p � r a t u s . 

We f e e l t h a t  t h i s  p r o j e c t  w i l l  n e c e s s i t a t e t h e  p u r c h a s e  o f  
s u c h  a p p a r a t u s a n d  w i l l  r e q u i r e t h a t  t h e  i m oa c t  o f  s u c h  a p u r c h a s e  
b e  m i t i g a t e d  b y  t h e B o n n e v i l I e  P ow e r  A d m i n i s t r a t i o n .  

B II S : 1 c d  

S i n c e r e l v .  �((J. H/1c/ t -v'L. /  Dc�L C::.." 
B r u c e  S u e n r a m .  F i r e C h i e f 
M i s s o u l a  R u r a l  F i r e D i s t r i c t  

NPSEN-PL-E R 

Mr . George Eskr idge 

DEPARTMENT OF. THE ARMY SEATTLE DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
P.O. BOX C.37!5!5 

SEATTLE. WASHINGTON GS12" 

Bonneville Power Administration 
Transmission Coordination Office 
Post Office Box 4327 
Missoula , Montana 59806 

Dear Mr . Eskr idge : 

L-OW�S"- �O" 

1 I :.i : ; j � ?  

W e  have reviewed the draft envirorunental impact s tatement for the Garr i50n
Spokane SOO-kV Transmission Project with respect to the U . S .  Army Corps of 

Eng ineers' areas of responsibili�y for flood control, navigation, hydropower , 
and regulatory functions . We have no conunents . 

Thank you for the oppor tunity to review th is statemen t .  

Sincerely I 

� � �W. PlOUDRE. I'.E. 
IIsst Cblol, Ei1eIneeltng IlMSIQ� 
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L-EW-G"- ;)07 

United States Department of the Interior 
OFFICE OF SURFACE MINING 

Reclamation and Enforcement 
BROOKS TOWERS 

1020 1STH STREET 
DENVER. COLOR,\DO 80202 

May 7 .  1982 

Mr . George Eskridge 
Bonneville Power Administration 
Transmission Coordination Office 
P . O ,  Box 4327 
Missoula , Montana 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge: 

The Office of Surface Mining (OSM) Western Technical Center (WIC) has 
reviewed the Draft EIS on the Garrison-Spokane 500-KV Transmission 
Project.  It does not appear that there would be any significant impact 
nor serious conflict with this agency' 5 responsibilities should this 
action be undertaken. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review this statement. 

Sincerely, 

WL }) � 
Allen D. Klein 
Administrator 
Western Technical Center 

L-OM- l -;)OB 

: . .  ay 1 1 , 1 9R ?  

1' . 0 .  Hoy 1 '1 1 0 
E8r.,j �f T('Y' , r, 0"" i .:" f ' ., 59840 

OCr . George Eskr idge 1620 Regent 
P . O .  Box 4)27 
flLi s soll.la, �/�ontana 592 0.; 

Jear ,�f"' .  �s'<�i ri.:."-' : 

�o:��1�Zd;1�7 s;,�� � �;��f��I.�:�� ���� �.��7�·� :()5�;� V 3������ �:�: j u n  
l i r1p. fr()111 Garr i son,  �,1orltana t <,)  Spoka.rlB . Was h i ne t o n .  I 'nllS t 
sl lpprn't the "No Act ion" al t� rn�t l i1e in the ':! flviro rlme n tal 
impact stateme n t .  I f e e l  the powp. c l i ne id  no t ne8 (t�d bp.cau+� 
th .. d'lm"nd for the' " l" c t (' t G l t:r ft'o'. � 01 8 t rip )&4 is que s t i o n
"bl � .  If the powe r  l3 nee d e d ,  e x i s t i n� l i n" 'l " . · 1 1, 1 'H nrtl" 
the inC rp."l�H o r  a t lHi;VJ t apera1�d tt)  h:.'\J1dlp. tht:> la ,....G �  r'" 10 ;::ut .  
Plus the C()3t ( )f  bu t �. 1 i f'\ti. ttl+:! n .... .,.;' l i '1� t ;, '1 d,) l 1.>l. (,, :'; :1.'1"1 >"' nv i "'o fl'f1� n t.::\ l COrt8�'rJ.":' �'; "� '; t t;-; rnl�t;l·L .:.�� a t < ! r� th::t"l j-.'v� b\�n8 f i t� o r'  hu t l. lt L'1e, t;�1'" l. i q-- . ?1_(� 'i.:; ' ' . , '1 ; :  l � r' i; � .t \Jn 
I\c t ion" alte rl1�t i IJ H  d. :;; �,�1"· ·\l)i } " O;..) r" i.::\ tn C ! ) llr'-3I� t» t::tkl� . 
I f  YOIl f.'E:� � 1 YOll rr}ll$t bt.l i. l.d ::}l i � i)() ,o(� (' 1. i_ ·l·� f,� t ! l  JOu :3h O ll l ll 
ado p t  the Ho t Spr i F1&s Plan bee. use I 

- it will p' f' fp.(: t I p. a :� lo,r"B H t  la:1 1 
- will rpquirp. l e s �  nl�� �s c e 8 :� 
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cross over private land and be vi sable to the publ i c .  This 
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'�ay 1 1 ,  t�8?  

w i l l  be a �nn tinued ·r�e ·ll l. r1der to t h e  pu.bl lC o r  o u r  waste
ful use energy. 

Also 1 r you bu ild thO'! powerl ine pleas" do not bur.! them 
as some peoplp. 811geE? 3 t. .  '!1he d3.mage to the t�n'J'ironrne'lt 
i s  too ere�t j u.s t  tu ;n i t : gat� 'I l sllal .prohl�·1l 8 .  

g i f'1c � ,..ely hOp02 :f0'� ...,t l '"  c:ll() ' ) ':> - "!;� \  " 1a Act ion" alterna t i 'J'H .  

'Nl'lnk yo u for :four t i me .  

S incerely, /(� y' 
Kevin Suzul( i 

Mr . George Eskridge 
BPA 
P. O. Box 43c; 
Missoula , �iT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge ; 

L-HS-l-.lO' L-"'S- ',.. ;1 ,  0 

Thi s  letter i s  in response to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garri son-Spokane 500 kv transmi ssion l i ne .  Please i nc lude it fn 
the record . 

. 

I want to express my strong agreement with your findings  that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unacceptabl e because i t  woul d  traverse a densely 
settled residential  area ; be cl ose to over 40 residences ; create noi se 
pol l ution ;  have a devastating vi sual impact both on the surrounding residences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattlesnake Wi l derness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conjunction w i t h  the exi sting l i nes ; woul d  cause d i sruption during construc
t i on ;  would  be v is ib le  to l arge numbers of peop l e ;  and could  not possibly  
serve as a corridor for add i t i onal powerl ines . I further agree wi th your 
findings that a route through the National Recreation Area i s  unacceptable 
because construction woul d  endanger the municipal water supply;  the 1 i ne 
woul d  destroy the recreational val ue of a heavi l y  used area; the l i ne woul d  
greatl y  d imi nish  the val ue o f  the nearby Wi l derness area ; and i t  woul d  
d isturb wi l d l i fe .  

I want t o  record m y  strong protest regarding t h e  fact that the BPA fai led t o  
note the vi sual impact o f  a l i ne through the existing corridor o n  the entire 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much ava i l able 
research regardi ng the recreati onal use , the wi l dl ife,  pl antl i fe ,  and ecol ogy 
of the NRA; fai l ed to explore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aerial  
f i re suppression ;  fai l ed to  give proper,and sufficient wei ght to  the  impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on bi g game wi nter range , on water qual i ty ,  and on 
high user intensity ;  and fai l ed to consider suffi ciently the 1 ine'  s impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subdiv i s ions.  

Thank you f(lr your consideration. 

Sincerely ,  . . /' / 
"/; if' y , ' /.J //A/ ,! /11/ "I ,;,. ){'':ftAJD(/ 

Name ; 1AI '£1'1: to / .,":/111'1<', 1,.' .Ir'/lI'Cv�l'! 
Address ; (, '},('t-F.1'.�<" �� Z)(" I.''''' 

1'-111/(-'(";.1.././ J!,L'L <:.. Illl ,:'50uJ /I, f)/C'//T §'1&tJ2./ 
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Mr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P . O. Box 4327 
Mi ssoul a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge ; 

L-MS-l-02 " 
L' '''S-I -0I 1 �  

Thi s  l ettel' i s  i n  response t o  t h e  Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garri son-Spokane 500 kv transmi s s i on 1 ine .  Please i nclude it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement wi th your findings that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unacceptable because it woul d  traverse a densely 
settled res idential  area ; be cl ose to over 40 residence s ;  create noi se 
pol l ution;  have a devastating v i sual impact both on the surroundi ng res idences 
and on the val l ey as  a gateway to the Rattlesnake Wi l derness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conjunction wi th the exi sting l i nes ; woul d  cause d i sruption duri ng construc
tion ;  woul d  be v is i ble to l arge numbers of peop l e ;  and could not pos s i bl y  
serve as a corridor for addi ti onal powerl i ne s .  I further agree w i t h  your 
findings that a route through the National Recreation Area i s  unacceptable 
because constructi on would endanger the munic ipal water supply; the l i ne 
woul d  destroy the recreational val ue of a heav i l y  used area;  the l i ne woul d  
greatly d i m i n i s h  the val ue o f  t h e  nearby Wi lderness area ; and i t  would  
di sturb wi ld l i fe .  

I want to  record my strong protest regard i ng the  fact that  the  BPA fai l ed to 
note the vi sual impact of a l i ne through the exi sti ng corridor on the entire 
northern vi �ta from Mi ssoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much ava i l able 
research regard i ng the recreati onal use , the wi l d l i fe ,  pl antl ife ,  and ecology 
of the NRA; fai l ed to explore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aerial  
f ire suppression ; fai l ed to g i ve proper and suffi cient weight to the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on bi g game wi nter range , on water qua 1 i ty ,  and on 
high user intensi ty ;  and fai l ed to consider suffi ciently the 1 i ne '  s impact on 
thousands of homes i n  future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subd i vi s ions . 

Thank you for your considerati on .  

Sincerely,  

(. (" :>.. .'L-....::.. -"'---' t. ..... _ 

, - .' L .... \.. ............ 1 
�)L..' 

(--�-<..I.... C) �- ' _k�(j [� ) Name : 
Addre s s ;  I c\ , q J--'j I f-u � 

Mr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P. O. Box 4327 
Mi ssou l a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge ; 

L-MS-J- .113  
L-f¥lS-I- .1'1 

, �" ' /  ((. ...-t " / �. (/ -, : f  . ) ,", 

I: ._._;:�' .. -J.':.y·-i ,t 1982 

Thi s l etter i s  in response to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garri son-Spokane 500 kv transmi s si on 1 ine .  Please i ncl ude i t  i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement wi th your findi ngs that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unacceptabl e because it woul d  traverse a densely 
settled resi dential  area ; be close to over 40 residences ; create noi se 
pol l ution ;  have a devastating v isual impact both on the surrounding residences 
and on the val l ey as  a gateway to the Rattlesnake W i l derness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conjunction wi th the exi st ing l i nes ; woul d  cause d i sruption during construc
tion;  would  be v i s i bl e  to l arge numbers of peopl e ;  and could not pos s i bl y  
serve as a corridor for addi ti onal powerl ines .  I further agree wi th your 
findings that a route through the Nati onal Recreation Area is unacceptable 
because construction woul d  endanger the muni ci pal water supply ;  the l i ne 
would  destroy the recreati onal val ue of a heav i l y  used are a ;  the l i ne woul d  
greatly d i mi n i sh the val ue o f  the nearby Wi l derness area; and i t  wou l d  
di sturb wi l d l i fe .  

I want t o  record my strong protest regard i ng t h e  fact that the BPA fai l ed to 
note the v i sual impact of a l i ne through the exi sti ng corridor on the entire 
northern vi sta from Mi ssou l a ;  fai l ed to take account of much avai l able 
research regardi ng the recreati onal use , the wi l dl ife , pl antl i f e ,  and ecol ogy 
of the NRA; fai l ed to explore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aerial  
f i re suppression;  fai l ed to  give proper and  sufficient weight to  the  impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on bi g game wi nter range , on water qua l i ty ,  and on 
high user i ntens ity ;  and fai l ed to consider suffi ciently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes i n  future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subdi v is ions.  

Thank you for your consideration . 

Si ncere l y ,  //. '_'�' �. ----
/ . � 

--"(� ' ( ' I, "" � / .  -;:. -..... /1 � �: .' NZ / :; 'I I  -:; H ,  /, -' ,  f,,/, r I [ ell Address : 

( . .  , ,- .. � .. : (. r 

/ i )  , <, " ( l /:::J , /t i c , ; t. /j- / ? ( /� 



� � � � t '. �' �t 1���tJ4 ' �J � 
J � j 1'\ {) . � � . �'t � .  � i � \\; \\- t 4 � 

�J'I J J'\��� � � . � 1,J(� � �� �  i' �� � J ���l� �J (� { ,t tf�ft � \\ .�� 

� � ;1'\ ��� t� ��\t (t l�� 
-t.\ � ii"l(�' . � i f � � � 

� � I � . i �  l 

\\� � .  � .  � � � . 

� 

��l J 1 �� t ( l� �"ti! t� 1 � �  
VI-I S7 



� r q� 1 �'� \ � .  � . � � .  � � 

1 { �  ��S r� \ �  � �� . � . � �J �, 
"tl i); 1 1  . �� t . · � � .  � . '\\. � 

J , ,� .� � � � �Wi � � � 
j . ��� t \� [ \ �t j 1 � 'Ii> � �  �� .�� � � 
1 ��� . �� � .  t J- � .  �� . 

�{.� � � .  � "\: � � � 
VI-I S8 



� ....... 
OJ 
<.0 

Mr. George Eskridge 
SPA 
P .  O. Box 4327 
Mi ssoul a ,  MT 59806 
Dear Mr. Eskridge : 

L-MS-l- oil b 

This l etter i s  i n  response to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garri son-Spokane 500 kv transmi ssion l i ne.  Please i ncl ude it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement wi th your f i nd i ngs that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unacceptabl e because it would traverse a densely 
settled res idential area; be cl ose to over 40 resi dence s ;  create noi se 
pol l ution ; have a devastating v i sual impact both on the surround i ng resi dences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattl esnake Wi lderness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conjunction wi t h  the exi sting l i ne s ;  wou l d  cause d i sruption during construc
t i on ;  wou l d  bEl v i s i bl e  to l arge numbers of peop l e ;  and could not pos s i b l y  
serve a s  a corridor for addi tional powerl i ne s .  I further agree wi th your 
findings that a route through the National Recreation Area is unacceptable 
because construction woul d  endanger the mun i c i pal water supply; the l i ne 
woul d  destroy the recreati onal val ue of a heav i l y  used a re a ;  the l i ne would 
greatly d i mi n i s h  the val ue of the nearby Wi l derness area ; and it would 
di sturb wi l d l i fe. 

I want to record my strong protest regard i ng the fact that the SPA fai l ed to 
note the v i sual impact of a l i ne through the exi sting corridor on the entire 
northern v i sta from Missoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much avai l able 
research regardi ng the recreational use , the wi l dl i fe,  pl antl i fe ,  and ecol ogy 
of the NRA; fai l ed to expl ore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aerial  
f i re suppression ; fai l ed to give proper and sufficient we ight to the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on big game wi nter range , on water qual i ty, and on 
high user inten s i ty ;  and fai l ed to consider suffi ciently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes i n  future Grant Creek and Sutler Creek subd i v i s i ons . 

Thank you for your consideration .  

Si ncere l y ,  

L ,..� /t!-'q''' .. " -

Name ; 
Address :  

C�"j'c; ::' .:..�" 

I"'·;;L / .  

1 � " -l � f �' '' ' J d _  f .... 
�·' I � ) e.:.c. t.), "J.-'J1 {-"'< f C , jIJ'" £..,. 

Mr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P. O. Box 4327 
Mi ssou l a ,  MT 59806 
Dear Mr. Eskri dge ; 

L-MS-l - � 17 

This l etter i s  in response to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garri son-Spokane 500 kv transmi s s i on 1 ine.  Pl ease include it i n  
the record . 

I want ttl express my strong agreement with your f i ndings that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unacceptable because it would traverse a densely 
settled residential area; be c l ose to over 40 resi dence s ;  create noise 
pol l ut i on ;  have a devastating v i sual impact both on the surround i ng resi dences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattl esnake Wi l derness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conjunction with the exi sting l i nes ; wou l d  cause d i sruption during construc
t i on ;  wou l d  be vi s i bl e  to l arge numbers of peop l e ;  and cou l d  not pos s i b l y  
serve as a corridor for addi ti onal powerl i ne s .  I further agree w i t h  your 
fi ndings that a route through the National Recreat i on Area is unacceptable 
because construct i on wou l d  endanger the mun i c i pal water supply; the l i ne 
woul d  destroy the recreational val ue of a heav i l y  used area; the l i ne wou l d  
greatly d imi n i s h  the val ue of t h e  nearby W i l derness area ; and i t  wo u l d  
d i s turb wi l d l i fe . 

I want to record my strong protest regard i ng the fact that the BPA fai l ed to 
note the vi sual impact of a l i ne through the e x i st i ng corridor on the entire 
northern vi sta from Missou l a ;  fai l ed to take account of much ava i l able 
research regarding the recreati onal use,  the wi l d l ife,  pl antl i fe ,  and ecology 
of the NRA; fai l ed to expl ore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aerial  
f i re suppression ;  fai l ed to give proper and suffi c i ent weight to the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on big game winter rang e ,  on water qual i ty ,  and on 
h i gh user intens i ty ;  and fai l ed to consider suffi ciently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subdi v i s i ons . 

Thank you for your cons i deration. 

S i ncerel y ,  a :. ,� /-- " ' " , /..q+-d<"t L J....; - · fat (c (' 1--
Name : 
Address :  f '-h·,' , " � ') "' i , , ) � ,. .' . •  , . , ;...-- . L  .' 
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Mr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P . O. Box 4327 
Missou l a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridg e :  

L-MS-l- cil l  8 

Thi s l etter i s  in response to the Draft Env i ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garri son-Spokane 500 kv transmi ssi on l i ne. Please include it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement with your f i nd i ngs  that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unacceptable because it woul d  traverse a densely 
settled residential are a ;  be cl ose to over 40 residence s ;  create noi se 
po 11 uti on ; have a devastating vi  sua I impact both on the surroundi ng res idences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattl esnake W i lderness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conjunction wi th the exi sting l i nes ; woul d  cause d i sruption during construc
tion ;  would  be v i s i bl e  to l arge numbers of peop l e ;  and could not pos s i bl y  
serve as a corridor for additional powerl i nes . I further agree with your 
findings ·that a route through the National Recreation Area i s  unacceptable 
because construction would  endanger the muni c i pal water supply;  the l ine 
woul d  destroy the recreational val ue of a heav i l y  used area ; the l i ne would 
greatly d i mi ni sh the val ue of the nearby Wi lderness area; and it would  
di sturb wi ldl  i fe .  

I want to record my strong protest regardi ng the  fact that the BPA fai l ed to 
note the vi sual impact of a l i ne through the exi sting corridor on the entire 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much ava i l able  
research regardi ng the  recreational use,  the  wi ld l ife ,  p lantl i fe ,  and  ecology 
of the NRA; fai I ed to explore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aeria I 
f ire suppress ion ;  fai l ed to g i ve proper and suff i c i ent weight to the impact 
of a I i ne 'through the NRA on big game wi nter range , on water qua I i  ty , and on 
high  user intensity ;  and fai l ed to consider sufficiently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes i n  future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subdi v i s i ons . 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Si nce.rely ,  

/;�11/":r7 d/c'( , 
Name : 
Address :  

II ..-+flt. t 
;) 'I C  :. 
fil: oS :-;, C' � i  

F. C; :,� <, L 
)/"jIl!-4 " d D r. 
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Mr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P . O .  80x 4327 
Mi ssoul a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskri,lg e :  

L-MS-l- .:2 1'1  

Thi s letter i s  i n  response t o  the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garri son-Spokane 500 kv transmi ss i on l i ne.  Please inc  I ude it i n  
the record . 

I ·want to express my strong agreement wi th your findi ng s  that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unacceptable becalne it woul d  traverse a dense.ly 
settled res i dential  area; be cl ose to over 40i resi dence s ;  cr.ellte noi se 
pol l ution ; have a devastating v i sual impact bOth on the su'rroundi ng resi dences 
and on the va1 1 ey as a qateway to the Rattl esnake W i l dernes£ Area , espec i a 1 1 y  
i n  conjunction with the exi sting l i nes ; would cause d i sruption during construc
tion ; would be v i si bl e  to l arge numbers of peopl e.; and could not possibly  
serve as a corridor for additi onal power l i ne s .  I further agree with your 
fi nd i ng s  that a route through the National Recreatton Area i s  tinacceptab,l e 
because construction would endanger the muni c i pal w�ter supply; the l i ne 
woul d  de£troy the recreational val ue of a /heav i l y  used are a ;  the l i ne wou l d  
greatly diminish  the value o f  the nearby W i ld"rnes9 area ; and i t  wou l d  
di sturb wi ld1U ... 

I want to record my strong protest regardi ng the fact that the 8PA fai l ed to 
note the vi  sua I impact of a l i ne through the ex i sti n9 corridor on the entire 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much ava i l abl e 
research regarding  the recreati onal use , the wi l dl i fe , pl antl i fe ,  and ecology 
of the NRA; fai l ed to expl ore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aeri al 
f ire suppress i on ;  fai l ed to g i ve proper and suffic ient wei ght to the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on bi g game wi nter rang e ,  on water qua I i  ty , and on 
high  user i ntensity ;  and fai l ed to consider suff i c i ently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and 8utler Creek subd i v i sions . 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Si ncerely,  

) ( - - '" . / '  (1(: . '1'/. 'L/vC > " ,  
Name : 
Address : 

.")/ 
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�Ir. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P . O .  Box 4 32 7  
�.1issoula ,  tvhnt. 59806 

::lea r �Ir. Eskridge : 

L-MS-l- .2 ;/0 

�1ay 1 4 ,  1982 

I would like to register my de�p concern over the possibility of the 
BPA' s routing any power transmiss ion lines through the Rattle snake 
Valley area. 

I will not repeat here the myriad ohject ions to such a proj ect ; certainly 
you are well aware of them. I am sure you already have received other 
letters of protest outlining ad i nfini tum the horrid effects such Dower 
l-ll1e-S ..... uulJ. \'h'ed.1.. on l l rcstyles Ciii.J. .:·..::osystems ir. thD �at�lcsnak.c . 

I will adress specifically only one major personal concern :  the 
incredibly ruinous visual impacts of any such endeavor.  The Rattlesnake 
already contains one power transrd ss ion l ine ; hm.,rever necessary its 
function, it is a visual ahOffiination. 

oppose emphatically the TOuting of any more such l ines through the area 
l ive in. 

Please do all in your power to ensure that no additional transmission 
lines are constructed anywhere near the Rattlesnake Valley. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

(I ., ;,� . " . "  l �I.' 
Jolm Russell 
1 2 0 3  Dickinson 
�Iissoul a ,  �);mtana 59802 

Mr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P . O .  Box 4327 
Mi ssoul a ,  MT 59B06 

Dear Mr. Eskri dge ; 

L-MS-l- .;l :!  I 

This letter is in response to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garrison-Spokane 500 kv transmi ssion l in e .  P lease i nc l ude it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement with your findi ngs that a rDute through 
the exi st i ng corridor is unacceptable because it woul d  traverse a densely 
settled residential area; be c l ose to over 40 resi dences ; create noi se 
pol l ution ; have a devastating vi sual impact both on the surroundi ng resi dences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattlesnake W i l derness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conjunction with the exi sting l i nes ; would cause d i sruption during construc
t i on ;  wou l d  be v i s i bl e  to l arge n umbers of people;  and could not p�s s i b 1 y  
serve a s  a corridor for addi t i onal power1 i ne s .  I further agree w i t h  your 
findings that a route through the National Recreation Area is unacceptable 
because construction woul d  endanger the mun i ci pal water supply; the l i ne 
woul d  destroy the recreational value of a heav i l y  used area; the l i ne wou l d  
greatly d i mi n i s h  the value o f  the nearby W i l derness area ; a n d  i t  woul d  
disturb wi l d l i fe .  

I want t o  record my ;otrong protest regardi ng the fact that the BPA fai l ed to 
note the vi sual impact of a l i ne through the existing corridor on the entire 
northern vi sta from Missoul a ;  failed to take account of much ava i l ab l e  
research regarding the recreational use, t h e  wi l dl i fe, p1ant1 i fe ,  and ecol ogy 
of the NRA; fai l ed to expl ore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aer i a l  
f i re suppression ; fai l ed t o  g i ve proper and suff i c i ent we i g h t  t o  t h e  impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on big game winter range, on water qual i ty ,  and on 
high user i n tensity ;  and fai l ed to consider suff i c i ently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes i n  future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subdi v i s i on s .  

Thank you for your cons i deration.  

Si ncerely. 
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Hr. George Eskri dge 
BPA 
P . O. Box 4327 
Mi ssou l a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskri dge ; 

L-MS-J- o?�� 
t-MS- '- ... H 

Thi s l etter i s  in response to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garri son-Spokane 500 kv transmi s s i on l i ne. Please i n c l ude it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement with your find i ngs that a route through 
the exi st i ng corridor is unacceptable because it would traverse a densely 
settled res idential  area; be close to over 40 resi dences ; create noi se 
pol l ution ; have a devastating vi sual impact both on the surrounai ng res i dences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattlesnake W i l derness Area , especi a l l y  
i n  conjunction with the exi sting l i nes ; woul d  cause d i s ruption during construc
t i on ;  woul d  be v i s i bl e  to large numbers of peopl e ;  and could not pos s i bl y  
serve a s  a corr.i dor for add i t i onal powerl i nes . I further agree with your 
findings that a route through the National Recreation Area i s  unacceptable 
because construction wou l d  endanger the mun i ci pal water supply; the l i ne 
woul d  destroy the recreational value of a heav i l y  used area; the l i ne 'would 
greatly d i mi n i s h  the val ue of the nearby W i l derness area ; and it would 
d i s turb wi ldl i fe.  

I want to record my strong protest regardi ng the fact that the BPA fai led to 
note the vi sua I impact of a l i ne through the ex i sti ng corri dor on the enti re 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much ava i l able 
research regard i ng the recreati onal use, the wi l dl i fe ,  pl antl i fe ,  and ecology 
of the NRA; fai l ed to expl ore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aerial 
f i re suppress i on ;  fai led to g i ve proper and sufficient weight to the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on big game wi nter range , on water qual i ty ,  and on 
high user i nten s i ty ;  and fai l ed to consider sufficiently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subd i v i s i on s .  

Thank -you for your cons i deration. 

S i ncerely, 

",- .;::;.--..... �- f. .., � / / /'-- _ 7//Cf/(/./.-':: / ' y.� 
N.ilflle ; ( - . ( 
Address ; .- . ' - . . // 1:;; � .. ,r'..�/' in .£/,. 

6� 
/) / ., -�,v/,/ .� �.,�/< /.:;.\ ./ ./::: '/ / ..: ::�<c,J (,...---

ff d" i ("� -(/'tc.-/ /. � 

GLEN .... .,..1 1..1<10.110 .. 

(:H"RLI:5 ,... H08811 

-,1:"''''''' C. IITI'I"VS 

PII:""'I[ J. \...,.O ... CI: 

001'10000 C. CO,., .. "". 

STEPHEN A. BEl.L 

FOIITII:," o. "1:1T:l:1I:1I 

PHII..' P "  . ..... c .. 1t 
1:0""'.0.1'10 .... ,.OGl ... RTY 

-,OSEPH P . ..... AIIO!"'''I 

WiLLI ..... I"I. T' ..... I: .  

... "MEII I: . ..... GI:£ 
CH"Rl£5 1 . ... PPL£R 

,..THO ..... II .. OR ..... 

J"CQUEI.VN A. I.VIU: 

TINCTHY C. 8LO ...... sus ..... O. 81:1'101'101:" 

loUIS" I. . I,.  ..... CI[TTI ....... n:s .... MICH_LS 

L-EW-3- �j.'" 
W I L K I N S O N ,  C R AG U N  & BAR K E R  

"" CHARD A . .... 11:"'1;" 
tn::",aIl:RT 1: . ..... AKS 

FAANCES L.I"ORN 

P"TIIIICI'" I.. BROWN 

A. ANTHONY AQGitR!!. 

-'OH"' ... F'O'CCIO ....... 

THO ..... 5 1:. WU.SON 

R081:RT II. ,,"eIlEN"''',JA 
STI:VI:N C, ......... 81:".T 

STI:PHil:N A. HILDEBRANDT 

LAUItI:L R. 81[1'I00LO 

CAROL L. 8"1"111£1'10 

...,,'·11:5 f.. CAS!!!!:"'LY 

I(£N"'I:T'" IE. II"TlI:'" 
QI.I:NN p. suOA'·U::L' 

PAV L J . S I NDERBRAND • •  

L .... W O I'" "' I C E S  
1 7 3 5  N E W  YORK AVENUE, N. W. 

WASHIN GTON, D. C. 200015 
(202) 783-4600 
CABLE, "W I I..CBAR" 

TELEX' (710) eZZ-Q349 

May 1 3 ,  1 9 8 2  

(RNEST I.. WILKIN50N (18",,-"170) 
JOHN .,... CR ... OUH ('''08-IIIBIII) 
ANGELO A. '.0.0'"'1'101." (11lI33-lit80) 

801 WEST nll'TH "'''ENUI: 

ANCHO,","GI:, ALASKA .... 501 

\"07) <:78'3:UtO 

.:�:z��.--}-
Mr . George Eskridge 
Bonneville Power Administration 
Transmiss ion Coordination Office 
P . O .  Box 4 3 2 7  
Missou l a ,  MT 5 9 8 0 6  

Re : Draft Environmental Impact Statement - 
Garrison - Spokane Transmi ssion Project 

Dear Mr . Eskridge : 

We are counsel to the Confederated Salish and 
Kootenai Tribes of the F l athead Reservat ion , Montana ( the 
" Tribes " ) . These comments are submitted on behalf of the 
Tribes in conj unction with the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement prepared by the Bonneville Power Admini stration 
( " Bonnevi l l e " )  for the Garrison - Spokane 500-kV Transmis
s ion Proj ect , and we respectfully request that they be 
incorporated in the Final Environmental Impact Statement . 

Select ion of a transmission l ine route crossing the 
Fl athead Reservation wi thout bringing the position of the 
Tribes to the attention of the decision makers , in our opinio n ,  
would make the final impact statement deficient . For example , 
the Tribes have rai sed spec i f i c  legal points questioning 
Bonneville ' s  right to utilize the existing 2 3 0-kV right-of-
way to construct the proposed double-ci rcuit l i nes . The 
Tribes ' position regarding the availabi lity and the scope of 
the existing right-of-way also bears on whether the proposed 
Hot Springs P l an o ffers suffi cient opt ions for future power 
deve lopment . The Draft E I S , however ,  g ives only the most 
cursory treatment o f  the Tribes ' arguments . ( See Draft E I S , pp . 
I I - I I ,  IV- 4 6 ) . Our letter o f  March 14 , 1 9 7 9  ( set forth as L-44 



;$ ...... 
0) 
w 

Mr. George EskrIdge 
May 1 3 ,  1 9 8 2  
Page Two 

:"' -1=.-;,) c - :l :2'i 

in the Colstrip Project Final E I S ) , a n d  a subsequent letter 
dated September 1 0 ,  1 9 7 9 , set out in detail the Tribe s '  op
position to the transmission l ines crossing their Reservation . 
The Tribes will proceed to court , i f  necessary , to receive 
j udicial confirmation o f  their rights . Moreover ,  we have 
repeatedly urged revision o f  the impact statements to adequately 
treat the issue o f  reliability o f  double-circuit construction 
and the e ffects o f  future upgrading o f  the proposed l ines . A 
copy of these letters is attached hereto. 

On the other hand, the Tribes endorse the conclusion 
o f  the impact statement that the Taft plan i s  the most desirable 
route from an environmental perspect ive . The draft EIS ade
quately details the numerous advantages o f  the Taft Plan . 
Particularly signif icant is this route ' s  maximnm use of publ ic 
lands rather than private or trust-held land s .  No resource i s  
o f  greater economic , social o r  h i storic value t o  the Tribes 
than their land. Historically, Indian land always has been 
taken under the guise of meeting the needs of non - Indians or 
" for the greater good" of a l l  the people .  There fore , any 
decision to use available public lands for a public project 
i s  favored . 

Furthermore , there is particular concern by tribal 
membe rs regarding future development and the upgrading of the 
proposed lines . Bonnevil le ' s  Annual Reports have noted plans 
to upgrade exist ing transmission corridors by rebuilding lower 
voltage l ines to double-circuit 500-kV and as soon as h i gher 
voltage lines become commercially available to single-circuit 
1 1 10-kV . As indicated above , the Tribes oppose the currently 
proposed development as being beyond the scope of the existing 
easement across the Reservation and will proceed to court if 
necessary . It is also evident f rom their stated position, that 
the Tribes are unlikely to grant any addit ional rights-of-way 
within the Reservat ion . Thus , it is significant that the Hot 
Springs route across the Reservation has the least potential 
for future transmission l ine s ,  while the preferred Taft route 
is rated highest for future development. 

Enclosures 

cc : Tribal Council 
Messr s .  Houle and Pablo 
M s .  Evelyn Stevenson 
Ms . Rhonda Camel 

Sincerely , 

WIL�N '  CRAGUN & BARKER 

By : �����{itj� 

· I L K I N S O N, C R AG U N  & BA '( E R  
LAW O F F I C E S  
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£ANEST L. WILK INSON (1 •••• '.7Ij 
JOHN W. CR"'GUN ·'.Ofi·'.,,; 1735 N EW Y O R K  AV E N U E. N. W. 

"'LAN I. RUBINSTEIN 

JERRY R. GOLDST[IN 
EOWARD M. "OGARTY 

ROBIN A. ,.AIEDMAN 

JAMES [. MAGE[ 
GLEN .... W l lIONSON WAS H I N GT O N ,  O .  C .  2 0 0 0 e  

(;W�) 8))-9BOO 

RoeERT W. BARKER 

CHARLES A. HOBBS ROBEAT 8. ,""cK£.NNA,JA. 
JOSEPH P. MARI(OSI(I 

STEVEN C. LAM8ERT 
STEPH[N A .  H I LDE8RANDT 
CHAALES I. APPl.ER 

BARBARA S. WOODALl. 

TOB[Y B. MARZOUI( 

STEVEN .... LAUEA 

ANGELO A. IAOAROLA 

PAUL 5. OUINN 

LEON T. I(NAU'[R 

CABLE ADDR£.$$ 

"'WILCBAR" 
RICHARD A. BAENtN 

JERRY C. STRAUS 

H E R B E RT E. to!"'RI(S 

PIERRE J. LAF"ORCE 

FRANCES L. HORN LAUR E L A. B[AGOLD 

AOBERT .... JOHNSON 
VALCRIE K. SCHURMAN 

BRUCE T. R[ES'[ 

GORDON C. COF"F"MAN 

P"'TRICI ... L. BROWN 

STEPHEN R. BELl March 1 4 ,  1979 P- .  A�THOt-:':" ;::O G E " S  r. THO,.,. ... S IoIOFIAN 

rOSTER DE REITZ£S 
JOH� ,... FACCIOLA 

PHILIP A. NACKE 

THOMAS £.  WILSON 

C"'ROL L BARBERO JACOUElYN A .  LUI([ 
JAMES L . CASS[ALY 

ROSt:l. H. HYDE c, •• S(1 
Colstrip E I S  Manager 
Bonneville Power Administration 
P. O. Box 3 6 2 1 ,  Routing SH 
Port land , Oregon 9 7 2 0 8  

Dear S i r : 

Re : Draft Environmental Impact St atement -
Colstrip Transmi s s ion Line 

He represent the Con � C �to�ated Sal ish and Kootenai 
Tribes o f  the F lathead Reservation, Montana ( the " Tribes " ) . 
These comments are submitted on beha l f  of the Tribes i n  
conj unction with the Draft Environmental' Impact Statement 
prepared by Bonnevi l le Power Admi nistration ( " Bonnevi l l e " ) 
for the proposed Col strip Transmission line . 

We respectfully request that the substance of these 
comments be incorporated in the final Envi ronmental Impact 
S tatement to reflect the position of the Tribes, which should 
bear on any decis ion made as to the location of the Col s trip 
Transmi s s ion l ine, should the s ame be constructed. Failure ' 
to bring the pos ition of the Tribes to the attention of 
those mak ing the dec i s ion , in our op inion , would make the final 
impact statement de f i cient . The comments raise specific .legal 
points o f  importance to anyone determining what course of 
act ion to fol low in mak ing dec is ions as to the construction of 
the Colstrip Transmi ss ion l i nes or the ir location , with parti
cular relevance to the poss ible dec is ion that a portion of those 
lines would be constructed by Bonnevi l le on a right-o f-way 
received by Bonneville in 1 9 5 1 ,  for a 2 3 0  kV l ine , when 
Bonne ville �as an agency of the Department of the Interior. 
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In reviewing the comments submitted by this lette r ,  
the following general principles must b e  kept i n  min d .  The 
Uni ted States acts a s  trustee towards the lands and natural 
resources of the Tribe s , and the proposed lines , if constructed 
e i th e r  by the app l i cant or by Bonnev i l l �  would be a burden on 
tribal lands (as we l l  as lands of tribal members held in trust 
by the United States ) .  To so burden trust lands amounts 
to a taking of those lands , but no federal agency may take 
trust lands w i thout speci f i c  Congres s ional autho r i zation , an¢ 
there has not been such autho rization here except by agreement 
between the acquir i ng party and the Tribe s . 

The autho rity of the Tribes to control the use and 
disposition of tribal lands is a federal p o l i cy enacted by 
Congress in the I n d i an Reorgan i zation Act ,  Act of June 1 8 ,  
1 9 3 4 , ch . 5 7 6 , 4 8  Stat . 9 8 4 ,  as amende d ,  2 5  U , S . C . 5 5  4 6 1- 4 7 9  

( 1 9 7 0 ) , pursuant t o  wh i ch the Tribes are organ i z e d .  The 
construction o f  the l ines across tribal land , wi thout tribal 
consen t ,  would violate this poli �y ,  and this would be equally 
true even if Bonne v i l l e  has the req u i s i te right-o f-way (which 
the Tribes d i spute ) , for the proposed use to be made today of 
that right-of-way would burden tribal lands i n  a way contem
plated by ne ither the Tribes

' 
nor Bonnevi l l e  in 1 9 5 1 .  

H i storica l ly , I n d i an  land always has been taken under 
the guise of meeting the needs of the non-Indians or " for the 
greater good " .  That p r e c i s e l y  is the bas i s  on which the 
applicant seeks Bonnevi l l e ' s  partic ipation here , because the 
applicant d e s i res the l i n e s , i t  would cost more to avoid the 
Reserva t i o n ,  and there i s  a need for power i n  the northwe s t . 
Ergo , constructing the l ines across the Reservation regardless 
o f  the Tr ibes ' pos i tion is j us t i f i ab l e , and what could be 
more appro'p r i a te and con s i s tent than to have the federal 
government act for the appli c ant , which is prec i se l y  what i s  
propose d .  We t h i n k  i t  i s  h i ghly relevant t o  t h e  decis ion
maker that he be aware that the a pp l i c ant is reques�ing the 
federal government to be i ts cat ' s  paw in taking tribal land . 
It i l l  behooves the federal government , trustee for the Tribe s ,  
t o  act o n  beh a l f  o f  five privately owned u t i l i t ie s , Montana 
Po,\·;er Company , Puget Sound Power and Light Company I Portland 
General E l e c t r i c  Company , Washington Hater Power Company and 
P a c i f i c  Power and L i gh t  Company ( the " Compani es " ) , to secure 
agai n s t  the wishes o f  the wards o f  the U n i te d  States property 
r i ghts that the Comp a n i e s  cannot achieve themse l ve s ,  and i n  a 
manner that violates the Tribes Treaty of H e l l  Gate , July 1 6 ,  
1 8 5 5 , th e Congres s i onal pol i cy framed i n  the Indian Reorgani
z a tion A c t  and the p e r t i nent federal regu l ations promul gated 
thereunde r .  
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The h i story i s  b r i e f ly th i s .  The Compani e s ,  i n  
typical f a s h i on p l anned and comme nced con s t ruction o f  the 
Co l s t r i p  enl argement , U n i t s  # 3 and 4 ,  w i thout f i r s t  
securing a right-a f-way from the Tribe s ,  a n d  w i thout truly 
study ing a way around the Reservation ( see the We s t i nghouse 
Repo r t ,  referred t o ,  DEl S ,  2. 1 . 1- 4 ,  wherein an alternate 
route is mentioned but d i s carded without s tudy . S i nce 
We s t i nghouse was paid by the Comp a n i e s  for its repo rt , i t  
was the agent o f  the Companie s ) . The Comp a n i e s  obviously 
were of th e opinion that when the i r  inves tment i n  the 
C o l s t r i p  proj ect reached a c e r t a i n  magni t ude , and other 
permi ts and autho r i z ations had been grante d , e i th e r  the Tribes 
would agree to the l i nes c ro s s ing the i r  Reservation or the 
fede ral government would i n tervene . 

There are three propo sed routes as set forth i n  
F i q u r e  3 . 0 - 2  of Volume 1 o f  t h e  D r a f t  Envi ronmental Impact 
Statement . The COffipanies ' propo s a l  would cross the Flathead 
Rese rvation for interconnection w i th Bonnevi l le ' s  sUbstation 
a t  Hot Springs , Montana , as would one o f  the alternate pro
;>os a l s ,  de s i gnated " BPA Link. (Hot Springs - Townsend ) ,  Segments 
J, K and L , " Figure 3 . 0 - 2 .  "(The proposal involving con s truction 
by 30nnevi l le . )  A th i rd proposa l ,  the S i egel P a s s  Route , would 
s k i rt the Fl athead Reservat i o n .  F i gure 3 . 0 - 2 .  

The Tribes , after i n i t i a l  d i s cus s i on w i th the 
re� r e � e n t a t i ve s  of the Compan i e s , in formed the Companies they 
wo�ld not permit the l i n e s  to c ro s s  the Reservation as proposed 
because they would cross an area of tribal land des i gnated as 
the " Jocko P r imi t i  ve Are a " . The Jocko P r imi ti ve Area was 
mode l e d  on areas e s tab l i shed by federal law pursuant to the 
N a t i on a l  Wi lderne s s  P r e s e rvation S y s tem Ac t ,  1 6  U . S . C .  §§ 1 3 1 , 

e� � .  Reference t o  that A c t  w i l l  show �hat i t  would b e  a 
v i o l a t i on of wi l d e rness pol i cy to construct. the transmi s s i on 
lines in the Jocko P r i m i t i ve Area . The area i s  s e t  a s i d e  for 
future generations of t r i b a l  membe rs , a minuscule re�ant of 
the Tribe s ' once lush , unspo i led Reservati o n .  I n  addi tion , 
because of the dimi ni s h i n g

· 
s tock of w i ldl i fe on the Re s e rvati on , 

a �atural resource preserved exclus ively to the Tribes by the 
Treaty of He l l  Gate , the T r i b e s  were o?po sed gene r a l l y  to the 
l i nes cros s i n g  the Reservat ion . 

The Compa� i e s , aware they cou l d  �ot cross t r i b a l  land s 
w i t hout the permi s s ion of t�e Tribe s , then reque s ted Bonnev i l l e 
to cons t r�ct the l i n e s  pursuant to the author i ty con tained in 
the Fede r a l  Columb i a  River Transmi s s ion S y stem Ac t .  I nt e r e s t i ngly , 
the route the l i �es would f c l low i f  constructed by Bonnev i l l e 
was never proposed by the Compan i e s  to the T r i be s .  The 
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Compan i e s  always i n s i s t e d  that the l i ne s  needed to cross 
t h r o ugh or near the Jocko Primitive Ar e a .  

Bonne v i l l e  h a s  agreed to construct the l i ne s ,  but 
h a s  i n d i cated it would try t o  reach an agreement w i th the 
Tribe s . a n d  Conare s s  h a s  i n d i c ated such an aqreement should 
be reached be fore the l i nes are b u i l t ,  

. 

T h e  Tribe s ,  howeve r ,  are oppo s e d  to the l in e s  
crcs s i n g  the i r  R e s e rvation a t  a l l  u n d e r  the c i rcums t a nc e s , 
a n �  w i l l  � i le a l awsui t i f  n e ce s s a ry .  

F i r s t , the Tribes w i l l  n t s t an d  bv wh i l e  the 
COD?ani e s  s k i r t  the law by r e c r u i t  n g  an age; cy of t�e federal 
government to help them out o f  the r problems . On l e g a l  
gro�nd s , the T r i b e s  d i s pute that Bonnevi l l e  h a s  t h e  author i ty 
�o expand the e x i s t i n g  2 3 0  kV right-o r-way to one s u?po r � i n g  
� w c  300 kV l i n e s , even though t h e  ri ght-o f-way wi l l  not b e  
e x p a n d e d  ?hysi c a l l y .  The e x t e n s i v e  change i n  u s e  b y  adding 
a �  add i t i o n a l  1 , 0 0 0  kV ' s  to the ri ght-of-way puts the u s e  of 
tne ri ght-o r-way out s i d e  the s cope o f  the r i gh t - o f-way granted 
by � � e  T r ib e s  to Bonnevi l l e . " K e i th e r  the Tribes nor Bo�nev i l le , 
a� age ncy of the �epartme�t of th e I n t e r ior when t h e  r i gh t - o f-�ay 
",·:a s  " n e c o t i a t e d ", camtemD l a t e c.  such a use . It sho u l d  b e  n o t e d  
t h a �  w h� n �he r i ght-o f-�ay �as " ne go t i a t e d "  i t  was t a i n t e d  b y  
a form o f  s e l f - d e al i n g ,  s i nce the DeDartment o f  I n t e r i o r  w a s  
a?;�o v i n g  a r i gh t - o f-way f o r  i t s e l f  � c r o s s  t r i b a l  t r u s t  l ands 
·,,·;h i ch Congre s s  had cha=gec the Department to admi n i s te r  for th e 
I n c. ':" an v.,'arcs . 

In a d d i t ion , s i nce the r i gh t - o f -way was gran t e d  i n  
� 9 S 1 , i t  i s  the T r i be s '  ?os i t i on ,  a n d  t h e  Tribes ' po s i t i on i s  
ca�curred i n  by t h e  Departr:lent o f  I n t e r i o r ,  that t h e  r i g h t - o f 
w a y  w i l l  expi re 5 0  y ears f r o m  that date , i �  the y e a r  2 0 0 1 . 
T t 2 r e  i s , there fore , i n s u f f i c i en t  time remaining under t h e  
e x � s � i n g  r i g h t - o f -way to warrant construction o f  the l i nes on 
a cost-be�e f i t  rat i o .  The Tribes , o f  course , a r e  n o �  so n a i ve 
as �o t h i � k  that once const ructed t h e  l i n e s  wou l d  be removed 
_ �  2 0 0 1 .  

The T r i � e s  a l s o  a r  concerned about t h e  ?ropo s e d  
o � s � ru c � ion o f  the 5 0 0  kV 1 � e s  on 30nnevi ! l e ' s  r i ght-a f-way 
o� r e a s c � s  of s a fe ty _  F i � s , the r i g h t - o t-way , e s t a� l i sh e d  
or a 2 3 0 kV tr n S D i s s ion l i n e , wou l d  s u?po r t ,  t o t a l ly , 1 2 3 0 k V ' s .  
� add i t ion , be ause the r i gh t - o f-�ay i s  not wide enough t o  

?e r�i t the co� s r � c t i o n  o f  twa s eparate 500 kV l i nes , as o r i g i n a l l y  
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proposed b y  t h e  app l i cant . .  t o  t h e  Tribe s , both l i n e s  w i l l  b e  
sus?ended from a s ingle s e t  o f  p o l e s . Th is d e c i s ion , o f  
cou�s e , w a s  made for l egal and not techn i c a l  reasons . 
C e � t a in l y  t h a t  is not the proper b as i s  for deei s ions i nvolving 
t�e l o c a t ion , des i gn and c o n s t ruction o f  5 0 0  kV transmi s s i o n  
l i n e s . Obviou s l y , running the two l i n e s  on the s ame s e t  o f  
p o l e s  i nc r e a s e s  drama t i c a l l y  s a fe ty problems a n d  reduces 
re l i ab i l i ty by 1 0 0  p e r c e nt , fo r ,  if a pol e  goes down , there 
w i l l  be a total outage f o r  the 5 0 0  kV l i n e s . We also note that 
i n  t h e  Tribes 1 mee t ings w i th the Compan i es , they \·;ere adv i s e d  
re?eatecly by the CODpa� i e s  that s a fety and r e l iabi l i ty requ i r e d  
t � o  s e9arate s e ts 0 =  l i n e s . Now , when l e g a l  impedime n t s  pre
c lude the Co�pan i e s  from s e c u r i n g  what they wan t ,  they a s k  the 
fede r a l  government to s k i mp on s a fety and r e l iabi l i t y .  S i n c e  
t�e l in e s  � i l l  i n t e rconn e c t  w i th t h e  Bonnevi l le g r i d ,  r e l i ab i l i t y  
s :1 o u l d  b e  o f  r:la j or concern a n d  t h e  f i n a l  Envi ronme n t a l  I mpact ' 
S � a�e�ent should t r e a t  in depth th i s  i s s ue , and why two s e t s  o f  
l i n e s  are � e q u i r e d  e v e r y  inch o f  the w a y  except across t h e  
F l a� h e a d  Res e rvation . 

Th e proposed l i n e �  w i l l have a very s i g n i f icant e f fe c t  
on 'the e rl v ironme n t , and a l l  wou l d  agree , we a s s ume , t h a t  t h e  
e : : e c t  wou l d  be detriment a l . C e r t a i n ly , i f ,  i n s t e ad of two 
i�cependen� l i ne s ,  there can be a reduction by one , then the 
acve r s e  im?act on the e n v i ronment would be s i gn i f i cantly reduced . 
P ::- e surnab ly , s i n ce Bonnev i l l e  proposes to uti l i z e  a " s in g l e  l i n e "  
b y  double l oop i n g , as t h e  l i ne c r o s s e s  t h e  Re s e rvation , th e n  
t � a  i n dependent l i n e s  should not b e  req u i r e d  for the e n t i r e  
l e �s�h o f  � h e  p ro j e c t .  

I'Je s ubmi t ,  i n  l ight o f  th i s , that the Draft Envi ron
me � t a l  Im?act S t atement i s  f a t a l l y  d e f i c i e n t  because i t  does 
n c �  i nv e s t i g a t e  adequate l y  as an a l ternate a s i ng le , double 
locpec l i n e  for the e n t i r e  l ength o f  the pro j e c t , as i s  proposed 
fer cros s �n g  the Fl athead R e s e rvation . The d r a f t  stateme n t , 
t � e r e fore , must be rewri t te n , in our opinion . 

F i n a l l y , th� area through whi ch the l i n e s  would run i s  
o n e  t h at � s  intense l�' uti l i z ed f o �  r a n c h i n g  9urposes a n d  suppo r t s  
a ; r e a t  r.u�er o f  p e rmanent res i d e n t s . The l i n e s , there fore , 
wo� l d  be located in one of t h e  more d e n s e l v  s e t t l e d  areas of 
t � s  R e s e rva t i o n , a f a c t o r  o f  concern fram �he po i n t  of s a fety . 
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C o l s t r ip EIS Manager 
March 1 4 , 1 9 7 9  
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Obvious ly , t h e  aes thet i c  obj ections o f  the Tribes 
t o  the l ines are s e l f-evident . 

In s ummary , we consider the dra f t  s tatement deficient 
in i t s  fai lure to adequately address a s ingle tower , double 
looped l i ne constructi9n , and in not emphas i z ing a t  the outset 
the l"l'r ibes ' ;  po s i t ion . 

cc : Tribal Counc i l  
F r e d  Houle . 
Evelyn Stevenson 
Richard Wh i t e s e l l  
S t e r l i n g  Munro 
Melwood W. Van Scoyoc 
D .  Harwood 
Secretary Gerard 

Sincere l y , 

WILKINSON , CRAGUN & B7ER /fZ , �  , , J, / II , 
j �4!"i1?�/.--J� 

By : Richard Anthony Baenen 

Acting Commi ss ioner Seneca 

W I LT 'l S O N. C R A G U N  & B A R K f  
LAW O F F I C E S  

L - � ' _ �  '.:2:1'i 
;::RNEST L. WILKINSON 11111"'1171) 
JOH'" W. CRAGUN (tOo." ,.,. 1735 NEW YORK AVE N U E. N. W. ALAN I. RUBINSTEIN 

JERRY R. GOLOSTE:1N 

tOWARQ M. FOGARTY 

ROBIN A .  FRIEDMAN 

JAMES E. M A G !: !:  

G L E N  .... WILKINSON 

�OBERT W. 8ARKER 

CHARLES A. HOBBS 

ANGELO A. IAOAROLA 

PAUL S. OUIN'" 

LEON T. I(N"'UE� 

RICHARO A. BAENEN 

J£RRY C. STRAUS 

Ht"RBERT E:.. MARKS 

PIERRE J. u.FORCE 

FRANCES L HORN 

GORDO'" C. COF'f"WAN 

PATRICIA L 8ROWN 

STt"PHt"N R. 8E:LL 

R. ANTHONY ROGE:R5 

FOSTER DE REITZES 

":OHN lot. FACCIOL,o\. 

P H I U P  A.. NACl(t" 

THOMAS E. WILSON 

ROSEL H. HYDE C,,.ul 

WAS HINGTO N .  D. C. 20006 
(.�02) 833�9800 

CABLE ADDRESS 
"WILCBAR" 

September 10 , 1 9 7 9  

HAND DELIVERED 

R08[RT 8. M c K t N N A ,  ,JR. 
JOSEPH P, MARKOSKI 

STEVEN C .  LAMBERT 

S T E P H E N  A. HILDEBRANDT 

C H A R L E S  1. APPLER 

BARBARA S. WOODALL 

TOBEY B. ,.. ARZOUK 

LAUREL R. BERGOLO 
VALE RIE: K. SCHURMAN 

F. THOMAS MORAN 

CAROL L.. BARBE�O 

JACOUELYN R. L U K E  

J "' M E S  L. CASSERLY 

Environmental Protection Agency 
Mr. Wil l i am N .  Hedeman 
4 0 1  M Street , S . W .  
I'lashington , D . C .  2 0 4 6 0  

Re : Final Environmental Impact S tatement -
Co1strio Transmi s s ion Line 

Dear Hr . Hedeman : 

We repre s e n t  the Confederated Salish and Kootenai 
T::ibes o f  the Flathead Reservation , �Iontana ( the "Tribes " ) . 
These comments are submitted on behalf of the Tribes in 
conj unction with the Final Environmental Impact Statement 
prepared by Bonnevil l e  Power Administration ( " Bonnevi l le " )  
for the proposed Colstrip transmi s s ion line . 

In addition to the defects pointed out by our 
March 14 , 1 9 7 9  letter (set forth as L- 4 4  in the Final EIS) , 
Bonneville ' S  Final Environmental Impact Statement is fatally 
deficient in two respects . Bonnevi l l e  maintains that " [ t ] he 
reduced reliability of double circuit cons truction can be 
justi fied if a right-of-way i s  di fficult to obtain and the 
consequences of loss o f  both c i rcu i t s  no t too severe . "  ( Final 
EI S ,  letter 4 4  respon s e ) . This apparent sacrifice of reliability 
for practicality when the refusal o f  the Tribes to grant 
right-oi-way across the Fl athead Re servation or a variety o f  
other factors makes ?aralle1 s i �gle circuit lines unfeas ib le 
is nowhere adequately discus s e d .  
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Mr .  Wi lliam N .  Hedeman 
September 10 , 1979 
Page Two 

' 

L - C7u - .l -�;l,/ 

Bonneville ' s  failure t o  assign a value to and 
factor in the reliability element o f  its equation makes 
assessment of the accuracy o f  Bonneville ' s  conclusions 
extremely difficult i f  not impos sible . For example , how 
much less reliable is double v .  single stack? Enough to 
cast into doubt the value of the who le system if even 
a portion is double stacked or so minimally as to sugge st 
requiring double stacking for the entire system to reduce 
impact on agricultural land, commercial forest land, visual 
resources or other value s? Exactly how much more vulnerable 
are double s t ack high towers a s  compared to parallel single 
circuit lines ?  

The Final Environmental Impact Statement also fails 
to addre s s  the possibility of upgrading o f  the proposed 
transmi s sion lines and the impacts extremely high voltages 
would inflict upon the environment . Bonneville ' s  1978  
Annual Report notes plans t o  upgrade seven existing transmi ssion 
corridors from 10 . 5  million kilovolt to about 87 million 
kilovolt capacity "by rebuilding existing 345 kilovolt and 
lower voltage lines to double-circuit 50 0-KV and as soon as 
the higher voltage lines we are now testing become commercially 
available to single-circuit 1110 KV . "  ( p .  1 8 ) . 

The goal to develop 1110 KV lines perhaps demon strates 
that if Bonneville is al lowed to upgrade its 2 3 0  KV right
of-way across the Flathead Reservation , the precedent 
establi shed may well set the stage for further upgrading through
out the Northwe s t . This potential should be addre ssed in the 
EIS . 

There fore , the Final EIS should be revised to 
include the e ffects of likely future upgrading now, before 
the actual construction of the lower voltage lines establishes 
a new base line from which further environmental effects 
will be arguable "minimal . "  Piecemeal EIS presentation 
minimizes and disguises environmental effect s , thereby skewing 
the cos t-bene fit analysis in favor of construction . 

Mr. William N. dedeman 
September 10 , 1979 
Page Three 
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In summary , Bonneville ' s  Final Environmental 
Impact Statement should be revi sed to take proper account 
of the concerns expressed in our March 14 , 1979 letter as 
we l l  as the inadequate treatment of the issues of reliability 
and future upgrading o f  proposed line s .  

cc : Tribal Council 
Mr. Fred Houle 
Ms . Evelyn Stevenson 

Sincerely , 

WI��?�� . 
By : Richard Anthony Baenen 

Mr. Ronald Wilkerson , BPA 
Mr .  Richard Whi tesell 
Mr. Helwood W .  VanScoyoc 
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CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES WASHINGTON. D.C. 20515 

May 1 4 ,  1 9 8 2 

Mr. Peter Johnson, Administrator 
Bonneville Power Administration 
P . O .  Box 3621 
Portland, Oregon 97208 

Dear Peter. 
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As you know, U . S .  District Judge James Battin has ruled that 
BPA must comply with the sense of the substantive requirements of 
Montana ' s  Major Fac i l i ty Siting Act In the routing and construction 
o f  the Colstrip Transmi ssion lines. Hearings held by the Montana 
Department ot Natural Resources and Conservation on April 30-May 1 
sought to establish the exact nature of that compliance . 

Although the recent hearings hy the State focused on the Town
Bend-Garrison segment of the project , the standards of compl iance 
decided upon by the State will ot course affect the entire project 
in its reach across the length of western Montana from Garrison to 
the Idaho border. 

The State ' s  determination of which requirements are substantive 
will likely at fect both the corridor selection and the construction 
techniques .  Since the State ' s  decision i s  not expected until the 
first week of June , a most s ignificant determinant of the lines wi l l  
be unknown' when BPA ' s  comment period on the Garrison--Spokane Draft 
EIS ends , as presently scheduled , on May 2 8 .  

I ' m  sure you understand that i t  is important that Montanans 
review the State decision prior to tlnal comments on SPA ' .  Draft 
EIS . I therefore request and urge that you extend the May 28 
public comment deadline to July I ,  198 2 .  That will give Montanans 
a full month to consider the State ' s  prerogatives and apply them 
to their recommendations . My thanks for your considerat ion , and 
I look forward to your earliest reply. 

Best regards .  

Sincerely , 

1ittJA� 
Pat Will iams 

"....",..fitl't'A'T.ONK .. V � .. IHnD ON roAN" MADE WITH .. ECYCUO " ..... 

a. 07!� - SJ 

CI/., .... ... , 26 , 1"2 

JIIIDOralll . .. , 111111_ 
!loaM ot ........ "taU_ 
IIUIIl"ItOD, D.C. 205l!! 

_" .... IIUl1 •• : 
'ftI1a 111 ,1.0 .... pmuI to ,..p l.n.p ot *' 1". 1912. ill 11111011 yo. " ...... , ... 
ut..1Oa ot &be _, pert_ to. &be 0IarPi_ Spo ..... DraR arn..-ta1 lIIpM& ftIIc..., (m) . lie _ _  ld ..... ,..p ..... Uo. 1 . ... 1.'1"" to tile acr-t _ _  .. ..., 11' nua &be Stata ot IlDlltaa. 'nIB' ..,--at (cop)' 
_loMd ) pron .... tor Stata ...., .... Marel ...n .. at uae IIIIIIt.. portleB ot 
tile CJt.rrl_ SpoIc_ vaa.I. .. 1aa UM to detenI1M ..... tll .. .....,i11 • ......,. 
ldII1a.18t ... Uo. (RA) ... QCIIPUed IIlth tile .... t.U .. raqu1-'11 ot 
MoatIIa'. "'Jar IUlli" auac Aot. 
lie aU.ipata .,rtl1IIa o�l, n'lI uaa Stata .... 18. 111 ...new1lla tile poobllo 
... sua. _ta .. ua. lIPan m . ... ...... 1 ... nUl 1IlcIl'1'1dual . ..... IJ'OIIJIIl 
.. _tarUM _3M ... '" to "'U .. ta �.. ..ta NqII1.-nt. top 
_ ..... t1GB .0UY1'188 clftal ...... to. &be 1lIII01 .. T__o-GIrrl _ _  .. t 
w11l alaO be .-1,.. to. lao_loa 111 tile "'U"UOIl _ .... ot uae 11881 
__ 0t1aa ...,utloa'S- tor tile ClarPl_ SpokeM 11M. 
Is 11.' ot &be _ .... �_1tl •• tor Stata."A ooorell .. U_ ..... ot til. 
l .... -UI8II� ...new pan_ aU ... "" 21. 1912, ... ha .. _1dec1 DOt to 
ataDcI &be Draft m _., peP1ocI . 
.. ....... lIIta l"M" __ tIIG .... '- haft tile opport ... 1t, co _14." tha 
Stata'. nnCll ... to. .ppUoaU_ co tbe Clarrl�"_ ..... at. lie b.lina 
that tile State-BPA ..,--at ... tbe �ac ..... wttll 1Ilc1iY1d_1 . ..... ....... ,. 
.. 111 PrVYi- uat. opport..ut, ln a .-.... ... ot ololl. ooaperatlOil bet_ 
tile Stata .. CI tile .... n1U. ,-" IdII1nlatreUoD. 

.... 10 ..... 

S1BHNl,. 
(c,.. .... , "' ......... T r-"\ ... "",�" 
.... 1l1.trator 



� ....... 
0) 
<.0 

Mr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P .  O. Box 4327 
Mi ssoul a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskri dge : 

L-MS- l- 02 �S" 
�'M S,'-.;t;tlo 

Thi s 1 etter i s  in response to the Draft Envi ronmenta 1 Impact Statement 
on the Garri son-Spokane 500 kv transmi s s i on l i ne. Please i n c l ude i t  i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement with your f i nd i ngs that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unacceptabl e because it woul d  traverse a densely 
settled resi dent i a l  area ; be cl ose to over 40 resi dence s ;  create noi se 
pol l ution ; have a devastating v i sual impact both on the surrounding residences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattlesnake W i l derness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conj unction wi th the existing l i ne s ;  wou l d  cause d i sruption during construc
t i on ; wou l d  be v i s i bl e  to l arge numbers of peopl e ;  and coul d not pos s i bl y  
serve a s  a corridor for add i t i onal powerl i ne s .  I further agree with your 
findi ngs that a route through the National Recrea t i on Area i s  unacceptable 
because constructi on wou l d  endanger the muni c i pal water supply; the l i ne 
woul d  destroy the recreational '/a l ue of a heav i l y  used are a ;  the l i ne woul d  
greatly d i m i n i s h  the val ue of the nearby W i l derness area ; and i t  woul d  
di sturb wi l d l  i fe .  

I want t o  record my strong protest regard i ng the fact that the BPA fai l ed to 
note the vi sua 1 impact of a l i ne through the ex i sti ng corridor on t:le enti re 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much avai l ab l e  
research regard i ng t h e  recreati onal use ,  t h e  wi l d l i fe ,  pl antl i fe ,  and ecology 
of the NRA; fai l ed to explore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aer i a l  
f i  r e  suppress i on ; f a i  1 ed to g i  ve proper a n d  suffi c i  e n t  w e i  g h t  to the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on b i  g game wi nter rang e ,  on water qual i ty ,  and on 
high user i nten s i ty ;  and fai l ed to consi der suffi ciently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subd i v i si on s .  

Thank y o u  for your consi derat i on .  

S i ncere l y ,  (}t?l 0f lJ�d '11 7{)./l(/.2/:c,-
Name :  
Address : t ; "  

George Eskridge 
Bonneville Power Administration 
T ransmi s sion Coordination O ffice 
P . O . Box 4J?7 
l,l i s soul a ,  Mt . 59806 

Dear Wr. Eskridge , 

L-HN- l-02:l'l 

5/ 17/82 

Susan M .  Appelt 
P . O . Box 7 5  
Hus on, [,It . 59806 

J am sending this letter on behalf of all I love 
and cherisn in [,lontana . 

' "  

These be ing , the maje'st"ic, J1lountains , the tall pine 
tre e s ,  the peaceful valleys , the raging rivers , ' the pri c e l e s s  
and irreplaceable w i l d l i fe , and n o t  in the l e as t ,' m y  good friends 
and ne ighbors , , whom also re side , as I do , in this unique and 
fantastic " ;locky 1IJountain Paradise ': 

500 ki lavolt twin powerlines ,  175 foot tal l ,  
monsterously treading across th i s  beautiful state , and j e o pard
i zine the he alth and welfare of a l l  these things I love? 

S caring and destroying a l l  the beauty which God 
has given us . Polluting the air with unfore seen health-hazzards , 
and leaving this ugliness for our decendents as the i r  heritage? 

Surely a man would have to be b l ind not to see how 
very special th i s  part o f  the country is . Why ruin it for an 
un-ne ces sary money-making pro j e ct? 

The soul of a man w i th greed for a heart , w i l l  
surely rece ive his " Just Reward , "  

I pray these " Aerial Sewers " w i l l  never become 
a re ality . Not only to s pare myse l f ,  my fam i l y ,  and mY neigh
bors from such a horrible fate , but so years from now , our 
generation will not be looked back on with s corn and d i sgus t .  

I n  Complete di sagreement iii t h  Every
thing these Powe rline s  Hepre sent , 

YQurs In Christ , -���q �t-rrr-
Susan M .  Appe l t  
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May 1 7 , 1 982 

George Eskridge 
Bonneville Power Admini stration 
Transmi ssion Coordination Office 
P .  O. Box 4327 
Mi ssoula, Montana 59806 
Dear Mr. Eskridge, 

Due to the fac t that there have been no i�depth 
studie s  made on the effec t s  lines of thi s magnitude 
would have on human beings, I feel it is imperative 
that the se lines are kept away from populated areas . 
The chosen route will very possibly become an energy 
corri dor increasing health hazards .  

People are valuable assets and we should be given 
your utmost concern. Can we be assured that there 
wi ll be no adverse bealth effects for our family? 

BPA should be made to reevaluate the entire line 
and examine the consequences before being granted 
permission to build.  

Yours truly, 

�o-IV;V,\tIJ'\,;�; " .  
Donna Meitner 
star Rte . ,  Box 420 
Hu son, �It .  59846 

Mr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P . O .  Box 4327 
Mi ssoul a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskri dge : 

L-MS-I- I "I �  

This l etter i s  i n  response t o  the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garrison-Spokane 500 kv transmi s s i on l i ne .  Ple ase i ncl ude it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement wi th your fi ndi ngs that a route through 
the exi st i ng corridor is unacceptable because it wou l d  traverse a densely 
settled residenti a l  a re a ;  be cl ose to over 40 residence s ;  create noise 
pol l ution ; have a devastating vi sual impact both on the surrounding residences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattlesnake Wi l derness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conjunction with the exi sting l i nes ; wou l d  cause di sruption during construc
t i on ;  wou l d  be v i s i b l e  to l arge numbers of peop l e ;  and could not pos s i bl y  
serve as a corridor for additional powerl i ne s .  I further agree with your 
fi ndings that a route through the Nat i onal  Recreation Area is unacceptabl e 
because construction wou l d  endanger the mun i c i pal water supply; the 1 i ne 
would destroy the recreati onal val ue of a heav i l y  used a re a ;  the l i ne wou l d  
greatly d i mi n i s h  the val ue of the nearby Wi l derness area ; and i t  woul d  
di sturb w i l d l  i fe .  

I want to record my strong protest regarding the fact that the BPA fai l ed to 
note the v i  sua 1 impact of a l i ne through the exi sti ng corri dor on the ent i re 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much avai l able 
research rega rd i ng the recreati onal u se ,  the wi l dl i fe , pl antl i fe ,  and ecol ogy 
of the NRA; fai l ed to expl ore the effect of a l i ne througH the NRA on aeri a l  
f i re suppress i on ;  fai led t o  g i ve proper and suff i cient weight t o  the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on bi g game wi nter range , on water qua 1 i ty , and on 
high user intensi ty ;  and fai l ed to consider suffi ciently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subdi v i s i ons.  

Thank you for your consideration . 

� 
Mitche l l  

Si ncereQ 
Name : John A .  
Address : 2 9 0 7  Hir:hland Drive , Hissoula ,  Montana 59802  
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Hr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P. O. Box 4327 
Mi  ssou I a .  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskri dge : 

-HS-l- .. 13 1  

T h i s  letter i s  i n  response t o  the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garrison-Spokane 500 kv transmi s s i on l i ne .  Please i nc l ude it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement wi th your findings that a route through 
the exi sti ng corridor is unacceptable because it would traverse a densely 
settled residential area ; be cl ose to over 40 residence s ;  c reate noise . 

po l l ution ; have a devastating v i sual impact both on the surrounding resi dences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattlesnake Wi l derness Area . espec i a l ly 
in conjunction wi th the exi st i ng l i nes ; wou l d  cause d i sruption during construc
t i on ;  woul d  be v i s i bl e  to l arge numbers of peop l e ;  and cou l d  not pos s i b l y  
serve a s  a corri d o r  f o r  add i t  i ona I power l i nes. I further agree w i t h  your 
findings that a route through the National Recreat i on Area i s  unacceptable 
because construction woul d  endanger the mun i c i pal  water suppl y ;  the l i ne 
woul d  destroy the recreational val ue of a heav i l y  used a re a ;  the l i ne woul d  
greatly d i mi n i s h  the val ue o f  the nearby Wi l derness area ; and i t  would 
di sturb wi ldl i fe .  

I want t o  record my strong protest regardi n g  the fact that the BPA fai l ed to 
note the v i sual impact of a l i ne through the exi sting corridor on the entire 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much ava i l able 
research regarding the recreati onal u se .  the wi l dl i fe . p l antl i fe .  and ecol ogy 
of the NRA; fai l ed to explore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aer i a l  
f i re suppression ; fai l ed t o  g i ve proper and suff i c i ent wei ght t o  the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on big game wi nter range. on water qua l i ty .  and on 
h i gh user intensity ; and fai l ed to consi der sufficiently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes i n  future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subd i v i s i ons . 

Thank you for your con s i deration. 

Si ncerely. /� 1 .. � 
H�� fJ. -S.,LL 
"" a .. � 1/  

Name : 
Address : 

,., .... 4&, � "" #1 
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Retype<! from Original Le$ter 

George Eskridge, Projects Information Officer 
Bonneville Power Administrat ion 
Transmission Coordination Office 
1620 Regent 
P .O. Box 4327 
Missoula, Montana 59806 

Dear Sir : 

May 1 7 ,  1982 
Box 117 
Alberton, MI' 59820 

Please include this letter in your file of public responses to the BPA 
public meetings on the Gar r ison-Spokane Project. 

First of all, I found the EIg lacking in information directly related to 
the private landowners in the areas of health, land devaluation, cormnun ication 
problems, fire protection, and aesthetic apprec iation. 

I ' m  certain that all private landowners deserve to know how much radiation 
will fall from the lines, its effect on humans and other animals, and related 
dangers. Each landowner deserves to know the loss on land values in dollar 
amounts.. How will the limited radio and television reception be effected? 
Bow psycholog ically i r r i tating is the -humming- of the lines? As you know, 
both Forest Service and BPA officials warn fire fighters of enter ing the core 
area of corridors dur ing forest f i res. This informat ion was not included in 
the EIS. Landowners usually buy land with a scenic view as one criter ion, 
power lines certainly are not scenic. 

*Next, the power line should be located in the drainage between the tunnel 
near the Clark Fork River and the Eddy Creek as opposed to the other two 
alternate routes for crossing the Clark Fork River.  This suggestion only 
pertains to the Taft Proposal if selected . 

The Tank Creek area has been a very good hunting area for elk. The Taft 
Line Route will simply drive the elk farther into the very limited area left 
for wildlife. The use of existing corr idors would certainly ease the pressure 
on wildlife habi tat. 

I would like to see statements in the EIS which confirm compliance with 
NEPA standards.. Pertinent standards could be cited and the compliance 
measures listed .. 

Several Montana landowners and other taxpayers are giving up many con
cessions. These same people will receive little and more likely nothing in 
return unless the power lines cross d! rectly over their personal property. 
The SPA cannot re imburse anyone else for environmental impact.  Counties such 
as Mineral County with a seven percent (7') tax base due to pUblic land lose 
again: 

L-AL-I-Z30 

It seems as though existing corr idors have already created an environ
mental impact .  This is unfortunate but they have been developed and they do 
exist. Why create other corridors which will only add to the environmental 
impact of a beaut i ful area of Montana? It doesn ' t  appear conservationally 
sound to keep tearing up more land when we can use what we ' ve already torn 
up. Can we assume that other corridors will be studied, argued, and created 
in the future even though the same areas contain existing corridors? 

I will end with a plea to use a presently impacted area--the existing 
corridor. It is  there, lines are there, residents have been inconven i enced . 
Wildlif __ has moved or readjusted. The studies have been approved. Erosion 
has been controlled by now. BPA has acqu ired the land. It is  s imply wasteful 
to begin again in an area close to the existing cor ridor. 

Sincerely yours, 

IS/Wayne G. Peterson 



,.. ... ",,,, .... " . .  
it  0 0  . .  
.. I..J 

VI .. 1 73 

'-.i 
' ..J  � -' 

� '"< 
f, � V 

) " 
" '. ' "  -i " � � � '" � ',� ".. <..j " ';! � '''-' J \: 



$ I-' 
� 

Mr. George Eskri dge 
BPA 
P . O. Box 4327 
Mi ssoul a ,  MT 59806 

tJear Mr. Eskridge : 

L-MS-J- ;U'1 

Thi s l etter i s  i n  response to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garrison-Spokane 500 kv transm i s s i on l i ne. Pl ease i n c l ude it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement wi th your findi ngs that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unacceptabl� because it woul d  traverse a densely 
settled res i dent i al a re a ;  be cl ose to over 40 res i dence s ;  create noi se 
po l l ution ; have a devastating v i sual  impact both on the surroundi ng res i dences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattl esnake W i l derness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conjunction with the ex i st i ng l i ne s ;  wou l d  cause d i sruption during construc
t i on ;  woul d  be v i s i bl e  to l arge numbers of peop l e ;  and could not pos s i b l y  
serve as a corridor for add i t i onal power l i ne s .  I further agree with your 
findings that a route through the National Recreation Area i s  unacceptable 
because constructi on woul d endanger the muni c i  pa 1 water suppl y ;  the 1 ine 
woul d  destroy the recreational val ue of a heav i l y  used a re a ;  the l i ne woul d  
g reatly d i mi n i s h  the val ue o f  the nearby W i l derness area ; and i t  woul d  
di sturb w i l d l i fe .  • 

I want to record my strong protest regard i ng the fact that the BPA fai l ed to 
note the. v i sual  impact of a l i ne through the ex i sting corridor on the entire 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much ava i l able 
research regardi ng the recreati onal use , the wi l dl i fe , pl antl i fe ,  and ecol ogy 
of the NRA; fai l ed to explore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aeri a l  
f i re suppression ;  fai l ed t o  g i ve proper a n d  sufficient wei ght t o  the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on big game winter range , on water qua l i ty ,  and on 
h i g h  user i nten s i ty ;  and fai l ed to consider suff i c i ently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subd i v i s i ons.  

Than.k you for your consi derati on .  

S i ncere l y ,  

Name : c-:t� /!/ '�' ' -
Address : I? /�./-df v 
T. E. Geraghty / 
1718 Tr aynor Drive 

Hissoula, MT 59801 

Mr. George Eskri dge 
BPA 
P. O. Box 4327 
Mi ssoul a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskri dge : 

L-MS-J- .US 

Thi s l etter i s  in response to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garrison-Spokane 500 kv transmi s s i on l i ne. Ple ase i n c l ude it i n  
the record. 

I want to express my strong agreement wi th your f i nd i ng s  that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unacceptable because it wou l d  traverse a densely 
settled res ident i a l  area ; be cl ose to over 40 residence s ;  c reate noi se 
pol l ution; have a devastating v i sual  impact both on the surround i ng re sidences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattlesnake Wi l derness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conj unction w i t h  the exi sting l i ne s ;  wou l d  cause d i sruption during construc
ti on ;  wou l d  be v i s i ble to l arge numbers of peopl e ;  and could not pos s i b l y  
serve a s  a corri dor for addi t i on a  1 powerl i nes . I further agree wi th your 
findi ngs that a route through the National Recreation Area is unacceptable 
because cons tructi on woul d endanger the muni ci  pa 1 water suppl y ;  the 1 i ne 
would destroy the recreational val ue of a heav i l y  used are a ;  the l i ne would 
greatly d i mi n i s h  the val ue of the nearby Wi l derness area ; and it woul d  
d i sturb w i l d l  ife. 

I want to record my strong protest regarding the fact that the BPA fai led to 
note the vi sual impact of a l i ne through the existing corridor on the entire 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fa il ed to take account of much ava il ab 1 e 
research regard i ng the recreati onal use ,  the wi l dl i fe , pl antl i f e ,  and ecol ogy 
of the NRA; fai l ed to explore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aeri a l  
f i re suppres s i o n ;  fai l ed t o  g i ve proper a n d  suff i c i ent weight to the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on bi g game wi nter rang e ,  on water qual i ty ,  and on 
high user i ntens i ty ;  and fai l ed to consider suff i ciently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subd i v i s ions.  

Thank you for your cons i derat i on . 

Si ncerel: , I, '  yJ � _ 
cA.;;> > _7'i • . .  c:J/ -

I" rs::',]. L. Chaffee Name : 
. ilOl \1 . Gree!1ouG� Dr. ,  Address . Eissoula, ET 59 02 
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33OO W. B ROADWAY 

HIWAY lOWEST 

PHONE 549·6169 
M I S SOULA, MONTANA 

S wuUL w. U,. /o.LLowi.n9 COIm/.,dl1 wui /I..COfTI •• ndu.t.WM t.o to. .,.i.€.fl.d 
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nofl.i.l, I1W. 0/ f;ilL./I. 1 "';'. S urul€./ll1tand that. a ;.. mo/l.. conv.n<..nt. t.o 
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SKI SHOP - SKI DOO -
EVINRUDE OUTBOARDS 
REINELL, STARCRAFT, GLASTRON BOAT� 5ULL 

L- I"\C - I - U'l 

3JOO W BROADWAY 

H IWAY lO WEST 

PHONE 549-6169 
MISSOULA, MONTANA 

ArwtAv.. b4- COnC-<'AIt that �j>J)ulJ be "-'!JLWUlJlf1 cof1Ai.delted « the 
heavJl Me of tlte llJlea bfl ,,,-/If'JT1f!Il cmd huni.�. :VAile mol1t ot tltem lVle 
�od ciHJ-ef1A, tAeAt lVle thol1e amo"9- 1.1."", that wilL lihoot at Olt del1i1Lofi 
aru;tA�, whidt « evi.df!Ilced 6J1 the b=,-ed POWVl Li.neA ot whi.cit the lLiAelt 
bOX-eli have bef!Il aLmol1i. deAiILoJled bJl Mile p-Ae. ]hiA 1Vl€a iA V€lti/ ac
c<!AMble to tollKl blfl Ilemote i..n i..i.I1 nattul<, tIt€ltetolle, f!IlCOWUl:t-Vl tAiA tflP. 
ot acHvi..4. fllha/. a bett€lt �et tkn a hu:t-e a;t-ifl POWVl 1i..ne! 

JOlt tlte above Itf!Q.l1OnIl., 9 woulJ Ileconunend that tlte flJi..11€It 'P wI< 
/lOlde be UIJ.ed. A1I1o, i..n � to the Lwul OIlKl€lt i..nvolved, he l1A:JulJ 
coop€ltate ""-tit a=e..,. that woulJ be Locked at all tiJneA, eaI1i..n:t- tAe 
iIta#i..c i..nvolved to JIOtul Li.ne. ] he ItOlde woulJ aiI10 have leM. iJnpad 
on Li../eAtV1e1i i..nvolved cmd be leM. of an eJle.wlte. 9t wulJ CItOI1I1 1€1111 
pltOdw::.ti..ve P;ItVlt Land cmd diA.ttutb leM. wi.1d1i.te habUat. 

9n Iiholti, the UnpItOVf'JTIf!Ilt of. exiA.� JWO.LiA cmd bui1d� of new 
woulJ be fwt leM. o/- a head.acJ .. tJ.an �i..n:t- the eaI1f1 ltOute wi.th mudt 
molte expol1tule to varuiD.liAm and diAioItbance o/- a v€ItJI tend€lt cmd eAtheti..c 
llJlea. 

'ileI1fecttallJl, ) 

�/' " 

. ; t!;// . ____ ._ 7/0 eIti !t. AndeMo,( 
oute 5 flii.liiv.. Cited, 

George Eskridge 
B onnevi lle Power Admini strati on 
T ransmi ssion C o ordination Office 
P .  O .  Box 4327 
�i ssoula , � t .  59806 
Dear �r . E skridge ; 

L-HN-l- �3e � - H N - I - ;t3'1 
May 18 , 1982 

Regarding the proposed BPA 500 Kv powerline s ,  and without 
alot of detai led elaborat i on ,  whi ch we know you are aware 
of , you people should be made to j ustify a few of the more 
obvi ous serious prob lems of thi s pro j ect . 

T he Reagan admini stration i s  supporting "States R i ghts " . 
What a contradiction to have a federal agency attempt 
to by-pass State laws , such as our M ontana Fac i lity S i t ing 
Act to shove a pro j e c t  of thi s magnitude down our t hroats , 
when in fact maybe the feds should let powerlines j ustify 
themselves in the free market . 

NEED - - -folks , thi s should be a rather important sub j ec t . 
BPA ' s  own pro j ections show lower energy demands in years 
ahead than they had previ ously pro jected . Lower demand , 
conservation , the c losing of Bunker Hi l l ,  neclear plants 
in Wa . state and other b i g  users along with continued 
recession ( and future inevitable rec e ssi ons ) all point to 
a NEED to que s t i on BPA ' s  plans . 

BPA has not addressed health hazards on humans . Battelle 
Northwest Laboratori e s ,  which is financed mostly by the Dept . 
of Energy , B onnevi l �' s  parent agency and by the E lectric 
Power Research Institute , sc i enti sts have found "definate 
b i ological effects due to exposure of the electrical fi e lds 
from the line s " , i n  laboratory animals . T h i s  study is not 
completed and i t  appears due to federal budget c ut s  thi s 
study could be cut off thi s year . Now thats great . Our 
dec i sion makers continue to support thi s pro ject with no 
evi dent regard to other people ' s  health , not to mention 
the effects to domest i c  animals and wi ld life . 

T he economic impac ts to Montanans are staggering . BPA ' s  
draft EIS indicates a n  approximate $ 1  m i l l i on loss o f  county 
tax revenues to M i ssoula C ounty alone for the first year . 
In Montana the low level of nonfarm earnings is 85 to 88 
percent of the national f i gure . T he M i ssoula economy i s  
probably the most cyc l i c  o f  Montana ' s  urban areas , Mi ssoula 
is suffering an upward 30% unemployment rate in May of "82" . 
BPA powerlines would devaluate private propert i e s , and all 
this for power Montanans aren ' t  even using . Montana , rich in 
natural resourc e s  has been dunned to contribute towards our 
national natural resource shortage . What federal agency 
wi ll be there for Montana should she collapse with financ i al 
depre s si o n� Our present state economic depression was not 
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yet known when the draft E I S  was made up . I t  i s  now a very 
real problem . I t  is time to re -examine thi s entire pro ject 
with very serious considerations gi ven to present needs and 
problem s .  We therefore elect that "NO ACTION" is the only 
really sensible solution . 

We are realistic and are aware that government agenc i e s  tend 
to unfail ingly j ustify the need for their own pro j ects , in 
general they opt for the most grandi o se and expensive pro j e c t s ,  
always justi fying them in the pub l i c  intere st , w e  therefore 
reluc tantly b e l i eve the Taft route to be the least impact 
to people and environment , with alterations at the N i nemi l e  
to avo i d  threatened health and environmental hazards t o  the 
people in that valley . 

Please give our first choice , that of NO ACTION your very 
most serious consi derations when making your final dec i s i ons . 

S i ncerely , 

b�, 
( I  ) -- )  -' )J/ ,- - / ,  --'-- L _ \ ( ___ _ _� f � j , � 

E l s i e  M .  Parker 
S i xmi l e  Road 
Huson, M ontana 59846 

Mr. George E. ESkridge 
Projeot Information Offioer 
Bonneville Power Adminls tratlon 
P . O .  Box 4J27 
Mlssoula, �ontana 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskrldge / 

L-OC- l- � "I O  

P . O .  Box 1177 
Clearlake ,  Ca. 95422 
May 1 5 ,  1982 

I wlsh to go on reoord In your flnal Envlronmental Impaot 
Statement of the Garrlson-Spokane 500-kv Transml s s lon Project 
as being very muoh opposed to the portlon of your Ta ft - C route 
who lh orosses Sectlon 4 and Seotlon 9 In T. 8N. ; R IJW. 
Granl te county, Montana . 

Thls proposed Taft route orosses the town of Maxvl11 e ,  
Mo�tana and two of m y  s lx patented mlnlng olalms . Thls 1 1 ne 
would greatly 11mlt the extent of future minlng operatlons 
on my patented olalms and would cause severe eoonoml0 Impao t .  

I understand that t h e  Granlte County All lance has proposed 
an al�ermate route about three ml1es south of Maxvl11e whloh 
wbuld be mostly on publlc land . I s trongly urge you to 
conslder thls more southerly route whloh would bypass my 
mlnlng olalms and the town of Maxvl11e. 

Slncerely, ) 
(��� )// �':1-! �lne M. Murphy � 
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Mr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
1 620 Regent 
P . O. Box 4327 
Mi s JW1 a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskri dge : 

L-MS-3- .l L/ 1  

Fri ends o f  the Rattlesnake 
P . O .  Box 7491 
Mi ssou l a , MT 59807 
May 1 0 ,  1 982 

Thi s letter i s  the reponse of the Board of the Friends of the Rattlesnake to 
your agency ' s  Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement for the Garrison-Spokane 
500-kv Transmi ssi on Project. Pl ease incl ude i t  in the record . 

The Board of the Friends of the Rattl esnake ( FOR) does not support any of the 
routes consi dered in your DE I S .  By our charter and purpose , however , it i s  
o u r  spec i a l  duty t o  oppose t h e  routes that have been proposed through the 
Rattlesnake va l l ey.  I t  is the j udgment of the Board of FOR that this opposition 
to the l i nes has the strongest support in point of fact and l aw. Some of 
that supporting evidence. has been considered in the DE I S  whi l e  other crucial 
evi dence and l egal points have been omi tted . Accord i ng l y  thi s l etter has 
two parts. 

I. FOR ' s  Agreement with BPA ' s  F i ndings 

The Board o f  FOR agrees with the fo l l owing findings of the DEIS.  

( 1 )  The route through the exi sting corridor that traverses the Rattlesnake 
val l ey i s  unacceptable because a 500-kv 1 ine wou l d  

a .  cross a densely settled residential area a n d  b e  cl ose to over 4 0  
residence s ;  

b.  create noise pol l ut i on ; 
c. bave a devastating vi sua l impact on its illll1ed i ate v i c i n i ty and on the 

val l ey as a ga teway to the Rattlesnake W i l derness Area espec i a l l y  
in conjunction w i t h  t h e  exi sting power1 ines i n  t h e  corridor : 

d. be v i s i b l e  to a l a rge number of peopl e ;  
e .  cause di sruption for the residences during construction ; 
f. not be abl e ,  even i f  there were no other impacts , to accOllll1odate 

add i t i onal future high tension power1 i nes. 

(2) The route through the Rattlesnake National Recrea t i on Area ( NRA) is unaccep
tabl e because a 500-kv 1 i ne would 

a .  endanger the muni ci pal water supply through runoff and si l tation from 
the access and mai ntenance roads in an area of probl em sOi l s ;  

b .  destroy, th�ough i t  v i  sua 1 impact , associ ated road construct i on , and 
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d i sturbance of the vegetat i ve cover , the recreati onal value of a 
heav i ly used a re a ;  

c .  have a strong ly negative v i sual impact on t h e  nearby W i l derness 
Area ; 

d. di sturb wi l d l i fe .  

I I .  FOR ' s  Di sagreement wi th the BPA ' s  Findings 

Whi l e  the case that the BPA has made against rou t i ng the power1 i ne through the 
Rattl esnake va l l ey i s  strong , the actual case i s  in fact much stronger sti l l . 
Thi s  is so for three reason s :  Fi rst , the BPA i n  some cases has not g i ven 
proper and suffi ci ent attent i on to i ssues it has addressed . Second , there 
are points of fact and of l aw that the BPA has ignored. Thi rd and underlying 
much of the f i  rst two poi nts , the BPA has i gnored a great deal of avai l abl e 
resea rch , part i cu l arly as it pertains to the N . R . A. What fol l ows i s  a detai l ed 
statement of these defi ciencies.  

( 1 )  Shortcomings i n  the DEIS Regard i ng the Exi st i ng Corridor 

a. The DEIS fai l ed to consider the ful l vi sual impact of a l i ne whi ch , 
crossing the Rattlesnake val l ey and the northern foothi l l s  of the 
Missou l a  val ley, would destroy the enti re northern vi sta from the 
c i ty and be v i s i b l e  to tens of thousands of residences and peopl e .  
This i s  not refl ected o n  the V i sual Alterations Corri dor Impact Map . 

b. The DEIS fai led to g i ve suffi c i ent wei ght to the impact of a l i ne 
on future subdi vi s i ons in the Grant Creek -and But1 er Creek areas. 
The impacts that the BPA noted for the residential areas in the 
Rattlesnake val l ey would i n  the future be mul tipl i ed and fa l l  on 
add i t i onal thousands of peopl e i n  the Grant Creek and Butler Creek 
val leys . 

l2 )  Shortcom i ngs in the DEIS Regardi ng the Rattlesnake NRA 

There is much publ i shed and ava i l able research regard i ng the recreat i on , 
the fauna , and the fl ora of the N . R . A .  that was cal l ed to the BPA' S atte ntion 
but was ignored. References to that research is obtai nable from the fol l owing 
persons : 

Professor Charles Jonke1 
Department of Wi l d 1  i fe B i o l ogy 
Uni versity of Montana 
Mi ssou l a ,  MT 5981 2 

Professor Bart 0 'Gara 
Montana Cooperat i ve W i l d l i fe 
Research Unit 
Uni versity of Montana 
Mi ssou1 a ,  MT 5981 2 

Professor Steve McCool 
School of Forestry 
University of Montana 
Mi ssou l a ,  MT 598 1 2  

M r .  Ken Wal l 
W i l derness Institute 
School of Forestry 
Uni versi ty of Montana 
Mi ssou l a ,  MT 5981 2 



� ........ 
� 
<.0 

Friends of the Ratt l e snake 
Page 3 

L - n, ;. .. " - ;1  </ I 

The fol l ow i ng defi c i en c i es i n  the OEIS regarding the NRA are l arge l y ,  though 
not excl usively, due to the BPA ' s  fai l ure to consider and use that research. 
The defi ci enci es are the fol l owi n g :  

a .  Though the NRA does not con ta i n  uni que pl ant o r  animal speci e s ,  i t  
conta i n s  a uni que col l ection o r  convnu n i ty o f  fauna a n d  fl ora i n  cl ose 
v i c i n i ty to an urban area and an academ i c  i nsti tuti on . It has been 
used for research and teaching purposes by the Un ivers i ty of Montana ' s  
School of Forestry and has been desi gnated as an NRA i n  part for 
i ts educational value.  The BPA fa i l ed to note these facts and 1n ..... ( 
particular fa i l ed to i ncl ude the NRA in i t s  map of Research Na�/ 
Botan i cal  Areas .  

b .  T h e  BPA fai l ed t o  consider fu l l y  t h e  fact that access and mai ntenance 
roads wou l d  have to be constructed on Stawberry Ridge ( separating 
Spring Creek and Rattl esnake Creek )  and that those roads wou l d  d i sturb 
criti cal winter range area of mu l e  deer , e l k ,  whiteta i l  deer, and 
cougar in addi t i on to mak i ng this  area access i b l e  to humans ( p .  IV-31 
in the pri nci pal document ; further page references are to the same 
source ) .  Apart from ignor i ng the i ssue of criti cal winter range , the 
OEIS is al so i nconsi stent i n  its v i ew of roading impacts. I t  seems 
optimistic when it tal ks about m i t i gating those impacts on wi l d l i fe 
( p .  IV-31 ) .  But when it tal ks about water resources , soi 1 s ,  and geol ogy 
(pp.  IV-32 and IV-33)  i t  i s  candi d  about the severity and l ong durati on 
of those impacts. The BPA ' s  fa i l ure to consider the l i ne ' s  fu l l  
impact on wi l d l ife i s  evi dent al so on the Wi l d l i fe Corridor Impact Map. 

c. The BPA recognizes that the power1 ine cou l d  impede aerial  forest 
fi re suppression.  But it ignores the fact that i n  the NRA there i s  
a unique combi nation of four factors that makes ful l est aer i a l  f i re 
supression in the immediate v i c i n ity of the power1 i ne absolutely 
mandatory. Those factors are : 1 . )  High accummu1 ation of fue l s .  2 . ) Steep 
sl opes. 3 . ) Heavy recreational use. 3 . )  Residences wi th 1 imi ted escape 
routes in cl osest proximity.  Ev i dence for the h i g h  forest f i re danger 
and the need for aerial  fire suppression comes from the fact that 
wi thin the past decade there were two f i res within  a few hundred yards 
of the proposed route , both req u i r i ng aeri a l  suppression. 

But even if "proh 1 ems can be reduced to acceptable 1 eve 1 s"  ( p .  IV-24 ) ,  whi ch seems 
most unl i ke l y ;  the miti gation measures ( "heightening the v i s i bi l i ty of transmi ssion 
l i ne wi th aerial markers" ) would further i ncrease the a l ready devastat i ng v i sual 
impact of the l i ne.  The OEIS shows no awareness of thi s .  

Here too, i n  regard t o  t h e  v i sual impact , t h e  OEIS i s  i ncon s i stent. I n  one pl ace 
( p .  IV-36) it suggests that the impact could be l essened by avoi d i ng access roads 
and usi ng non-refl ective material s .  But it i s  c l ea r ,  as sa i d  before , that heavy 
roading woul d  occur and marki ng of l i ne s ;  and the OEIS i tsel f adm i ts (on p. IV-3D) 
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that there i s  only one effective mitigation mea sure : "Avo i d i ng crossing over 
or close to i ntensive use areas would consti tute the best m i t i gat i on . "  

d.  The OE I S  notes that there i s  " i ntensive recreat i on use" i n  the HRA. 
But thi s i s  a vague and unqua l i fied statement consi dering the 
detai l ed data that are avai labl e on the subject .  Though cooparable 
data for other areas may not be avai l abl e ,  the ones ava i l abl e for 
the NRA strongly suggest that no segment of any of the proposed 
routes lIOu 1 d  as hea v i ly affect recreational use as segment 1 1 4  
through the NRA. This  the BPA again fai l ed to note on the Recreation 
Corridor Impact Map. 

e. I n  the d i scussion of i mpacts on water resou rces ( p .  IV-32 ) , the OE I S  
fa i l s  t o  g i ve appropriate consideration to the problem .soi l s  i n  
the NRA. The Hydrol ogy Corridor Impact Map fa i l  s to extend t h e  area 
of highest impact to the entire ( northern ) drai nages of Rattl esnake 
Creek and Spring Gulch Creek ,  both of whi c h  are important to the 
mun i c i pal water supply. 

f .  The OE I S  recognizes repeatedl y  (pp . 1 I I - 2 ,  IV-36 , IV-8S ) that the 
impacts of a power1 i ne wou l d  not be consi stent and compat i b l e  with 
the l egal l y  defined purpose of the NRA, " protect i ng it against 
non-recreati ona l devel opment" (p. I I I -2 ) .  But the OE I S  reasons 
that, s i nce l i nes are not spec i f i ca l l y  prohi b i ted by the law, 
such a l i ne woul d  probab l y  be al l owed . Thi s concl usi on i s  cl early 
in confl i c t  with the fi ndings of Congress as stated i n  the Rattl e
snake NRA and Wi l derness Act and wi th the uses that the Act is 
i ntended to preserve and to promote. FOR wou l d  be coope l l ed to 
seek the protect ion of the courts to safeguard the i ntent of the 
Rattl esnake NRA and Wi l derness Act and of the uses specified 
therei n .  Even the l im i ted and partial l y  fl awed f i n d i ngs of the 
BPA regarding the impact of a power1 i ne on the IlRA suffice to show 
that the power1 i ne ' s  impact wou l d  be. devastating to the "high value 
for mun i c i pal watershed , recreati on , wi l d l i fe habi tat , and ecolo
gi cal and educational purposes" wh i c h  the Act is deSigned to protect . 

We urge the BPA to consider and to incorporate in the final E I S  the points 
that we have brought to your attention in the second part of th i s  l etter. 

Thank you for your attention. 

Si ncere l y ,  

C-- C� 
Cass Chinske 
President ,  FOR 
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Mr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P . O. Box 4327 
Mi ssoula ,  MT 59806 

()ear Mr. Eskridg e :  

L-MS-l- J. 'i ;/'  

Thi s l etter i s  i n  response t o  the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garri son-Spokane 500 kv transm i s s i on l i ne. P l ease incl ude it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement wi th your findings that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unacceptabl e because it woul d  traverse a densely 
settled residential area ; be c l ose to over 40 residence s ;  create noi se 
po l l ution ; have a devastating v i sual impact both on the surround i ng resi dences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattlesnake W i l derness Area , especi a l l y  
i n  conj unction wi th the exi sting l ines ; wou l d  cause d i sruption during construc
tion; wou l d  be v i s i bl e  to l arge numbers of peopl e ;  and could not possibly 
serve as  a corri dor for add i t i onal powerl i ne s .  I further agree with your 
findings that a route through the National Recreation Area is unacceptabl e 
because construction woul d  endanger the mun i c i pal water supply; the l i ne 
woul d  destroy the recreational value of a heav i l y  used area; the l i ne woul d  
greatly d i mi n i s h  the ,value o f  the nearby Wi l derness area ; and i t  woul d 
d i sturb wi l d l ife.  

I want to record my strong protest regarding the fact that the BPA fai l ed to 
note the vi sual impact of a l i ne through the existing corridor on the entire 
northern vi sta from Missoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much avai l able 
research regarding the recreational use , the wi l dl i fe , p l antl i fe ,  and ecol ogy 
of the NRA; fai l ed to expl ore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aerial 
f i re suppression ; fai l ed to g i ve proper and suff i c i ent weight to the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on b i g  game winter range , on water qua l i ty ,  and on 
h i gh user i nten s i ty ; and fai l ed to consider suff i c i ently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subd i v i s ions . 

Thank you for your consi derati on .  

Si ncere l y ,  

Name : ..1IUZ,7.,h i/ • .&;t' lu,. w , 
Address : v-no-/ ffi:l"ti'CMtcUtdM'iX' l'lia:JtId£CL-" nrnuP-?UV .99.1'0-<,_ 

M r .  George Eskridge 
BPA 
P. O.  Box 4327 
M i ssou l a ,  MT 59806 

()ear Mr.  Eskridge : 
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This  l etter is in response to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garri son-Spokane 500 kv transm i s s ion l i ne. P l ease i n c l ude it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement wi th your findings that a route through 
the exi s t i ng corridor is unacceptabl e because it woul d  traverse a densely 
settled residential are a ;  be cl ose to over 40 residence s ;  create noi se 
pol l uti on ; have a devastating v i sual impact both on the surround ing residences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattlesnake Wi l derness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conjuncti o n  w i th the e x i  sting 1 i nes ; wou 1 d cause d i  srupti o n  dur.i ng construc
tion;  woul d  be v i s i bl e  to l arge numbers of peop l e ;  and could not pos s i b l y  
serve a s  a corri dor for add i t  i ona 1 power 1 i nes .  I further agree w i  th your 
f i nd i ngs that a route through the National Recreat i on Area is unacceptable 
because construction would endanger the mun i c i pal water supply;  the 1 i ne 
would destroy the recreational val ue of a heav i l y  used area; the l i ne would 
greatly diminish the val ue of the nearby W'i l derness area ; and it wou l d  
d i sturb w i l d l i fe.  

I want to record my strong protest regardi ng the fact that the BPA fai l ed to 
note the vi  sua 1 impact of a l i ne through the ex i st i ng corridor on the enti re 
northern vi sta from Missoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much ava i l ab l e  
research regardi ng t h e  recreat i onal use , t h e  wi l d l i fe ,  p l antl i fe ,  and ecology 
of the NRA; fai l ed to expl ore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aer i a l  
f i re suppress i on ;  fai l ed to g i ve proper and suff i c i ent weight t o  t h e  impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on big game winter range , on water qual i ty ,  and on 
high user intensity; and fai l ed to consider suff i c i ently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subd i v i s i ons.  

Thank you for your cons i derat i on. 

Sincere l y ,  ,Gu�� i �t �7� 
rol.£i C; J0'£L-cdr¥;', 
�t� �;( , fi9;to ::J-

Name : 
Address:  
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51AH OF WASHING10N 
DEPARTMENT 01 ECOLOGY 

Mall Stop pv- t) • Olympid, Wd!>flJ(18/on 985U4 • (2fXJ) 451}-6axJ 

May 1 7 ,  1 982 

H r .  George Es kr i dge 
BPA Transm i ss i on Coord i na t i on 
1 620 Regen t  
P . O . Box 4327  
M i ssou l a ,  Montana 59806 

Off i ce 

RE : "Ga r r i son - Spokane 500 kv Transm i ss i on Project" 

Dear Hr. Eskr i dg e :  

[)()/'.,IAlO W M(x)� 
Dlrt'cleM" 

Thank you for t he opportun i ty to commen t on t h i s  proj e c t .  On beha l f  of 
t he S t a te of Was h i n g ton , t h i s  department has coord i na ted the rev i ew of 
'he d ra f t  env i ronme n t a l  impact s t a teme n t  w i t h other s t a te agenc i e s ,  and 
rece i ved on l y  the s i ng l e  response from t he State Energy S i te Eva l ua t i on 
Counc i l  (EFSEC ) . The i r  memorandum of response i s  enc l osed for you r 
i n format i on • 

EFSEC has r a i sed �pec i f i c  concerns about substan t i ve s tandards and 
recent cou r t  cases i nvo l v i ng comp l i ance w i t h  t hese standa rds . We 
feel t ha t  t he i s sues r a i sed by EFSEC shou l d  be responded to e i ther 
in t he f i na l  env i ronment a l  impact s t a tement or d i rec t l y  to H r . W i l l  i am 
F i t c h ,  Execut i ve Secretary of the S i t i ng Counc i l .  H r .  F i tch ' s  t e l ephone 
number i s  (206) 459-6490. 

If we can be of fur ther he l p  or I f  you have ques t i ons , p l ease feel f ree 
to ca l l  M r .  G reg Sor l i e  of my s taff , (206) 459-60 1 6 .  

JFS : 1 c  

Enc I osu re 

cc : Wi 1 1  i am F i  t c h ,  EFSEC 
G reg Sor 1  i e ,  WDOE 
Kev i n Anderson , WOOE 

S i ncere l y ,  �' , -irJ J �.,.{!A� 
John F. Spencer 
Deputy 01 rector 



$ ...... 
CO 
I:\) 

JI )IIN "'''! l t o\1 A..N 

CO\t'fl10r 

� � 
L -uw -s-- ;}. 'Ib 

"'I '\ 1 1  ( )I \\' \""1 UN< , f ( )N 

ENERGY FACILITY SITE f VALUATION COUNCIL 
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Chairman 

May 7 ,  1982  

TO: 

FROM : 

Kev i n  Anderson 
Depar tment Of�¥;

.
O y 

Will iam L .  Fi c 
Execut ive Sedr4! 

Comments Rega��� Dr a f t  EIS , Bonnev il�e Power 
Adm i n i s tr a t i on ,  "Ga r r ison-Spokane 500 kv Transm i s s ion 
Projec t , " issued March 1982  

SUBJECT: 

A review of the sbove noted Drsft  EIS has revealed the follow
ing : 

1 .  The DEIS on Page x i i  states : 
FACILlTY SITING ACTS 

The S ta tes of Montana and Wash ington have Ac ts governing the 
s i t ing of major f ac i l i ties . The States hold that BPA should 
subm i t  to regula t ions of these Acts . BPA holds tha t ,  as a 
Federal e n t i t y ,  i t  is proh ibi ted from subm i t t i ng to such 
regulat ion unless Cong ress had spec i f i ca l ly su thor i zed i t .  

2 .  Page IV- 8 1  and IV- 8 2  s tates : 
At the Stste leve l ,  both Was h i ng ton and Montana have laws 
gover n i ng the s i t ing of major fac i l i ties , i nclud i ng trans
miss ion fac i l i t ie s .  Federal agenc ies are nat bound by these 
s tatutes . However ,  the proposed action would be developed 
in a manner con s i stent w i th any substan t i ve standards of 
these laws to the extent pract icabl e .  (See Append i x  B for 
an i ndex to env i r onmental factors cons ide red by states i n  
s i t ing f ac i l i t ies . )  

3 .  Page 1 and 2 Append ix B states : 
Electr ical code s tandards vary among the state s .  Bonneville 
Power bases i ts electr ical code standards upon the 1977 ed i 
tion of t h e  Nat i onal Electr ical Sa fety Cod e .  1/ As such , 
BPA s tandards are cons istent w i th both the standards of 
Idaho (which has also adopted the 1977 NESC code) and of 
Montana , wh ich has adopted the current ( 1 9 8 1 )  ed i t ion of tbe 
NESC code . The 1981  ed i t ion is in no case more rest r ict ive 
than the 1977 ver s i on ;  i n  some cases it i s  less so. 

<:: .. 

L -ow -5""- J."Ib 
The Wash ington State Codes , adopted i n  1 9 56 from the 5 th 
ed i t ion of the NESC cod e ,  ma intains  somewhat mor e  conse rva
t ive est imates o f  necessary feet of clear ance between con
ductor and ground than do subsequent ed i t ions of the NESC , 
wh ich are rev ised based on i ncreased knowledge and techno
log ical advance . As BPA ' s  pract ices reflect more recent 
standar d s ,  they may not be con s i s tent w i th this aspect of 
the Wash i ng ton State Cod e .  

These three references i n  essence state : 
1 .  BPA w i l l  not comply w i th any Wash i ng ton State S i t ing S tan

dards for t r ansmiss ion systems . 

2 .  BPA w i l l  meet Wash i ng ton S tate Substant ive stand ards " to the 
extent prac t i abl e . " 

3 .  BPA "may not be cons istent" w i th Wash i ngton State standards 
wh ich are  more restr ict ive than the Standards BPA uses for 
con s t r uc t ion.  

The obv ious conc lus ion i s  that BPA will  not  mee t  Washing ton 
State s tandards ( 5th ed i t ion of the Nat ional Elec t r ical Safety 
Code)  e i ther substantively or actua l l y .  

-

No reference is made to substant ive standards relat ing to loca
t ion ,  noise,  construc t ion impacts wh i ch are normally cons i dered 
i n  s i t i ng of energy fac i l i t i e s .  EFSEC has been mor e  conce r ned 
w i th these impacts and m i t igat ions than the NESC . 

The only way to determine EFSEC standards has been through the 
hea r i ng process and much more deta i l  than can be found in th i s  
E I S .  

T h e  reason BPA must cons ider Substant ive Standards are two cou r t  
caSe s .  I n  Columb i a  Bas i n  Land Protect ion Assoc ia t ion,  etc . vs . 
Schle s i nger held tha t :  

( 2 9 )  Although we hold tha t  the BPA need not get a cer t i f i
cate from the state , we do requ i r e  i t  to subm i t  the 
i nformat ion relevant to the substan t ive standard s  to 
Was h i ngton ' s  Energy Fac i l i ty S i te Eva luation Counc i l .  
The BPA i s  not requ i r ed t o  g o  through the ent i r e  cert
i f icat ion process ,  but it does need to subm i t  the in
format ion wh ich Wash i ng ton needs to dete r m i ne whether 
the BPA has indeed met the state ' s  substant ive s tan
dards o f  its  s i t i ng ac t .  Spec i f ically , this means 
that the BPA must d i sclose the i n formation r equ i red i n  
Chapter 4 6 3-42  WAC o f  the Wash i ng ton S i t ing Act .  For 
example , the BPA must subm i t  a descr ipt ion of the pro
posed con s t r uc t ion , WAC 4 6 3- 4 2-2 1 0 ,  and an indicat ion 
of the fede r a l ,  state and industry c r i te r ia used i n  
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the t r ansm iss ion route select ion proces s ,  WAC 4 6 3 - 4 2-
250 . 

The spec i f ically referenced WAC ' s  a r e :  

WAC 463-4 2-210 Content--Construct ion on s i te . The app l i 
cant shall desc r i be the character i s t i c s  o� cons t r uct ion 
to occur at the proposed s i te includ i ng the type , s i z e ,  and 
cost of the fac i l i t y ;  descr iption of major components and 
such informat ion . as w i l l  acquaint the Counc i l  w i th the s i g 
n i f icant features o f  the pr oposed projec t .  (Order 1 1 3 ,  sub
sect ion 463-42-210 , f i led 2/4/77 . )  

WAC 463-42-250 Con tent--Cr i ter i a ,  standards , and factors 
u t i l i zed �o develop t r ansmission route . The appl ica n t  sha l l  
ind icate the feder a l ,  state , and industry cr i ter i a  used i n  
the energy transmiss ion route se lect i on and construct ion 
facto r s  cons idered in develop i ng the proposed des ign and 
sha l l  ind icate how such c r i te r i a  are s a t i s f i ed .  (Order 113 , 
subsec t i on 463-42- 2 5 0 ,  f i led 2/4/77 . )  

WAC 463-42  contains many other sections that would apply to 
t h i s  transmiss ion system . Th i s  WAC has been repl aced s i nce 
Columb i a  Bas in v s .  Sch les inger by a tota l l y  amended sect ion 
which conforms to SEPA . A copy of the cur r ent regulat ions i s  
at tached for the use o f  BPA t o  provide EFSEC w i th the informa
t ion requ i r ed to deter mine compl i ance w i th " Substantive Stan
dard s . "  

I n  March a Fed e r a l  Cou r t  i n  Montana r eached substant i a l l y  the 
same f i n d i ng s .  One po i n t  was clar i f ied , that i s ,  when BPA ob
t a i ns a pe r m i t  to cross BLM , FWS or Forest Service land they 
mu st comply w i th section 505 of the Fed e r a l  Land pol icy and 
Management Act for all lands they c r oss . In Columb ia Bas i n  vs . 
Sch les i nger the courr-held : 

The BPA ' s  r igh t-of-way permit is " subject to the prov i s i o n s ,  
l i m i tat ions , and cond i t ions of Ti tle V· of FLPMA . Thus , 
because the permi t does not add any r equ i r ements of its own , 
the i s sue is what does FLPMA obligate the BPA to d o .  The 
important section for our i nqu i r y is subsection 50 5 :  

Each r igh-of-way shall conta i n-- ( a )  terms and cond i 
t ions which w i l l  • • •  ( i v )  requ i r e comp l i ance w i t h  state 
standards for publ ic health and safet y ,  env i r onmental 
protec t ion , and s i t i ng ,  construction, ope r a t i o n ,  and 
ma intenance of or for r ights-of-way for s im i lar pur
poses if those standards a r e  more str i ngent than app l i 
cable Federal standards • • •  

-3-
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It i s  appa r ent to th i s  reviewer that BPA has ove r looked the 
Columbia Basin and Mon tana cases f i nd i ng s .  I n  l ight o f  the 
fact that these cou r t  f i nd i ngs occur red i n  1981 and 198 2 ,  i t  
seems unl ikely they were " forgotten" accidentally.  

I t  appea r s  that the Dr a f t  EIS i s  def i c i e n t  i n  that it  doesn ' t  
refe rence the neces s i t y  for Wa shi ngton State concu r r ence or 
approval of comp l i ance w i th Substantive S tandards of EFSEC . 

I t  a l so appears that BPA on the bas i s  of the Dr a f t  E I S  i n tends 
to make no e f for t to comply w i th the Columbia Bas i n  case by 
providing su f f i c ient i n forma t ion to EFSEC to evaluate the t r ans
m i s s ion l i ne for comp l i ance w i th Substan t i ve Standa r d s .  

WLF : mg 

Attachment 

cc: Council Chai rman 
Counci l  Members 
Kevin Ryan, AAG 
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Mr, George Eskridge 
BPA 
P . O .  Box 4327 
Mi ssoul a ,  MT 59B06 

Dear Mr. Eskridge : 

L-MS-l- .2'1' , 

Thi s l etter i s  in response to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garrison-Spokane 500 kv transmi ss ion l i ne .  P lease i ncl ude it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement wi th your fi ndings that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unacceptable because it woul d  traverse a densely 
settled residenti al area ; be cl ose to over 40 residences ; create noi se 
pol l uti on ; have a devastating vi sual impact both on the surroundi ng residences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattl esnake Wi l derness Area' , espec i a l l y  
in conjunction w i t h  the exi sting l i nes ; woul d  cause di sruption during construc .. 
tion ; would  be v i s i bl e  to l arge numbers of peopl e ;  and could not possibl y  
serve as a corridor for additional power l i ne s .  I further agree w i t h  your 
findi ngs that a route through the National Recreation Area is unacceptable 
because construction would endanger the munici pal water supply; the 1 i ne 
would  destroy the recreational val ue of a heav i l y  used area;  the l i ne woul d  
9reatly diminish the value o f  the nearby Wi l derness area ; and i t  woul d  
di sturb w i l d l i fe.  

I want to  record my strong protest regardi ng the  fact that the BPA fai l ed to  
note the vi sual impact of  a l i ne through the exi sting corridor on the  entire 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much avai l able 
research regard i ng the recreational use,  the wi ld l ife ,  pl antl i fe ,  and ecology 
of the NRA ; fai l ed to explore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aerial  
fire suppression ; fai l ed to give proper and suffi cient weight to the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on big game winter range ,  on water qual i ty ,  and on 
high user i ntensity ; and fai l ed to consider suffi ciently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subdi visions.  

Thank you for your consideration . 

Si ncerely ,  

'-
,-::-,:-1., '- L 1/" " "  {/�r 

Name : 
Address : /.,) (.' .J 

_ ��I"� "('�c: _,v-r:'z ·J  
/I':'� ( / '  /- S;7 /"C / 
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United States Department of the Interior 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
PACIFIC NORTHWEST REGION 

500 N.E. Multnomah Street, Suite 1 692, Portland, Oregon 97232 

ER 82/563 

George Esk ri dge 
Bonnevi l l e Power Admi ni strat i on 
Transmi ssion  Coordination Offi ce 
P .  O .  Box 4327 
Mi ssou l a ,  Montana 59806 

Dear Mr.  Eskr idge :  

May 24,  1 982 

The Depa rtment of the I nteri o r  has revi ewed t he Draft Envi ronmental Impact 
Statement (DE IS )  for the Garri son-Spokane 500-kV transmi ss i On project .  The 
fol l owi ng comments are �rovi ded for your con s i derat i on when prepa r i ng t he 
fi nal document . 

F i s h  and Wi l dl i fe 

The DEIS  i ndi cates that water qual i ty cou l d  be impacted p rima ri ly through 
an i ncrease in sedimentati on as a resu lt  of eros i on from cl eared areas a nd 
traffi c movement through  stream channel s .  It a1 so i ndi cates that water 
qual i ty may be affected by herbi ci de runoff i nto  some streams . The D E I S, 
however, does not address the poss ib le  impacts to fi shery resou rces which 
may occur as a result  of these changes in water qua l i ty. The DEIS  s houl d 
i nc lude some assessment of what these impacts may be and t he rel ative mag
ni tude of them under the var ious  alternat ives . In pa rt i cula r ,  it  shou l d  
address impacts which may occur where the proposed l i ne wou l d  i ntercept 
wate rsheds contai ni ng h i gh val ue fi shery resources , such as Rock Cree k .  

W e  a r e  a l so  concerned about t h e  poss ible  impacts o f  t h e  proposal on 
r i parian areas and wet l a nd s .  In  r i parian  a reas , c l ea ri ng o f  vegetat i on 
for transmi ssion l i ne right-of-way and acces s road construct ion  shoul d 
be hel d to the mi nimum necessary. Wet lands shoul d be avoi ded enti rely 
and no transmi ssion  towers or access roads shou l d  be constructed i n  
wetl a nd a reas . Where construct i on does occur adjacent t o  a wet land ,  mea
sures shou l d  be taken to prevent construct ion  materi als  from enteri ng i t .  

Signifi cant impacts t o  bi g game popu l ati ons cou l d  occu r where access wou l d  
be provi ded i nto currently i naccess ibl e  areas whi ch provide important 
habitat for bi g game such as  wi nter ranges , cal v i n g  areas or fal l  sec u ri ty 
cove r .  Cl ose cooperation shou l d  be ma i ntai ned with state fi sh  and wi l dl i fe 
management agenci �s to i dent i fy where such confl i cts  may occur .  Du ri ng 
centerl i ne l ocat i o n ,  important , presently i naccess i b 1 �  bi g game habi tat 
shou l d  be avoi ded to the extent pract i cab l e ,  and where avoi dance of such 
areas is not pos s i b l e ,  the use of cons truct i on techniques not i nvol vi ng 
access road cons truct i on shou l d  be seriousl y  consi dered. Two a reas i d-
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ent i f i ed at  t h i s  time ,  with regard to  this  conce rn , a re the Eureka Ri dge
Horses hoe Bas i n  area east of Maxvi 1 1e ,  Montana , and the Ha rvey Creek
Potatoe Gul ch area west of Maxv i l 1 e .  The Eureka Ri dge area is presently 
i nacces s i b l e  and provi des el k secu ri ty cover in the fal l .  Construct i on 
i n  th is  a rea shou l d  stay to the north of the ri dge and Horseshoe Bas i n  
i f  pos s i b l e .  In  the Ha rvey Creek a rea ,  transmi s s i on l i ne construct i on 
which wou l d  not requi re new road construct ion shoul d be uti l i ze d .  In  
pa rt i cu l a r ,  construct i on of  an access road whi ch woul d tie  the road system 
i n  the Potatoe Gul ch-Tyler  Creek a rea in with the roads in the Harvey 
C reek-Ei ghtmi le  C reek a rea i s  undes i rab l e .  Construct i on of such a road 
wou l d  i ncrease hunter p res sure in the area and l ower i ts present value to 
e1 k as secu r i ty cove r .  

W e  recommend t h a t  the mi t i gat ion measures i ncl uded i n  t h e  ori gi nal E l S  for 
the Col str ip  Project , whi ch covered a port i on of the tranSmi s s i on l i ne 
studi es i n  the DE I S ,  apply to the al ternat i ves cons idered i n  t h i s  document. 
Thi s  woul d i ncl ude those measures p resented in Vol ume I ,  Secti on 3 . 3 ,  a nd 
Vol ume I I ,  Appendi x A3 . 3 . 3  of the Col str ip  E I S. We are part i cu l a rly con
ce rned that t hose measu res des i gned to  protect r i parian  a reas , wetl andS , 
water qual i ty ,  and "speci al " wi l dl i fe habi tats be i ncl ude d .  F i na l l y ,  we 
recommend that i n  p lanni ng and carryi ng out mi t i gation  measures BPA use 
the F i sh and Wi l dl i fe Se rvi ce Manual , Management of Transmi ss ion Li ne 
Ri ght -of-Way for F i sh and Wi l dl i fe .  

Recreati on and Cul tu ral  Resources 

It appears ,  on the ba s i s  of the materi al p rovi ded , that no exi st ing or 
presently proposed un its  of the Nat i onal Pa rk System w i l l  be affected 
ei ther di rect1,., or  i ndi rectly by the proposed act i o n .  

W e  a re p l eased to note t h e  statement on page IV-1 6 rega rd i ng compl i ance 
wi th the National Hi stori c P reservat i on Act of 1 966 and al l other l aws 
and regulat i ons protect i n g  h i storic and archeo1 ogic resources . Plans 
i ncl ude devel opi ng mi t i gation or avoi dance measures wi th hel p from the 
Advi sory Counci l  on Hi stor ic  Prese rvation and from appropriate State 
Hi stori c Preserva tion Offices (SHPO ) (page IV-1 6 ) .  

The p lans  out l i ned o n  page IV-80 state that p r i or to constructi on a survey 
of the se1 �cted route and substat ion  s ite wi l l  be conducted by a qua l i f ied 
archeol ogi st/hi storian to determi ne  whether any previ ously known hi storic 
or  archeo1 ogi c  s i tes are present and to  determi ne the extent of known si tes . 
It a l so stated that a Nat i onal Regi ster of Hi storic  Pl aces el i gi bi l i ty 
determi nation request wi l l  be made i n  consul tation with each SHPO (Wash-
i ngton , I daho and Monta na ) .  

Copi es of the SHPOs ' correspondence shou l d  be i ncl uded i n  the fi nal en
vi ronmenta1 1 statement to  prov i de support i ng documentat i on pu rsuant to 
36 CFR 800. 

Recreat i on Resou rces . The opportuni  ty for outdoor recreation act i vi ty i s  
substant i al in the a rea,  with a vari ety of acti viti es ava i l ab l e .  A t ra ns
mi ssion  l i ne pas s i ng near or through an exi sting  or' potential recreati on 
area may l i mi t land  use,  may affect an area ' s  recreat ion desi gnati on , or 
may i nt rude vi sua l ly on recreational users by affect i ng the uni que 
characteri st ic  of the area . 
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As stated on page IV-5 ,  m i t i gat ion measures can reduce such i mpacts .  A 
mit i gation plan des i gned to minimize impacts upon affected exi st ing  and 
potenti al recreation resources shou l d be i ncl uded as part of the project . 

Wi l d  and Sceni c  Ri vers 

The North Fork Coeur d ' Al ene Ri ver in Idaho and the B lackfoot Rive r  i n  
Montana are i ncl uded i n  the Nationwide Ri vers I nventory. The i nventory 
ident i f i es the nat i on ' s  rema i n i ng free-fl owing rivers and river  segments 
that meet the criteri a for wi l d  and scenic and recreat i onal ri vers 
accordi ng to  the standards establ i shed under provi si ons of the Nati onal 
Wi l d  and Sceni c  Ri ve rs Act . 

The Bl ackfoot River,  crossed by Segment 1 1 3 ,  has also been des ignated as 
a speci al conservation corri dor due to i t s  outstandi ng natural and re
creation qual i t i es .  We strongly recommend that the project sponso r  
avoi d t h e  B l ackfoot Ri ver corri dor i n  order to  prevent vi sual i ntrus i on 
on these qual i ties.  We a l so  recommend that the project spon�or contact 
Mi s sou l a  County in order to coordinate p l ans for the final  route of the 
l i ne .  Mi ssou la  County has admi ni strat i ve respons ibi l i ty for the Bl ackfoot 
Ri ver conservation corridor.  

If the selected route crosses the Nort h Fork Coeu r d '  Alene or  the B1 ack foot 
Ri ve r ,  mi t i gation  measures shou l d  be taken i n  order to mi nimi ze or a voi d 
vi sual i nt rusion  upon thes� river a reas . 

Segment s 1 39 and 1 42 pass i n c l ose proxi mi ty to the bounda ri es of the Lo 1 0  
Tra i l  National Hi stori c Landma rk , and Segment 5 passes near Gl aci al Lake 
Mi s sou l a  National Natural Landma rk .  These s i tes have been desi gnated for 
the i r  outsta ndi ng h i stori c or natural qual i t ies.  Alt hough no statutory 
protecti on has been g i ven to these area s ,  every effort s houl d be made to 
avoi d any adverse i mpacts .  I f  the fi nal route of the trans i ss i on l i ne 
i ncl u des these segment s ,  we recommend  that vi sual i mpacts to these areas 
be reduced as much as pos s i b l e .  

The proposed routes shown i n  F i gu re 4 . 1  i nd icate that the transm i s s i on l i ne 
wi 1 1  ha ve va ryi ng degrees of i mpact on a number of a reas wh i ch ha ve re
cei ved assi stance from the L&WCF . A l i st of these areas fol l ows th is  
di scussion. I n  some cases , the  i mpact wi l l  be on ly  vi sual , but i t  appears 
that ce rtai n of these areas l i e  di rectly on the proposed routes of the 
t ransmi ss ion l i ne.  Shou l d  any of these a reas be crossed by the l i ne ,  the 
project sponsor  wou1 d be requi red to  comply with the provi s i ons of Sec
t i on 6 ( f )  of the L&WCF Act , as amended. This sect i on of the Act requi res 
that any change from outdoor recreati on use be approved by the Secretary 
of the I nterior and requi res the subst i tut i on of other propert i es of at 
least fa i r  market val ue and reasonably equi va l ent useful ness and l ocat i on 
for the recreat ion l a n d  to be taken . Precedents have been establ i shed 
which make transmi ssion l i ne cros s i ngs subject to Sect ion  6 ( f ) .  

Any request for a change i n  land  use . under Sect i on 6 ( f ) i n  Montana o r  I daho 
must be made through Mr. Ron G .  Hol l i day , Admi n istrator ,  Parks Di v i so n ,  
Montana Department o f  F i s h ,  Wi l d l i fe a n d  Parks , 1 420 E .  6 t h  Avenue , Helena , 
Montana 59601 or Dal e R. Christi ansen,  Director ,  Idaho Depa rtment of Parks 
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and Recreat i o n ,  Statehouse,  Boi se, I daho 83720. Howeve r ,  we recommend that 
every effort be made to a voi d crossi ng these areas and, wherever pos s i b l e ,  to 
minimize  or avoi d vi sual impacts .  

County, State 

Grani te ,  MT 
Mi ssou l a ,  MT 
Missou l a ,  MT 
Missou l a ,  MT 
Mi ssou l a ,  MT 
Missou l a ,  MT 
Sanders , MT 
Sande rs , MT 
Sande rs , MT 
Sande rs , MT 
Shoshone , ID  
Shos hone, ID  
Shos hone , ID  
Shos ho  ne, I D  

LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION FUND AREAS 

Ga rri son-Spokane 400-kV Transmi ssion  Project 

Area 

Medi ci ne Tree F ishi  ng Access 
Beavert a i l  H i l l  
Bud Ki ng F i shi ng Access 
Frenchtown Pond State Rec. Area 
Petty C reek F ishi ng Access 
Turah F i s h i ng Access 
Ruenau ver Pa rk 
Thompson Fal l s  Gol f Course 
Thompson Fal l s  State Park 
Thompson Fal l s  Recreati on Area 
Shoshone County Park 
Kel l ogg C i ty Pa rk 
Osburn  P layground 
Wal l ace C i ty Park 

Segment 

1 1 9 ,  1 21 
1 2 1  
4 ,  1 49 
1 25 
1 45 , 1 46 , 1 47 
1 25 
1 8  
29 
22 
18 
31 
31 
28, 31 
25 ,  28 , 31 

Thank you for the opportuni ty to revi ew and comment on thi s document . 

Si ncerel y ,  

� C�,\u � ,  )o(��l_ 
Cha r l es S. Po1 i tyka � )  
Regi ona1 Envi romenta 1 Offi cer 
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Mr.  George Eskridge 
BPA 
P . O. Box 4327 
Mi ssoula ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridg e :  

L-HS-l- ;J.SI 

Thi s letter is in response to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garrison-Spokane 500 kv transmi s s i on l ine.  P lease i nc l ude it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement wi th your f i nd i ngs that a route through 
the existing corridor is unacceptabl e because it would traverse a densely 
settled residential area ; be cl ose to over 40 residences ;  create noi se 
pol l ution ; have a devastating v i sual impact both on the surroundi ng residences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattl esnake W i l derness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conjunction w i t h  the exi sting l i nes ; would  cause d i sruption duri ng construc
tion ;  would  be vi s i bl e  to l arge numbers of people ;  and could not poss ibl y  
serve a s  a corri dor for addi t i  ona 1 powerl i nes . I further agree with your 
finding s  that a route through the National Recreation Area is unacceptable 
because construction would  endanger the muni ci pal water supply; the l i ne 
would destroy the recreati onal val ue of a heav i l y  used area ;  the l i ne woul d  
greatly dimi n i s h  the val ue o f  the nearby W i l derness area ; and i t  woul d  
di sturb w i l dl i fe .  

I want t o  record my strong protest regardi ng the fact that the BPA fai l ed to 
note the vi sua 1 impact of a l i ne through the ex i sti ng corri dor on the enti re 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much ava i l abl e 
research regardi ng the recreati onal use,  the wi l dl ife , pl antl ife ,  and ecol ogy 
of the NRA; fai led to expl ore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aerial  
fire suppression ; fai l ed to g i ve proper and suffi c i ent weight to the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on big game winter range , on water qual i ty ,  and on 
high user i ntensity ;  and fai l ed to consider suffi ciently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subd i v i sions .  

Thank you  for your consideration.  

S i ncerely ,  

c/[/,hJ 1c"u.(� 
Name : !'A/I�' � t.n..£ � L '  
Address : 16 0 :'- Jti c\1. .)� 
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Allin Hodge 
Ri-' 6 Hile Road, Box 315 
H-" ;on, HT 59846 
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Mr.  George Eskridge 
BPA . 

P. O. Box 4327 
Mi ssoul a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge ; 

L-MS- l-6'5' 

Thi s  l etter i s  i n  response to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garrison-Spokane 500 kv transm i s s i on l i n e .  P l ease include it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement with your findings that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unacceptabl e because it would traverse a densely 
settled residential area ; be c l ose to over 40 residence s ;  create noi se 
po l l ution ; have a devastating v i sual impact both on the surrounding residences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattlesnake Wi l derness Are,a , espec i a l l y  
i n  conjunction wi th the exi sting l i ne s ;  would cause d i sruption during construc
tion;  wou l d  be v i s i b l e  to l arge numbers of peop l e ;  and cou l d  not pos s i b l y  
serve as a corridor for add i ti onal powerl i n e s .  I further agree w i t h  your 
fi ndings that a route through the National Recreation Area is unacceptable 
because construction woul d  endanger the mun i c i pal water suppl y ;  the l i ne 
woul d  destroy the recreational val ue of a heav i l y  used a rea ; the l i ne would 
greatly d i mi n i sh the value of the nearby Wi l derness area ; and i t  woul d  
di sturb w i l d l i fe .  

I want t o  record my strong protest regard i ng the fact that the BPA fai l ed to 
note the v i sual impact of a l i ne through the exi sting corridor on the entire 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much ava i l able 
research regarding the recreational use , the wi l d l i fe ,  pl antl ife , and ecol ogy 
of the NRA; fai l ed to expl ore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aer i a l  
f i re suppressi o n ;  fai l ed t o  g i ve proper a n d  suffi cient weight to t h e  impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on big game winter range , on water qual i ty ,  and on 
high user i nten s i ty ;  and fai l ed to consider sufficiently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subd i v i s i on s .  

Thank you for your consideration. 

Si ncere l y ,  

fdAt � LAt{FLc.p..{?,. Name : ' . " rl-- (J,LS i-Address : '327 SUi>! 7 -
H / SSd/.J.i fl.;  }(T S'f-vn 
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Mr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P. O. Box 4327 
Mi ssoul a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskri dge :  

L-MS-\- .:z 5"" 
J..·tl1S -h:l5 7 

Thi s l etter i s  in response to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garrison-Spokane 500 kv transmi s s i on l i ne> Please i nc l ude it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement wi th your fi ndi ngs that a route through 
the ex i sting corridor i s  unacceptabl e because it would traverse a densely 
settled res i denti al  are a ;  be cl ose to over 40 resi dences ; create noi se 
p'o l l ution ; have a devastating v i sual impact both on the surround i ng resi dences 
and on the val l ey a s  a g ateway to the Rattlesnake W i l derness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conjunction wi th the exi sti ng l i ne s ;  wou l d  cause d i sruption dur i ng construc
t i on ;  woul d  be v i s i b l e  to l arge numbers of peopl e ;  and cou l d  not pos s i b l y  
serve a s  a corridor for add i t i onal powerl i nes . I further agree w i t h  your 
find i ng s  that a route through the Nat i onal Recreat i on Area is unacceptable 
because construction woul d  endanger the municipal water supply;  the 1 i ne 
woul d  destroy the recreational val ue of a heav i l y  used are a ;  the l i ne wou l d  
greatly d i m i n i s h  the val ue o f  the nearby Wi l derness area ; and i t  wou l d  
d i s turb wi l d l i fe .  

I want t o  record m y  strong protest regard i ng t h e  fact that t h e  BPA fai l ed t o  
note t h e  vi  sua 1 impact of a l i ne through t h e  exi s t i  ng corri d o r  on t h e  e n t  i re 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fa i l ed to take account of much ava i l able 
research regardi ng the recreati onal use , the wi l dl i fe ,  pl antl i f e ,  and ecology 
of the NRA; fai l ed to explore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aer i a l  
f i re suppress i on ;  fai l ed to g i ve proper a n d  suff i cient weight t o  t h e  impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on big game winter range , on water qual i ty ,  and on 
h i g h  user i ntens i ty ;  and fai l ed to consider suffi ciently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes i n  future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subdi v i s i on s .  

Thank you for your considerat i o n .  

S i ncerely, / {' 
�rt ¥ 1"1",,,. vi AMdM-/ 

Name : 'S,c; VIZ C ;j A/N"�1 4 L ,  
Address : 4-oc-n Fc )l,  FMI"t.'.1( Rv. 

c , d TA v..v-1", 
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Thi s  l e t t e r  i s  in r e s p o'1 s e to t ' e  dr<_ f t  ii . I . S .  prep r e d  by 

th e Bon n ev i l l e l' ow er Jldm i n i strh ti on . A f t er r ec d i nB and s t ud yi ng 

th i s r c p or t  I am n o t  fu l ly c o n v i n c ed th e B .l' .A .  _has sh own th a t  

th e Taf t  r o u t e  o r  o ny r o u t e  t ' rough th e r;ii s ;; ou 18 va l l ey i s  a 

� o o d  e!l o i e e  e� v i ro n m en ta l ly . A l o t  o r  ttJ 8 rea s on s  pres e n t ed [ or 

pr ef ering o n e  r o u t e  o v e r  th e o th er a r e  ma t t ers of o p i n i o n  ra th er 

tha n  pro of . 

Th e " b s tra c t  tn th e 1> . 1  • .5 .  d e s c ri L c s  th e p ow er l i"l e 6 S  c reD t i nG 

v i s uB l i ':J p: e t s  e s p e ci< " l ly '1 0 t i c 8£; b l e  '1 8: r rc cr e , : ti o nc, l c., '1 d  

r es id en t ia l c r ea s .  Cu l t ura l tAs ourc � s  rna, c e  a f f e c t ed . I t  w o u ld 

remove v e:�et8 t i on , in crea s e  81' 0 8 i oYl , h r, d  C"laT}�: , i· ... i ld l ife hr. b i t r; t .  
a l ong mllch o f  t� e ri�h t o f  way . Co l li si on haz& rd s w o u l� increa s e  
f o r  wc t er r o w l  D '1 d  b i rd s  o f prey a n d fi sh ery r e s o u r c e s  m, y b e  

a f f e c t e d  t o  <: :  s l i �·· '1 t d egree where t h e  1 i l1 8  cro s s e s  s treD lJl s . Th i s 

i s  a b i h pr i c e to ;Juy f o r  a p ow er l in e tha t ma y n o t  be 1 e ed .,d . 

� e ed i" o r t r: e pro j e c �  is � d rt r€G sed o'1 1y bri e f" ly . Y e t  it h� s 

b e e n  2 1m o s t  s e ven y es T s  s i � c e t�l e C o l s tr i J) � . l . S .  wa s pr ep; red . 

Th e n e ed f o r  pOlVer ha s ch ang ed s u b s t a '1't i a l ly si iI c e t h en . The 

il . F . F . S . S .  n u c lear p lo n t s were t er. " i '1 '- t e(1 bec' use t il e  'l eed Wie S ,] '  t 

th e r e .  A l o t  of bi,"; u s e r s  l", ve c o , ., p l e t e ly c l L s e d t .l ei t' d o o r s . ',ity 
bu i l d t fJ e s e  p o\V cr li n es n ow if tn ey :. re:'1 ' t  n e ed ed ? j', ore t i ' , e  

shou ld b e  t E k e n  to s tu dy th e n e ed b e f ore irrev ers i b l e  da , ? � e  1 s  

d o n e  t tJ.-l e e 'l V i ro'l;·, e:1 t .  J:<'or 1. 1 e  [i "'. :  1 .G . I . :3 .  t o  sn t i s f,';' t :·. e 'l eed s 

of t' e pu b l i c i n t e r e s t  t !l e  n e ed for t 'l e  }J o\'l e r l i'1 e "h o u l o  b e  

a d d r e s s ed t _ o u ro U';h_ ly . T'l i s  s t udy s n o u l d  b e  d o n e  b," a'l aG Qfl cy 

o th e r  th� " t e e  B . ¥ . � • .  
Con�r c s s r equ i re s t h e  1 0 r thw e s t  }Jower l) l� n n i n g Courl c i l  t o  

d ro f t 8 plc-_ n  t' w t  b e f or e a l l  e l s e  pr ovi d e s t'l e " o s t  c o :-- t e f r i c i e n t  

e":1 er, .. Y .  rrh e c O 'J. n c i l  fi r s t u s t  look � .. t c O r) s crva t i o n n :--:: d r e l C':J<. t l e  

en er:'3 s o u r c e s  s u ch �: s s o lar , h yd ro , \'J i � d  n Yl o  b i o  , Fi S S .  rrr[: (U. ti oD <J l 

s o u r c � s  l i k e  co, l . 'ld '1 u c l e a r  u r e s u pp o H rd to Le c o c s i � cr ed l · s t .  

C on s erv,_ t i o n  d o e s 1 ' t c " u s e  u c i d  ru i n . C'11y a sma l l  a m o u n t o f  l o c o  

peop l e  w o u l d  b e  , i r e') f or a s il o rt t i m e  t o  work on til e p ow er l i'1 e . 

Wi th tIle c o n. s e r v . , t i o n. < . YFi r e n. ew , . b l e e n e r: Y o l) t i on s m o r e  1 0 c<.. 1 
;' 8 0p l e .,./ 0 • .1 10 be e . p loy ed r; :1(; th e e f f e c t s  0'!1 t I l e e c o n om'y w o u l d  b e  

l o n!': e r  lV 2 U 1g . 

/.-'" S-/- /I ; Fa {� c  2 

C omp8 ri :l� t h e  d V8 n ta,"; e s  a n d  d i s,_, d vu '1 t v  � e s  l i s t ed in th e L . 1 . S .  
summ· ry o f  t h e  n o-a c t i on o p t i o n t h e  D d va n t� � e s  l'ur o u tw e i : ,ll t r; e  
d i s  ; VL -n. t;:·' · ', e s f o r  :.:O:1 tb '1 ' ·  r e q i d e n t s . 'f h e  8 d v ,_. :. t ;:  ... " e s l i s t e d  e r e 

en v t r o "l !fJCl1 t r:: l w "h i l e  t h e  d i sv. d v' l n t eG e s of n O-u c l i on a r e e c o 'l o " t c . 

Th e e c o !1 o � ; i c  ri i s<-;, '-l va,1ta ' e s c o u l d be " ,s d e  up in o t h e r  w:._ y s  s u c n  

o s  e!1 e r�y c O 'l s erv;J t i on � !1d u s i 'I , ; ren ew; b ie  en ergy s o ur c e s . Th e 
sf, v i n ,' "  O i  s t e ·, l ,  r, lu!ll i n urn ,  c crL' rni c s , fue l , cl : , ri c u l tur, 1 l�' Yld , 

o u r  1.1·,' b: : 'i  ; '10 r e s i d e '1 t L, l e 'l Ti r on m e '1 t , f o r e �: t  lCl l1d s ,  r<=: n '� ·e l;-: :l(l �i ,  

re cr e, t i o n  () r e;..; s ,  a n d  n:j tur�, 1 r �: s o u r c e s  i s  v e ry inJIJ o r tr--J. n t t u  .. e .  

Th e h e8 l t h  e � f e c t8 o f  t h t  po � e r l i � e  a re n o t  l. d dr e s s ' 0 

t h o r u u  n ly i n  t h e  d r� f t � . I . S .  S i n c e t h e  � . I . S .  hO G b e c n  r e i e . s ed 

I h ;. V l;  h c _ rd :) f s -L 'Hl t e s  sh :)\'II i n f,'; p o s s i b 1 8  l i n k s  w i th l-rB i n  c "1 (; 81' , 
s c v ere d c' r e s s i on , s 'J i c i d e ,  2 b':1 o r.:ln L e C f e c t s  on a n i ma l !1 c r V O l:. S 

Ry s t el :l s 2 n d  [J p o s s i b l e l i n k  wi th LJirth d e f e c t s . I am r e f erri ni�� i n 

p" rt t o  t h e  w o r k  d o n e by L,"lrry '\ � d erson <et J3b t t e l l e �or thw e s t  

� bo r  t o ri e s i n  Ri ch l n n d  Wv s h i � - , t on . Th i s  s t � dy should b e  1 n 

c l ud ! d i n  t n e  fi n a l  .B . l . S .  a l () n ,� w i th o t rl er s st1ovv i '1 G  d E; t r i ' l e j t,-, 

e f f e c t s . 'llh i s  i s  8 !l i;::h pr i c e to p:;; y I o r  so J e t n i n,(; \'; e d O 'l ' t  n C Cfl , 

to sur v j v e .  

I J  th e B . 1' "" .  i s  " 1 1 m/ eel t o  b u i l d  t h e s e  l i � e sJ t h e  e c o ; 0 ',, 1 c  

c o s t  ' ..... i l l  b e  t-w o-i" :J ld . !-i i 7,!1 er pr o p er ty te x e s  d u o;:, t o  l o s t  r e v e :l 1 J 8  

and i l i : ; h er u t i l i  t.'l c o s t s  W �l e '1 t n e  p O',v er i o  s e j t  b .  .. , c � t o  u s  :;�1'()J.! th e 

w e s t  C O EJ S t .  I f  t h e  Ta f t  ro u t e  i s  c 1 l o se ;1 O ll r  u t i l j_ t:'/ r,., t .:; s  '.v O i i Ld 

�. l s o  �e h i " h er s i l c e  i t  h8 S t i l e  s c c o n. d h i  ' n e s t r o s t  �. �d w o u ld 

h;: ve tll e :l i " h c s t tr; .. n s.�J i s s i on l o s s e s . 

o s t  c , ) ]) ")  ti e s th r o '. l ' :-h ·'. :h i C !1 8 1  t e rn£] t i  ve G e':::;;;1 8 1 ts p, 8 0S  h; .  v c  

B d o u t cd s o· 8 f o r 'i o f  10. -0 <1  u OJ e  p L, n s . ,, 1 1  tll e p V- n s  S tl t e  ti" , t 

u '1 d e v e l o p ed l' � d s c ,  .. v e s  L re to be pro t e c t ed i l1 oru e r  t,) [;,· , i ' l t;.: i V] 

en v i :·\) :Ll e" , tc. l llU f,: l i  t,Y " ' YJ d  i )rc .:::-: e r v e  exi s t i '1: r:�r<..· l  ; . t:; I LL J :Jh c _C' i":: 3 .  

'rh i s, fO,: 1 i s  "l o t  b e i  --:;� (� c c o r]l iJ l i s h ed b.y c i i o o s i '1t ( .  j Jre [ e rred '� I '  , t e 

tha t · o e s  t h ro l lgh an ar ea w tl er e  t n ere i s  v i r t u a lly no e x i s t i fJ "  

p ow e r l i Y"J e s or e;� s e'l, e ' l t s .  

T h e  � . I  . 5 .  SU"il ' l  ry l i s t s  o n  pi- ' ; e  3 t ' l e  r ec; s on s w h y  t :  e 'I';. ,' 1.. 
ro u t e  i s c '1 v i ro"l�le t a l ly pr e C ur ed . ;,' o s t  of t · , c s c  ret, sO rl S '_. r e 

on l y ' . : '  t t er 0 ;  o "tJi '1 i on . 'l'n e s e s i x  r e; : S O l S b r e  '1 0 t  p ro v f::: , j to c :  
( 1 )  Le�: s t  8 0 8 1; · 1  i';;:) c t . ( 2 ) b e s t  ,i v o i d s  d e v e l r) p e;] ; : -: d  d e v e l c . , j. I ,  

urb' . :1 ' l d  r c s i d e :1 t i. ;· . l ;::' 1' e: , 8  ( ; 1 t n o u  " il  i t  c ro s :' \:! S t h  O :lt·; ' l  t,\\ 
d e v c l c' l) i !'l.'f �3 u bd i v.i s i 1 1 S ) � ( 3 )  <= .. '1 o i. d 8  e '1 V irO l .l e rl t, 1 � ;Y  s e l1 s i t i v c  
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D r e; s .  'Ph i ,s i s  " rl r e s s e d  in ;' ll ; ! e Cl d i x  A I V : l ! .  ,';;i l l e r  C r e ek co n d  

B lu e m o un t:: i n  s h o u ld b e  l i s t e d  s e p" r, t e ly 8 'l d  S o u t b  lii s s o u l' 

s' , ou ld I e  n d rj ed to t h e  ch" r t . , ( 4 ) wou ld a f f e c t  fewer r c c re[, ti o o i s ts 

on &, y e -. r r o u n d  b·.! s i s ,  ( 5 )  f ev'l e s t  ri , er c r o 8 8 i n ;� s , i t  : ;) i ;} i 'n i z e s  th e 

i mp<. c t s  on w i l d  l i f e  ::'1d <.. v o i d s  a i'.f e c ti r1�; t h e  bc; l d  e' " f; l e , �: !1d 

( 6 )  m i n i ',l i z c s  v i s u " , l i. : pa c t s .  The nW,l o e r  of p e op l e l i vin,; in a n  

[I ree d o e s n ' t  r e f l e c t  o n  t h e  n U 'llber o f  p e O i) l e  '."1 1 : 0  u s e  i t  o r  V i 8W i t .  
I f  th e s e  rec s o n s  e r e  g O l n �  t o  b e  i o c l u d ed I w o u ld l i k e  t o s e e  s om e  
r. C C U Ti'· t e  C O U "l t S  o r  p e o j; l e u s i n g ,  v i ew ine , and l i v i n g  O �  ec. ch r o u t e � 
I w o u l d  8 1 s o  l i k e  to s e e  p r o o f  thc, t O 'i. 8  ;; : r c:..-· is . : I o r e  E. bun dc: '1 t  in 
w i ld l i f e  (',"ld e'"3 :..'= l e 8  t!F) n [; n o t h e r ( I T eE; . 11h e  �) t h er 1:' e;., 8 0 "l S  l i s t e d  
E r e  e;; s i e r t 'J :)rO V e  ( 1 )  c r o s s e s  l e,:, s t  8. 0 u n t  o r: ;·. gr i c :J l t lJr8 1 V . n d , 
, '1 0 ( ? )  ' i q i ! ,d � e s  i ' j)c . c t  o r) F) r c h e o l o  i c  i..; -1 cl h i s t  ri c r e s o u r c e s . " 

'rh t th e "[: .  rt r o u t e  i s  t �l e  b e s t  o ,' J t i o!1 I' o r  " J t u r e  p� rn 1 1 8 l  

l i ·�L e s . :;0 ' : 0 ' ) 1(; t h cy ivc  'l e c c: :--. �·.., ( , ry b ',' , v Q j (1 i '-� '; ser i o u s  lJ r o LI L eLI �_ -r c ' . s 

l r ca J jT C 0 1 :.i trc i 'i e d  by '. e '.' l o,· �J , " ; e(J.'?T · , ph y  « '1 d  p r e v i o u s  Cl e v e l o prn e:-J t
" 

s e r:r-: s  to be t ·· e Wl o s t  i m r o r t':-! '1 t re: s o !""} . 'l'h i r tY-.1 i n e y e; rs : r oIiI n o':! 
th e '1" rt l' o ' l t e  vvi l l  b e  Cl e v e l o p ed L l o'1:; ;:: s i f?  th e d o t  Spri l ';8 r o u t e  
t h r o Ll h t � e  l{,; t t l e s:1;c ;; e , i f  c · l rr e '1. t  tr e r"l d s  h o ld t fl e i r' C O i l r s e  i !1 

I.:i s " o v l:,  d e v e l o fJI;,e:l t .  P;� r; ' l l e l i '1 g  t : , :-. ' :,� � ·t, rl) ' l t8 ,'J i l l  l �  " le t "; i t h  

the S '  : , e  r C s l s t :" o r e c para l l e l i n g  the 2 30kv l i n e  o n  th e H o t  Srri'l,�s 

rcu t e  l,oVh 9re th "e r e  i s  an e;: s e:: e!1 t .  I see , 0 !1 e  o r  two th i n ::� s h(1 1) . ) e!1 i '1 �  

th en ( 1 )  a n  2 t t eCipt t o  b ') i l d On tn e 0e s e :,: e 1 t  h e l d  b y  t'l e £ . l' . . l .  
for t :  e '- � o t Spri rJ D, 8  r O ll te 0 r ( 2 )  ;; n o th e r  ; ree, o T  i.'o r c; s t s , w , · t e r si l c cJ r; ,  

a n d  c o rr: , 'un.i. t j e s  �', i 1 1. b e  ;-; f e c t e d  w i th ;" p ow crl i 'l e a n d  i t s  h erbj c j d c s .  

Th e 'J> f t  p l a '1 T{: '1 i;: 8 lc) s t  ; or i ,: J po c t s  0'1 o r e s tr,Y , v er: e te t i r}n , 

" n d Wi, t e r  r c s o :� l' c e s  ' S  i t  e 1 ("' 0  ; '1 LI;r.s , o r e  h e  vi ly ti u el' e'i l�I '1 rt , 

:·. o r e  h i  h l y  pr o c1 :1 c ti v e  ror e s L s  1d 1 0!1 '. cT s tr c t c 'l C' s  o r  ',v;-, t e t'sh e d  

s c r v i :l d O"l 1 s 1 o p e  c o , u ' l i  t i e G  t h �". n  �i. Lh c �' tIl e J l o t  3 1 I r 1. · ; s ()r 

l' l<� i '1 s  ro u t e s .  Our f o r e s t s  < , n r] 'Nb t er s U �; J) l.Y c� r c  {J very i : 1  ,cr.t; ''I t 

p:  rt of o u r  B , v i r : · 'l :, l e ll t . ',l1 n e  .[ c r e s t  1;  'ld � ( "1 d t:.r t:: e l i �l G S  \'J i l l  (;.� 
T) e r' n .1 8  · t ly tc� l� e:1 o u L o r  p:r.' o :; u ··· t i o n . 

He:!,�: rcl i n ,(� 'r; b l e  2 . 3  C o ' , p .  r i f, ::),"1 of · . 1  t(-�r · ,::. tJ v e s 1�'1 V i rOvl 8'j t<..: l 

l{; n k i r. Sl; ,': ,ary . 

( 1 )  'rn e  T" f t  1'1: " l: o c s � ' t , v o i d  r e s i d EO , ti., 1 ' , d  i '1 ' I ' ',i t � d  

;' ,1'e:- S (') :1 .'/  o r e  t � <.: '1 t c o t�, e r  tv,;o T o u t (: S .  

( 2 )  I i n i m i :/, i r"lg c! i s r1Jl"i t i on o f  ; i � '  <) 1 : 8 l i '! '  ' ) '1 l i  f C  r.� ty l e s  

L- ",S� 1- / I� l'� �: e 4 

i s  n o t  pl' o y e� i 'i P l C  .� . I . S .  'r !'J e r e ::,::, .'/ be J.' e v,r e r  p e o 'rJ l c  l i v i  i'1 

one ; r eei ti l t r'· e o th er) Vl t t · . co t 'J o e s V] ' t  r c p r c s e '"1 t Vi e 'i. w: : b e r  of 

]) e o l) l e tho t usc the r r e� or can sec t ' l e; l i '1 e  from t t . e i r  h o;� es o r  

fc:. v o r i  t e  r e c r et' t i o '1  S ;) o t .  

( 3 )  �:'i n i m i z e s  ; � ('1 v erse. e ; f R r t �.; o n.  � (' e ,: i c ;. r e i ,  (J �d e s t . : e t i c  

v · l u e � . Si'1 ':.' e -:h e r e  ;,. r e  :1 0 1;1 1'/', 8 }J 0'.'i P r  l i :.J e s u l on, ) t l ' e  '1'F, f t  r o u t e  

th e e s t h e ti c  q u : : l i  t i  e s w ',") u l d  1 e rt�;;. t ly :l i s t : n: - h e d . 

( 4  )J� v o i d s  e n v i rO�l. : e ·l t  l L,1' s e n s i  t i v e  �_, rc,', s .  '[.-; i 8  c : , '1 n o t  b e  

p r o v c'1 . Th e f o r e s t s  <.� "'Cl ri v er s  a r e e rl v l r o '1 Jl! en t, l l y  8 e �l f) i ti v e  t o  
' .  e ' � o t t1i e ; · r e:-; a l o D '  th e fr e ';\'v , 'v s ' � d  Lv\': :: s .  

By u s i ' ) ,'; th e fu ['e:3 t s  f c r  t h e  ;) 0'.'./ (;1' 1 1 '1 e  t i l ei r  ' , i ] 1 lJe 

- r n� t e r  i)�l�<} � t  0 '1 w i l ' ! l i f ' e  Cl '1 j  v e: e i...; t "i 'I">") . rh e r e  (". r e  b;; ld e;·: -; l �s , 

n c r e� X.i'1 e f<. l c o '1 s , � ' 1 U  p o s s i b l y  � rey ',', o i v e s  <-: l o n �: Fi e Tr-; f t  r o u t e  

',/ h i c ! .  re e l d '  ] ' , ,:; r c d  o r  tlJ r c;; t e  1 ,.](1 . I f  w e  � () I t i 1 u e  t o  d i s t � l r b  th e 

h;: bi t;; t '"J f t ,  e o l d en C; ' ,  I e ,  b l u e  r. e r o !1 , (l u c ;'; s ,  

!. o v. n t( in l i on ,  cl c , .:!' , e l k , ::J o o �_' e !1(1 b e  r t : ; e:; 

t u t t i n "  po':; e r l j :.J e  t �, r o u. : ! ;  ;; 1 ;"j re;;; ':; �l e r c  t ! l e ' C  

c ') ; o t e s , f ox , 

:; S () O !1  be e ; d (; 1 ' ��T e d . 

;"; r e 1 ' t ;: '1 ,)'  c \; r t: i n -

l y  d o e s 'l o t  !) c l p . S i n c e  r/ e h ,  v e  �lo'I�' c r l  i · I C�l . l. r e -ew;c-; y s  c;:1d r: i i l r ');. d 

t r; . c k s  i'1 t; J e  va l l ey s,.. we s j ; o u ld tr" to S0 V t.  t!'. e  e s V i e t i c  v(· l u e s  

0 1  t'b e � o re s t s .  C � l l  , i "ld l i ' c  : e ', t j :)!1 ccl � I u o v e  h{'. v e  b t:; cn s e e '1 on 

'L': f t r o u t e . )  

1£1'1 e  d e s c l' i : J t i nY] o f  t �l e  'r;" f t  p l ' in S e c ti on II pa - e s 18- 19 i s  

V� c k i n g . I t  i s  s t· t e 'l t ,  t l c s � '  P € ':; l > l e  : , 1 0 .1< .� t : · e  ro u t e  U S E  t ' · e 

<, r c:..: '� o r  r E; c r e '  ti on .'/ e t  t i1 8 t' 8  i s  no pruG f .  lto � k  C r e e k  r i n d  C o eur 

d ' ! � l e 'l e  Hi v er (, re : , '":;: 'l t i o'1 e:] s f' r t s  r · c r c: .. ti Qrlp \ 1 1 1.,  V; e r e  : "!.'e 

;'\,; '1 2{  o t i : e r l! re, s S ll c n  <:.. s i l l e r  C r e (. k , Blue i ) ll , t  i !"1 ,  J i n e , i l e , 

;", "1 c1  • .J e e p  Cr e ·..:k t"j"l l;: to 1; :i R f e w . ·f�:. e, 0 '1 1 :-.' ;� 1' P':: . .  e 'l �, i o '1 f: G r  

b< , lo e o _  les i �, t '1 e  ; : r{;:' '1 o r t n  0 (' S t  2te i s  .v e t  t · , ,:, i 1 A ij ;: c'l d i x  

C s r e)in] bn l d  e;'",{ l e s  i '1  t 'i e H o � �-\. Cr e ek ; rJ :'� 1)i i, �. C 1 I'8 0 t  ri v er ;"; ren .  

I t  i 11 s t:. ted t r: " t ' 1 0  o t h er e 'l 'l t  .: c r e d  s p e ':' i e s  i s  e 'l (' u ll :l t crf!d y e t  

t"! 8 p e r e  ri �] e i'a l c o�l i �� sh o :'1 rl  i VI C ! { o c: k  G c e e k  ; nd , i  l e  i l e <..: r -::;::: 

I t  i [; <" l s o  s t;-, t c ·: t Jl8 t n o  5 5.  '1i f i c ; , n t  t)i ,�:: -; , ' ! ! ,C ir.,TY.- C t S  ".; 0 Id o c � u r ,  

b u t  t :  e r e  i s  :'�O ev l d e  . . c t:;  S '.l P l ) �) r t i ':g t , i s .  I WQ u lri l i i� e  t o  f, e f-. 2-
s t u d y  d O "1 c  c �  t h e  c " f e c t s  la r e }�0'.·i (; r l i l"l e 3  IE- v e  0 11 b i .s �S<": : l e ,  

'pr � r c rc. bl'y t,Y <J '1 o t h er a - e · j cy . 

On p : ,  e 19 o f  .s e c t i on 1 1  i D e  B . l) .A s t; t e s  ; o r e  c l e�: ri '-J :� for 

f .... c c: e s s  ro:: rl s '.v o l l l -4 l l €  r e \l'.:: .i. r e J  bX r 0 1.l L i '1 u � .' 8 1 0 1) e  0'; '11,) O l l t of t!l e 

vo l l ey s � f) r  t· e 'r,J f t  r o u t e  t ·: : "1  t ' i e 0 1.. : : '2 !' t'.'J o · ro u l c s .  'J;�: b l e  2 . 1  
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Compc: r i s on of .� l teroa t� vies Tecl] 1 i ca 1 Co'Csid c r& t i o 'l s  shows 3 3 . 5  

miles o f  exi s ting ri:',h t  o f  WHy i s  fol lowed i n  the Ta f t  p la n ,  y e t  

109 . 2  low a c c e s s  requirement m i l es i s  sh own . Thi.s i z  i n  error 

sin c e  th e d es c ri p t i on for low a c c e s s  m i l e s  is " Ge"ler2.11y pa ra l l e l  

to exi s ting utili ty ri ghts-of-way w i th 2 c c e s s  roads th8 t co uld 

be used . P o s s i b l e  s om e  u p;;r8 ding and n ew tovler s pur roa d s  would 

be r e quirea . "  
B . P .A .  p o l i cy i s  to u s e  existing c o rrid ors n t · , -ever po s o i b l e .  

Crea t i on of 8 "l ew tra!1sI:"J i s s i o n  c orrid o r  ca n have more intense 

impv. c t s  on n2, tura l res ourc e s  a n d  la n d  u s e s  than pEr& l l e l  c O 'l s truc
ti on . Y e t  the preferred route chos c:J f o l lows the leC! s t  amount o f  

exi s tin::; corri d o r .  Both th e H o t  Springs and Ph' i n s  p le n s  utilize 
exis ting riht-of-ways a'ld para llel other l i n e s  wh i ch w ould H,i n i 

od. z e  d i s turbL n c e  of Cl Oy more land s . T h e  Ta f t  plan f o l l ow s  the 
l ea s t  a m oun t o f  exi s t i nt; ri£�h t-of-way 2nd pa ra l l e l s  n on e .  

I n  S e c ti on I I  pa��e 3 1  movine s e, :m e n t 14 2 furth8r s o u t tl i s  

d i s c u s sed . This !!ii3ht red u c e  t �) e  impa c t  a 8mb l l  a m oun t i'or one 

pe r t  of the popula t i on bu t would i n crease the impc. c t  on "'n other 

portion . I f  thi s i s  consid ered, h ea rinc;s sh ould be h e ld to a l l ow 

pub l i c  c omc" en t .  

I n  Secti on I V  pan e  3 5  the B .f .A . has s ta t e d  tha t the a dd i t i ona l 

l i n e s  would n o t  ma tch the exis ting lines a s  to s i z e , con fiGura ti on , 

or spacing , �i ving the rie h t  ... oJ'-W&Y a cha o t i c  o, ppea ran c e  in th e 
m,.rrow Rattle snd k e  va l l ey .  I t  d o esn ' t  m� k e  s e n s e  to :'I u s tify n o t  

f o l l ow inG a n  a lrea dy e s tablished powerline r o u t e  on t h e  ,;roun d s  
tha t th e s i z e  of ' th e powerlin es d O:J ' t m;" t ch .  I n s t ec, d th e B . 1' ." . 

pro p o s e s  to cut a sWHth t � r o u�h an a re" tha t is e s s e'l t iB l ly 

un d i s turbed by pow erlin e s . Comparing a pow erlin e to a forest i s  

even m o r e  cha o ti c .  

I n  Section I V  puge 3 7  S o c i � l s n d  Economic Con sid er8 t i on s  the 

B . P .A .  sta tes c o n s truc tion and prese�ce of the li � e  in the 

" ' i s s oul" Ra ttlesna k e  area w o u l d  c l s o  i'l c rea se a li e'l� t i on of t h e  

pub l i c ,  as t h e  l i n e  could ps ss throu:;h " " od era t e /upper in come 

subdivision . The i n c om e  o f  the people s h ould :J o t  reflect on a 

route choi c e .  Th i s  a d d s  to my belief tha t t h e  B . P .k . is n o t  

making their c h o i e e  on en vironnJ e n t � l  re8. 2 0 n s  b:u � poli ticb l rer: s on s .  

l'age 6 
/.:I1IS-I- II5' 

Th e po\.".erli � e  should b e  c o n sid ered (� s El wnole (l o t  1 '1 s e�, ] en t s . 

If t h e  Tow 'ls end-G' rri son r o u t e  is a pproved , t h e  o n ly options l e f t  

e r e o n e  o f  th e routes throu h ' i s s oula . Th e s e  mi. y n o t  " e  the (J e s t  
&, l t eroc t i v e s  th" t c o u ld b e  c o ""s i d ered . ol n e', st-vl e s t  c orridor s 'l o u ld 

a l s o  be c o n s i (l ered i s  0. 1  8 1 t e r �a tive r". t ' J er thi, n i.: route thrau,'h 

one of th e l� r· . e s t  c i ti es in w e s t e r n  Monthnn . 
In summ< , ry , i s sues I w o u l d  like to s e e  ,,,'!dr e s s e d  in the final 

B . I . S .  (e re : 
( 1 )  !l e ed for the pro j e c t  sh o111rl be D o d r e s sed ex teo.siv ely . Th L �  

should b e  d on e  b y  a n  u'l bia s e d  a g en cy .  

( 2 )More s t udy sh ould b e  d on e  on th e heCi lth e f f e c ts o f  t n e  lin e .  

( 3 ) Mo , tana fOIVer should b e  r e s [l'J1 s i tJ l e  f or th e con s truc t i o i; of 

th e pow crli " e,  'l o t  the B .P .iI . 

( 4  )Recre8 t i o'). c o u ' ,  ts sh o u l d  be take'l to s c e  wh i ch f..rei is U S SG 

th e ;:l o s t .  

( 5 ) N i l d l i f e  c o u o t s  s h o u ld b e  tLke� . 

( 6 ) 1,10re er:Jphe. s i s  sho u l d  be pla c ed 0'1 protec tin.g t n e  vi ews in 

th e "( oun tain s r<J til er tha� i , 1 0'1[; the f r e ewCl y s , r" i lroi ' d  tr;, cks , ; , nd 
powerliTl e s .  

( 7 )Game r.l3/1a geme l t  area s 8 '1 d  mU!1 i c i p; , l  wa tersh e d s  sh ould b e  ra ted 
h iGh f or impa c t s  a i v: c e  h erbicides are use'; u ' . J er th e powerli l e  • 

( 8 ) Th e  growth of Mi s s oulD tow._rd toe south should be c on s i d e r ed 
as ; 1'}  importa '1 t  fH, c t o r ,  wh e:1 di scus f3 i ··IG urba'1 r e s i d en tial impeJ c t S . 

( 9 )l'ower li ', e  sh ould be c on s i rl cred " S  a whole , I I O t  i 'l s e,;rl en t s .  
ll ome own. ers " l on!,; th e T:, f t  r o u te Vl O ' l lcl b e  very i' l'L e'l a ted uy th e 

pow erlin e ,  sin c e  we cho s e  to buy our 

exis ting pow erlin e  ric;ht-of-vI2 Y .  

prop e rly wh e r e  th ere \; , . 8  ri O  

J� jL_� 
t/

Ja l e t  Ri c e  

4 3 5 0  Tra i l s  B , d  hoa d 
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Mr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P. O.  Box 4327 
Missou l a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge : 

L-MS- J - 3 ;;j5" 

Thi s letter i s  in response to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garrison- Spokane 500 kv transmi s s i on l i n e .  Pl ease i n c l ude i t  i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement wi th your findings that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unaccepta bl e because it wou l d  traverse a densely 
settled res ident i a l  are a ;  be cl ose to over 40 res i dences ; create noi se 
pol l ut i on ;  have a devastating v i sual  impact both on the surround i ng resi dences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattl esnake Wi l derness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conj uncti on wi th the exi sting l i nes ; wou l d  cause d i sruption dur i ng f.onst.ruc
tion ; wou l d  be v i s i bl e  to l arge numbers of peopl e ;  and could not pos s i bl y  
serve as a corri dor for addi t i on a  1 power 1 i nes . I furt.her agree w i t h  your 
findings that a route through the National Recreati on Area is unac ceDt.abl e 
because construction would endanger the mun i ci pal water suppl y ;  the 1 i n e  
woul d  destroy the recreational val ue of a heav i l y  u s e d  a re a ;  the l i ne wou l d  
greatly d i mi n i s h  the val ue o f  the nearby W i l derness area ; a n d  i t  wou l d  
di sturb wi ldl i fe .  

I want t o  record my strong protest regarding the fact that the BPA fai l ed to 
note the vi sua 1 impact of a l i ne through the ex i st i ng corri dor on the entire 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fa i l ed to take account of much ava i l abl e 
research regard i n g  the recreational use , the wi l dl i fe , pl antl i f e ,  and ecol ogy 
of the NRA; fai l ed to expl ore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aer i a l  
f i re suppress i on ;  fai l ed to give proper and suff i c i ent weight t o  t h e  impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on bi g game wi nter range , on water qua 1 i ty , and on 
hi gh user i ntens i ty ; and fai l ed to cons i der suffi ci ent l y  the 1 i ne ' s impact on 
thousands of homes i n  future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subdi v i s ions.  

Thank you for your con s i derati on . 

S i ncerely , 

. / '. , ( �'--

Name : " �I , ', f � ,'�, :; I.J r :, I . , 
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May 24 , 1 982 

Mr. George Eskri dge 
BPA 
PO Box 4327 
Mi ssoul a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr . Eskridge : 

L-MS-1- 3.:l'l 

Thi s 1 etter is in res ponse to the Ora ft Env i ronmenta 1 Impact Sta tement 
on the Garrison-Spokane 500 kv transmi ssion l i ne .  Pl ease i ncl ude it  
i n  the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement with your findi ngs that a route 
through the exi st i ng corridor is unacceptab1 e because it wou l d  traverse 
a densel y settled res idential area ; be cl ose to over 40 residences and 
wou l d  be v i s i bl e  to l arge numbers of peopl e .  I don ' t  agree w i t h  your 
fi ndi ngs that a route through the National Recrea tion Area is unaccep
tabl e .  I don ' t  bel i eve construction wou l d  endanger the muni c i pal water 
suppl y ;  the l i ne wou l d  destroy the recreational val ue of a hea v i l y  used 
area ; the l i ne wou l d  greatly d imi n i s h  the value of the nearby W i l der
ness area ; or that it  wou l d  s i gni fi cantl y di sturb w i l dl i fe .  

However , I want to express my concern regardi ng the BPA ' s  apparent fa i l 
ure to note the v i sual impact o f  a l i ne through the existing  corridor on  
the  entire northern v i sta from Mi ssoul a ;  and fa i l ed to  cons i der suffi 
c i ently the l i ne ' s  impact on thousands of homes in future Grant Creek 
and Butl er Creek subd i v i s i o n s .  

Thank  you for your cons ideration . 

Si ncerel y ,  

, �  / --I' / �� ) '? . ,� , ' k/.:i"/ , 
Robert J. K-el l'y /' -
1 330 Sunfl ower Drive 
Mi ssoul  a,  MT 59801 
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Mr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P. O. Box 4327 
Mi ssou l a , MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge : 

L-MS-I- 3 3 0  

This  l e tter i s  i n  response to t h e  Oraft E n v i  ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garrison-Spokane 500 kv transmi s s i on l i ne . Pl ease i nc l ude it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement wi th your fi ndings that a route through 
the existing corridor is unacceptabl e because it would traverse a densely 
settled resi denti a l area ; be cl ose to over 40 resi dences ; create noi se 
po l l ution ;  have a devastating v i sual impact both on the surr9und i ng residences 
and on the v a  1 1  ey as a gateway to the Rattl esnake Wil derness Area , especi a l l y  
i n  conjunction wi th the exi sting l i nes ; wou l d  cause d i sruption during construc
tion ;  wou l d  be v i s i ble to l arge numbers of peopl e ;  and could not pos s i b l y  
serve as a corri dor for addi ti o n a  1 powerl i nes . I further agree w i t h  your 
findi ngs that a route through the National Recreation Area is unacceptable 
because constructi on woul d endanger the muni c i p a  1 water supply; the 1 i ne 
would destroy the recreational val ue of a hea v i l y  used a re a ;  the 1 i ne wou l d  
greatly d i m i n i s h  the val ue of t h e  nearby Wi l derness area; a n d  i t  wou l d  
di sturb wi ldl  i fe .  

I want to record my strong protest regard i ng the fact that the BPA fai l ed to 
note the v i sual impact of a l i ne through the exi sti ng corridor on the entire 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much avai l ab l e  
research regard i ng the recreati onal use , t h e  wi ldl i fe ,  pl antl i f e ,  a n d  ecology 
of the NRA; fai 1 ed to expl ore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA On aeri a 1 
f i re suppres s i on ;  fai l ed to give proper and suffi c i ent weight to the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on bi g game wi nter rang e ,  on water qual i ty , and on 
high  user intensity; and fai l ed to consider suff i c i ently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subdi v i s i on s .  

Thank you for your consideration. 

S i ncere l y ,  

Name : 
Address : 

Ellen E. Klnonen 

1101 II. Greenough Dr, E-6 
Missoula, Mt, 59802 
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Mr. George Esk ri dge 
Projec ts Information Officer 
Bonnev i l l e  Power Administration 
Transmi ssion Coordi nation Office 
P . O .  Box 4327 
Mi ssoul a, MT. 59806 

Oea r Mr.  Esk ri dge : 

L-OM-2- 33J 

I wish  to go on record i n  your final Envi ronmental Impact Statement 

as being strongly opposed to a portion of the proposed Taft C power 

1 ine as descri bed in the BPA Oraft ElS on the Ga rrison-Spokane 500-kv 

Transmi ssion Project .  

The specific  portion of  th i s  l i ne to  which I am  opposed crosses Sections 

4 and 9 in T8N and R13W i n Grani te County, Montana . Thi s  l i ne wi l l  

cause great economic hardship by i nterfering with our future mining  

operations i n  thi s  area . Thi s area has been mined extensively i n  the 

pa st and wi l l  aga i n  be mi ned when the economy improves . Your route 

crosses di rectly over patented mining  cl aims w ith one of the towers 

l ocated in the middl e of one of these cl aims . This cross i ng wi l l  resul t 

in the majori ty of the m in ing cl aims becoming steri l i zed . The l ost  

revenue due  to  the in-place ore not  being  mi ned can  eas i l y  run  into 

the mi l l i on s .
, 

An extens i ve diamond core dri l l i ng program woul d  be 

needed on your part to defi ne the exact 1 imits of the extens i ve ore 

vei n s  and ore pockets . Thi s  dri l l ing wi l l  cost you from $ 250 ,000 to 

$ 400,000 i f  properly done .  If thi s  dri l l i ng i s  not done, there i s  no 

way you can l ega l ly  or l egi timately determine the fa i r  market value of 

the powerl i ne right-of-way across these patented c la ims .  

I am  a l so opposed to  thi s  portion of  the l i ne because i t  crosses the 

towns i te of Maxvi l l e ,  Montana . This i s  total l y  unnecessary when the 

nearest town to the north i s  10 mi l es away and the nearest town to the 

south i s  Jl mi l es away. I understand that the Granite County Al l i ance 

has proposed a more southerly route for you r Taft C l i ne which woul d 

bypass the resi dential area of Maxvi l l e  by several m i l es and tota l l y  

avoid the aforementi oned mining  c l a ims . strongly recommend thi s  

more southerly route. Any addi ti onal cost of changing  thi s proposed 

route at thi s  point in time may become a genu ine cost savings for the 



$ t-' 
<D CX> 

L-OM-2- 3'3 1  

BPA i f  you properly determine the fa i r  market val ue o f  the ri ght-of-way 

across these patented mi n i ng cla ims or i f  you fa i l  to determ i ne the 

market val ue and have to pay the ensu i n g  court cost s .  Please weigh 

a l l  you al terna tives carefu l l y .  It may be just a l i ne on a map to 

you but it is of paramount importance to those of us who l i ve or work 

in the Maxvi l l e  area . Thank you for your consi deration in th i s  ma tter. 

Si ncere l y ,  

#'� {"/Yl� 
Wi l l  i am C. Maehl 
Pre s i dent 
Maxv i l l e  M i n i ng Company 
910 Maywood Drive 
Bi l l i ng s ,  MT 59102 
Reg i stered M i n i ng Engi neer 
State of Montana #5274 

cc 
Max Baucus 
U . S .  Senate 
Washi ngton , D . C .  20510 

John Me I cher 
27 W .  Park Street 
Butte; MT 59701 

Pat Wi l l  i ams 
Western Bank Bu i l d i n g  
Mi ssou l a ,  M T  59801 

M r .  George Eskri dge 
BPA 
P . O .  Box 4327 
Mi ssou l a , MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskri dge :  

L-MS-l- 3 3 :2.. 
t..-MS- I -3 3 3  

Thi s letter i s  i n  response t o  the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garrison-Spokane 500 kv transmi s s i on l i ne.  P l ease i ncl ude i t  i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement wi th your f i n d i ng s  that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unacceptable because it wou l d  traverse a densely 
settled res i dent i a l  are a ;  be cl ose to over 40 resi dences ; create noi se 
pol l ut i on ; have a devastati ng v i sual impact both on the surround i ng resi dences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattlesnake W i l derness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conjunction wi th the exi sting l i nes ; wou l d  cause d i sruption duri ng construc
t i on ;  wou l d  be vi s i bl e  to l arge numbers of peop l e ;  and could not pos s i bl y  
serve as a corri dor for addi t  i o n a  I power l i nes . I further agree w i t h  your 
f i nd i ng s  that a route through the National Recreat i on Area is unacceptable 
because constructi on wou l d  endanger the mun i ci pal water supp l y ;  the l i ne 
wou l d  destroy the recreati onal val ue of a heav i l y  used are a ;  the l i ne would 
greatly d i m i n i s h  the val ue of the nearby W i l derness area; and it woul d  
d i s turb w i l d l i fe .  

I want t o  record my strong protest regard i ng the fact that the BPA fai l ed to 
note the vi sua I impact of a l i ne through the ex i sti ng corri dor on the enti re 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much ava i l able 
research regard i ng the recreati onal use, the wi l d l i fe ,  pl antl i fe ,  and ecol ogy 
of the NRA; fai l ed to explore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aeri a I 
f i re suppre s s i on ; fai l ed to g i ve proper and suff i cient weight to the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on bi g game wi nter rang e ,  on water qua I i ty ,  and on 
h i g h  user i nten s i ty ;  and fai l ed to consider suffi ci ently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subdi v i s i on s .  

Thank you for your considerat i on . 

S i n cerel y ,  

��� _��_ ��/,L,-
/ � Y:d� /J� 

arne : 
Address : 

Lj I .:l-O L ,r,co!r, RA. 
H '<Y ")OCAt " , hD"� 5'1 ;30 ,?-
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Mr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P .  O .  Box 4327 
Mi ssoul a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge : 

L-MS-l- 33'1 

Thi s  l etter i s  i n  response to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garrison-Spokane 500 kv transmi s s i on l i ne. Pl ease incl ude it in 
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement with your findi ngs that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unacceptable because it wou l d  traverse a densely 
settled resident i a l  are a ;  be cl ose to over 40 resi dence s ;  create noise 
po l l ut i o n ;  have a devastating v i sual impact both on the surrounding residences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattlesnake W i l derness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conj unction wi th the exi sting l i nes ; wou l d  cause d i sruption during construc
t i on ;  wou l d  be v i s i b l e  to l arge numbers of peopl e ;  and could not pos s i b l y  
serve a s  a corridor for additional power l i ne s .  I further agree w i t h  your 
fi ndings that a route through the National Recreation Area is unacceptable 
because constructi on wou l d  endanger the muni c i pal water supply; the l i ne 
wou l d  destroy the recreational val ue of a heav i l y  used are a ;  the l i ne woul d  
greatly diminish the value of the nearby Wi l derness area ; and i t  woul d  
di sturb wil d l i fe .  

I want t o  record my strong protest regard i ng the fact that the BPA fa i l ed t o  
note the v i sual impact o f  a l i ne through the exi sti ng corridor on the entire 
northern vi sta from Missoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much ava i l able 
research regarding the recreational use ,  the wi l dl i fe ,  p l antl i fe ,  and ecology 
of the NRA; fai l ed to expl ore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aerial  
f i re suppression ; fai led to g i ve proper and suffi c ient weight to the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on big game wi nter rang e ,  on water qua 1 i ty , and on 
high user intensi ty ; and fai l ed to consider suffi c i ently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subd i v i s i on s .  

Thank you f o r  your consideration . 

Si ncere l y ,  

Name : 
Address : / ,�-/,,/ //-//:. "  
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Mr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P. O. Box 4327 
Mi ssou l a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge : 

L-MS-J-31 � 

Thi s l etter i s  i n  response to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garri son-Spokane 500 kv transmi s s i on l i ne.  Pl ease i ncl ude it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement wi th your findings that a route through 
the exi sting corridor Is unacceptable because it would traverse a densely 
settled res i dent i a l  are a ;  be cl ose to over 40 residence s ;  create noi se 
pol l ution;  have a devastating v i sual impact both on the surround i ng residences 
and on the v a l l ey as a gateway to the Rattlesnake Wi l derness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conj unction wi th the exi sting l i nes ; woul d  cause d i sruption duri ng construc
t i on ;  woul d  be v i s i b l e  to l arge numbers of peop l e ;  and could not pos s i b l y  
serve as a corridor for add i t i onal  powerl i ne s .  I further agree w i t h  your 
f i nd i ng s  that a route through the National Recreat i on Area i s  unacceptabl e 
because construction woul d  endanger the mun i c i pa l  water supply;  the l i ne 
woul d  destroy the recreational val ue of a heav i l y  used a re a ;  the l i ne wou l d  
greatly d i m i n i s h  the val ue of the nearby Wi l derness area ; a n d  i t  woul d  
d i sturb w i l d l i fe .  

I want t o  record my strong protest regard i ng the fact that the BPA fai l ed to 
n ote the vi sual impact of a l i ne through the exi sting corridor on the entire 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much ava i l able 
research regard i ng the recreati onal use,  the wi l d l i fe ,  pl antl i fe ,  and ecol ogy 
of the NRA; fai l ed to explore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aerial  
f i re suppre s s i on ; fai l ed to g i ve proper and suff i c i ent weight to the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on bi g game wi nter range , on water qual i ty , and on 
high user inten s i ty ;  and fai l ed to consider suffi c i ently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subdi v i s i on s .  

Thank you for you� con s i deration . 

S i ncerel y ,  

Name : 
Address : 

t� /.I, � 
:J. S 6 / C}YF � '  
'>� ,YrJA: S?Y6 ::L. 

Mr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P . O.  Box 4327 
Mi ssoul a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr . Eskri dge : 

L-MS-J- 3 � o  
4000 Altura Dr . 
Mi ssou l a ,  MT 59802 
May 25 , 1 982 

Thi s is in reply to your l etter of Apri l 9 ,  1 982 and a l so i n  regard to 
the DEI S  on the Garri son-Spokane transmi ssion l i ne.  Pl ease i n c l ude thi s 
l etter in the record . 

I appreciate the awareness that the BPA has shown of the severe impacts 
that a transmi s s i on l i ne wou l d  have on the Rattlesnake NRA: on recreat i on ,  
water, wi l d l i fe ,  and vegetation.  However , the treatment of these probl ems 
i s  cursory, and there i s  no evi dence that the detai l ed stud i e s  and 
data that are avai l able on the NRA have been used. Thi s i s  contrary to 
your l etter of July 2 3 ,  1 981 whi ch cl a i med that the envi ronmental study 
team was taki ng account of these materi a 1 s .  

A s  regards the hei ghtened f i re danger d u e  t o  t h e  i mpediment that the 
l i ne under con s i deration woul d  pose to aer i a l  f i re suppress i on , the problem 
is at l east mentioned in a general way. Perhaps the remarks in the DE I S  
are suffi cient for a l l  the other segments o f  t h e  routes being consi dered ; 
they are certa i n l y  not suffi ci ent for segment 1 1 4 .  In the southernmost 
part of the Rattl esnake NRA, there is easy access to recreational users , 
i ntens i ve recreati ona 1 use , heavy accumul at i on of fuel s ,  extremely steep 
s l opes , and a hi story of human-caused fi res requi ri ng aeri a 1 suppress i on .  
Most i mportantly, there are residences i n  cl osest proximity wi th l im i ted 
escape routes .  Hence any h i nd rance to the free movement of ai rcraft i n  
the case of forest fi res substanti a l l y  reduces the poss i bi l i ti e s  o f  early 
and successful fi re suppress i on . Thi s i n turn greatly i ncreases the dangers 
to property and human l i ves . Let me repeat that a thorough i nvesti gation 
of these matters must be undertaken before a final deci s i on to route the 
transmi s s i on l ine through the NRA is made. It wou l d  be i rrespon s i ble 
of me regardi ng my obl i gations to my fam i l y  and property if I did not 
i n s i st on such an antecedent review. If necessary, I wi l l  seek the courts ' 
p rotecti on ;  there cl early i s  no question of my havi ng stand i ng .  

Thank you for your attenti on . 

S i n cerely , 

N( t , f  G(' i""'- "' ·v. " 
A 1 bert Borgmann 
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L-EW-5- 5.( I 
Public Health $eIVIC;C 

Bldg . 1 ,  Room 511 

Mr. George Eskridge 
Bonneville Power Administration 

Transmission Coordination Office 
P. O.  Box 4327 
Missoula , Montana 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge : 

Center� for Disease Control 
Atlanta. Georgia 30333 
(404) 262-6649 

May 24, 1982 

We have reviewed the Draft EnviroIUI1ental Impact Statement (EIS) for the 
Booneville Power Administration, Garrison-Spokane 500 kV Transmission Proj
ect and are responding on behalf of the Public Health Service. 

We have reviewed this document for possible hea1.th effects and have no 
cormnents to offer, since the proposed alternatives have been adequately 
addressed. 

However, the Final EIS should state whether or not any families will be dis
placed as a result of this project.  If any relocations will be required , the 
relocation procedures that will be followed should be discussed. 

Thank you for the opportunity of reviewing this EIS. We would appreciate 
receiving a copy of the final document when it becomes available. 

Sincerely yours, 

c ,  'V-< <": 1« U. 
Frank S. Lise11a, Ph. D .  
Chief, Environmental Affairs Group 
Environmental Health Services Division 
Center for Environmental Health 
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John V. Evans, Governor 
Daniel T. Emborg, Administrator· 

L-OI-S- 33" 

State Capitol Building 

Boise, Idaho 83720 

DIVISION OF ,ECONOMIC AND COMMUNITY AFFAIRS 

Mr . G eo r g e  E s k r i d g e  
Proj e c t s  I n forma t ion O f f i c e r  
Bonn e v i l l e  Power Adm i n i s t r a t i on 
Transmi s s ion Coord i n a t i o n  O f f i c e  
1 6 2 0  Regent , P . O .  B o x  4 3 2 7  

M i s s ou l a ,  Montana 5 9 8 0 6  

De ar Mr . E s kr i dge : 

May 2 1 ,  1 9 8 2  

The I daho S t a t e  C l e ar inghou s e  h a s  comp l e t e d  i t s  r e v i ew 
of the GARR I SON- SPOKANE 5 0 0 - KV TRANSMI S S I ON PROJECT DRAFT 
ENVI RONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT , SAl # 0 0 3 2 6 6 5 6 .  The fo l l owing 
a genc i e s  w e r e  con t a c t e d  for t h e i r  review and comment s :  

Department o f  Transport a t i on / D i v i s ion o f  H i ghways 
Department of Tr ansport a t i on / D i v i s ion of Aeronau t i c s  

and Pub l i c Transp o r t a t i o n  
Department o f  He a l t h  & We l far e / D iv i s i on o f  Envi ronment 
I daho H i s t o r i c a l  S o c i e t y  
Department o f  Lands 
Department o f  F i sh and Game 
Department o f  Parks and Re cre a t i on 
Department of Wa t e r  Resourc e s /D i v i s i on of Energy 
Department o f  Agr i c u l t u r e  

T h e  Department o f  F i sh and G a m e  s t at e d  t h e i r  ma j or c o n c e r n S  w i t h  
t h i s  p ro j e c t  i n v o l v e  the Hayden C r e e k  Drainage a n d  the d r a i n a g e  
that supp l e s  wat e r  to t h e  Mu l l an F i sh Hatchery . They wou l d  support 
mod i fy i n g  , t h e  r o u t e  t o  minimi z e  nega t i v e  imp a c t s  t o  the Hayden 
C r e e k  d r a i n a g e  and fur t her re que s t  that you avoid the water supp l y  
a t  t h e  Mu l l an Hatchery . A c o p y  o f  th e i r  comment s i s  a t t a ched . 

Thank you for l e t t ing uS a s s i s t you w i t h  th i s  pro j e c t , I f  
w e  can b e  o f  fur ther a s s i s t ance , d o  not h e s i t a t e  to contact 
my s e l f  o r  Lois Wade a t  ( 2 0 8 )  3 3 4 - 3 4 1 6 .  

GM : lw 
Att achment 

S i n c e r e l y ,  

L>!ifk(( ); l'/!;rti' 
G l o r i a  Mabb u t t , C o o r d i n a t o r  
I daho S t a t e  C l e a r inghouse 

IDAHO A L."d 'Dt All $ ••• 0'" 

�. . .' � 
L-CD-S-3'3'7 ' 

____ .�:Io' .. '·---.. 

IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME 
REGION 1 

2320 Government Way Coeur d'Alene . Idaho . 83814 

May 1 8 .  1 982 

State Cl eari nghouse 
D i v i s i on of Budge t .  Pol i cy P l a n n i n g  

a n d  Coord i nati on 
Statehouse 
Boi se , I D 83820 

Reference : SAl #00326656 
Garri son-Spokane 500- kv Transmi ss i on Proj ect 

Dear S i r :  

The Idaho Depa rtme nt o f  F i s h  and Game h a s  reviewed the draft Envi ronmental 
Impact Statement for the proposed Garri son-Spokane 500-kv transmi s s i on l i ne . 
From a f i s h  and wi l d l i fe standpoi n t .  Al tern a t i ve C :  Taft P l a n  i s  the most 
favora bl e .  T h i s  l i ne wou l d  traverse portions of the Coeur d ' Alene Na ti onal 
Forest that are a l ready heav i l y  roaded and d i s turbed due to past l og g i n g  
acti v i t i e s .  

Our major concerns w i t h  thi s project i nvol ve the Hayden Creek drainage and 
the d ra i nage that supp l i es water to the Mu l l an F i s h  Hatchery. We wou l d  
support mod i fy i ng the route to mi n i m i z e  neg a t i ve impacts t o  the Hayden Creek 
dra i nage a n d  further request that you avoid the water supply at the Mu l l an 
Hatchery .  

S i  ncere l y .  

JY W"�� 7/2'-.[; C\ 
Dav i d  S .  Neider 
Regi ona 1 Supervi sor . Reg i on 

cc Bureau of Program Coordi nation 
Bureau of Fi sheries 
Bureau of \,i l  dl  i fe 

• EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER · 
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M r .  George Eskri dge 
BPA 
P _ O. Box 4327 
Mi ssou l a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge : 

L-MS-l- 33� /.. -I>IS -/- 33'i 

Thi s letter is in re sponse to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garri son-Spokane 500 kv transmi ss i on 1 i ne. P l ease i n c  1 ude it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement w i t h  your f i nd i ngs that a route through 
the exi s t i n g  corridor is unacceptable because it would traverse a densely 
sett l ed re s i den t i a l  are a ;  be cl ose to over 40 residences ; create noi se 
po l l ution; have a devastating v i sual impact both on the surround i ng residences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattlesnake Wi l derness Area , especi a l l y  
in conj unction w i t h  the ex i s t i ng l i nes ; wou l d  cause d i sruption during construc
t i on ;  wou l d  be v i s i bl e  to l arge numbers of peop l e ;  and cou l d  not pos s i b l y  
serve as a corri dor for add i tional power l i n e s .  I further agree with your 
f i n d i ng s  that a route through the National Recreat i on Area is unacceptable 
because cons tructi on woul d endanger the mun i ci pa 1 wa ter suppl y;  the 1 i ne 
would destroy the recreational val ue of a heav i l y  used are a ;  the l i ne wou l d  
greatly d i minish t h e  val ue of t h e  nearby Wi l derness area ; and i t  wou l d  
d i s turb w i l d l i fe .  

I want t o  record my strong protest regard i ng the fact that the BPA fai l ed to 
note the v i sual impact of a l i ne through the existing corridor on the ent i re 
northern vi sta from Mi ssou l a ;  fa i l ed to take account of much ava i l able 
research regard i ng the recreational use,  the wi l d l i f e ,  plantl i fe ,  and ecol ogy 
of the NRA; fai l ed to expl ore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aeri a 1 
f i re suppress ion ; fai l ed to g i ve proper and suff i c i en t  we i g h t  to the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on big game winter range , on water qua l i ty ,  and on 
high user intens i ty ;  and fai l ed to consider suffi c i ently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subd i v i s ions.  

Thank you for your consideration. 

Si ncere l y ,  
{ \  (f) ' " , ;' .It ' a  j' A.:y;J rt (,� ''.!l/.� )/Yi0N ' Il,;-It'c.'-". </ tJ..A-cL.£.r:�£ C,./ ' 

Name : 1") , c,- ,) (', el- V\d "j)'\ V l cJ () , IJ",r he,( /( 
Addre s s :  S' dod. 0 �(l V (  £\ 

VYJ/ SS0U(!O monlc,f)t<. �9J>G ') -' 

Mr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P . O .  Box 4327 
Mi ssou l a , MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge ; 

L-MS-I-3"/O 
1. -/11 S-/ -1'i/ 

Thi s l etter is in response to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garrison- Spokane 500 kv transmi s s i on l i ne. P l ease i ncl ude i t  i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement wi th your f i nd i ngs that a route through 
the exi sting corridor i s  unacceptabl e because it woul d  traverse a densely 
settled res i denti al are a ;  be cl ose to over 40 residence s ;  create noi se 
po l l ution ;  have a devastating v i sual impact both on the surround i ng res i dences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattl e snake Wi l derne s s  Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conjunction w i t h  the ex i s t i ng l i nes ; wou l d  cause d i sruption dur i ng construc
t i on ;  woul d  be v i s i bl e  to l arge n umbers of peop l e ;  and could not pos s i b l y  
serve as a corri dor for addi t i ona 1 powerl i n e s .  I further agree w i  th your 
fi nd i ngs that a route through the National Recreat i on Area i s  unacceptabl e 
because construction wou l d  endanger the mun i c i pal  water supply; the l i ne 
wou l d  destroy the recreat i onal val ue of a heav i l y  used are a ;  the l i ne wou l d  
greatly d i mi ni sh the val ue o f  the nearby Wi l derness area ; and i t  woul d  
d i sturb wi l d l i fe .  

I want t o  record 'my strong protest regard i ng the fact that the SPA fai l ed to 
note the vi sua 1 impact of a l i ne through the ex i sti  ng corri dor on the enti re 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much avai l able 
research regardi ng the recreational use , the wi l d l i f e ,  p l antl i f e .  and ecol ogy 
of the NRA; fai 1 ed to expl ore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aeri a 1 
f i re suppres s i on ; fai l ed to g i ve proper and suffi c i en t  we i ght to the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on bi g game wi nter range . on water qual i ty . and on 
high user i nten si ty ;  and fai l ed to consider suffi c i ently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subd i v i s i ons.  

!hank 1, for your con s i derat i o n .  

Sinc  rel y ,  � '�/,-'-;�_/,L- �--7J /dz ;p. (, A-/ '.!"----. 
Name : UF;.: iJ/1 .. K a /1 R<:o w--J 
Addre s s :  // , >'" C"", < K.. (',.<o 55 ' -.-c 

/Jl iJs 0 i-d"" /J"L ( ;{ 1'0 '2--
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Mr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P .  O.  Box 4327 
Mi ssoul a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge : 

L-MS- 1 - 3 Y  3 
� " fl15- 1 - 34 '/  

This l etter i s  i n  response t o  the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garrison-Spokane 500 kv transmi ss ion 1 ine.  P l ease i ncl ude it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement wi th your findings that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unacceptable because it woul d  traverse a densely 
settled res i dent i a l  are a ;  be cl ose to over 40 residence s ;  create noi se 
po l l ution ; have a devastating v i sual impact both on the surrounding residences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattl esnake Wi l derness Area , especi a l l y  
i n  conjunction with the exi sting l i nes ; wou l d  cause di sruption duri ng construc
ti on ; wou l d  be v i s i bl e  to l arge numbers of peopl e ;  and could not pos s i bl y  
serve as a corridor for additional power l i ne s .  I further agree w i t h  your 
findi ngs that a route through the National Recreat i on Area is unacceptable 
because construction would endanger the mun i c i pal water supply; the l i ne 
wou l d  destroy the recreational val ue of a heav i l y  used a re a ;  the l i ne wou l d  
greatly d i minish  the val ue of the nearby Wi l derness area ; and i t  wou l d  
di sturb w i l d l i fe.  

I want to record my strong protest regard i ng the fact that the BPA fai l ed to 
note the v i sual  impact of a l i ne through the exi sti ng corridor on the entire 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fa i l ed to take account of much avai l able 
research regard i ng the recreati onal use , the wi l dl i fe ,  pl antl i fe ,  and ecol ogy 
of the NRA; fai l ed to expl ore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aeri a l  
f i re suppres s i on ;  fai l ed to g i ve proper a n d  suff i c ient weight t o  t h e  impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on bi g game wi nter rang e ,  on water qua 1 i ty ,  and on 
h i g h  user i nten s i ty ;  and fai l ed to consider suff i c i ently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subd i v i s i on s .  

Thank you for your consi deration . 

S i ncere l y ,  

Name : . -' 
Address : 

/7:;>- f;{/G 
" "--... ". ,, 
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Mr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P . O .  Box 4327 
Mi ssoul a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge : 

L-MS-1- 3 '-1S 

Th i s  letter i s  in response to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garrison-Spokane 500 kv transmi s s i on 1 i n e .  Pl ease incl ude it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement with your findings that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unaccepta b l e  because it wou l d  traverse a densely 
settled res i denti a l  are a ;  be cl ose to over 40 residence s ;  create noi se 
pol l ut i on ;  have a devastating v i sual impact both on the surround i ng residences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattlesnake Wi l derness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conjuncti on with the exi st i ng l i nes ; wou l d  cause d i s ruption dur i ng construc
t i on ; woul d  be v i s i bl e  to l arge numbers of peop l e ;  and cou l d  not pos s i bl y  
serve as a corri d o r  for addi ti  o n a  1 powerl i nes.  I further agree w i t h  your 
fi nding s  that a route through the Nat i onal  Recreati on Area i s  unacceptable 
because constructi on wou l d  endanger the mun i c i pal water supp l y ;  the 1 i ne 
wou l d  destroy the recreational val ue of a heav i l y  used a re a ;  the l i ne wou l d  
greatly d i m i n i s h  the va l ue of the nearby Wi l derness area ; and i t  wou l d  
di sturb wi l d l i fe . 

I want to record my strong protest regarding the fact that the BPA fai led to 
note the vi sua 1 impact of a l i ne through the ex i sti ng corri dor on the enti re 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much ava i l able 
research regard i ng the recreati onal u s e ,  the wi l dl i fe , pl antl ife , and ecology 
of the NRA; fai l ed to explore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aeri a l  
f i re suppre s s i on ;  fai l ed t o  g i ve proper and sufficient weight t o  the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on bi g game wi nter range . on water qual i ty .  and on 
h i gh user i nten s i ty ;  and fai l ed to consider suffi ciently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subdi v i s i o n s .  

Thank y o u  f o r  your considerat i on . 

S i n cere l y ,  /1 " �:(/ 'r, i;-L 
2 '  / ,to D��r < .. 

Name : 
Address : 

;(" .. . l  'f Ii. / /v L " "', 
I � 0 'I t?r .v t" : L 

/iJi 550 'r {,' 11/ 1 ) / /0' ) I . 
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L-SR-I-9 
Retyped from Original Letter 

May 26, 1982 
Laura L. Palmer 
P . O .  Box 18 
S t .  Reg i s ,  Montana 59866 

Dear Peter T. Johnson and George Eskr idge 

This letter concerns the 500 kV transmission line from Garrison-Spokane. 

If BPA doesn ' t  have to be responsible for payments for use of private 
property and or in lieu of taxes for the property the transmission l ine 
crosses and destroys the value of. 

I feel MPC should take full responsibil ity for payments and the tax loss 
in all the counties the transmiss ion line crosses, the l ine is for their (MPC) 
benefit and profit, or the politicians that made BPA choose alternate routes 
in order to get more votes for themselves. 

S ince there are already existing lines, corridors, roads and easements, 
which would be least cost to the consumer, and most energy efficient, plus 
those sections of land have already been destroyed, another line right next to 
or above what already exists wouldn ' t  make that much difference. 

The destruction of all the timbered land that would have to be cut for 
corridors, and access roads would be devastating and absolutely unnecessary, 
also obtaining easements for a new route, time consuming and expensive. 

Sincerely 

Is/Laura L. Palmer 
Tax Payer 
Property owner 
Concerned cit izen 
Registered voter 

If there is an alternative for no transmiss ion line it should ser iously be 
cons idered. 

Retyped from article submitted 

LINE HURTS US ALL 

After hearing the bad news of huge electricity rate increases because of 
the WPPSS fiasco, the choice of BPA 's  50Q-Kv powerl1ne location 1s the con
cern of all electricity users,  not just the people who will be living near 
it . Its location will affect everyone ' s  bills ,  all Montana Power and REA 
customers . 

Upon reading the EIS Summary sent by BPA and comparing the three alter
natives,  I believe the choice of location should consider cost 8S  well a8 
environment . 

Alternative A--Hot Springs Plan, 1s listed 88 the lowest total cost ( $185 
million) and also has the lowest transmission line energy 106s and least 
amount of new non-parallel right-of-way required (119 miles) . I believe this 
route could prove to be the most economical for ratepayers.  

The alternative that is being pushed through the media as i f  it is already 
final, which it is not ,  is Alternative C--Taft Plan. This is  envi ronmentally 
preferred by BPA. This plan is listed as the second highest total cost ( $189 
million) and has the highest transmission line energy loss of the three 
choices and most new non-parallel right-of-way needed (224 miles) .  

The decision of where these power lines are placed will not please every
one, but I think we all understand that none of us can put up with the never
ending increases in electricity rates .  

We can' t just sit back and let another WPPSS happen. W e  should all get 
involved and encourage the building of the powerlines where it will give us,  
the customers, the cheapest rates. 

Now is the time for all affected to speak up. We can' t let a few people 
make the decision for us .  We should read the EIS Summary and make up our own 
minds because all of us will pay no matter where the line runs through 
Missoula. 

My vote goes to the Hot Springs Plan--Lorraine C. Houppert , 1025 Lost Mine 
Loop, Missoula. 
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May 25, 1 982 

Mr. George Eskridge 
SPA 
P . O. Sox 4327 
Mi ssoul a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge : 

L-MS- I- 3'-f .. 
1-"(>15-/- 3 1.'7 

T h i s  l etter i s  in response to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garrison-Spokane 500 kv transmi s s i on l i ne. P l e ase incl ude it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement with your findings that a route through 
the exi sting corridor i s  unacceptabl e because it would traverse a densely 
settled resident i a l  are a ;  be cl ose to over 40 residence s ;  create noise 
pol l ution ; have a devastating v i sual impact both on the surround i ng res i dences 
and on the val l ey as a g ateway to the Rattl e snake W i l derness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conj unction with the exi sting l i nes ; wou l d  cause d i sruption during construc
tion ; wou l d  be v i s i bl e  to l arge numbers of peop l e ;  and could not pos s i bl y  
serve as a corridor for add i t i onal power1 i nes . I further agree with your 
finding s  that a route through the National Recreation Area is unacceptable 
because construction wou l d  endanger the mun i cipal water supply; the l i ne 
woul d  destroy the recreational val ue of a heav i l y  used are a ;  the l i ne woul d  
greatly diminish  the val ue o f  the ne arby Wi l derness area ; and i t  wou l d  
d i s turb wi l d l i fe .  

I want to record my strong protest regard i ng the fact that the SPA fai l ed to 
note the v i sual impact of a l i ne through the exi sting corridor on the entire 
northern v i sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fa i l ed to take account of much ava i l able 
research regarding the recreational use , the wi l d l ife , p1 ant1 i fe ,  and ecol ogy 
of the NRA; fai l ed to expl ore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aeri a l  
f i re suppression ; fai l ed t o  g i ve proper a n d  suff i c ient weight t o  the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on big game winter rang e ,  on water qua l i ty ,  and on 
high user intensity; and fai l ed to consider suff i c i ently the l i n e ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes i n  future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subd i v i s i ons . 

Thank you for your cons i derati on .  

SinC;?l Y ,  , /  /} 
M7' '/<+{lUrl � 

Name : Ronal d  and Karen Printz 
Address : 2510 �ly1 i e ,  Mi s soul a 

We presently own and are trying to sel l l and in the Butl er Creek area on both 
sides of the exi st i ng corridor. In the l ast two years we have had three 
pros pect i ve buyers "back out" because of the pos s i b i l ity of the transmi s s i on 
l in e  goi n g  through the existing corridor. If the l in e  goes i n ,  both the aesthetic 
and monetary val ue of our 1 and wi 1 1  drop drast ica 1 1y .  

TO : Tbe Bonneville power Administration 
United States Dept. o f  Agriculture 
Bureau o f  Land Management 
Environmental Prot e c tion Agency 

L-SR-l- ,,\5 

SUBJECT : Written Comment to The BPA Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

In regards t o  the BPA ' s  routing o f  twin 500kv power lines througb western 

Montana; generally I support the "110 Action Alternative. 

The Federal Government (BPA) should stay out of tbe power busin e s s .  You use 

your big government influence to circumvent state laws , trample over 

private land owners , and immanently crush all opposition. you don ' t  pay 

taxe s t  give fair prices for land , or maintain aD operating budj e t .  No 

individual could afford to sue you and any lucal complaints would be ' lost 

behind bureau cratic doors in Washington or portland . 

You have nO idea of tbe long range bealtb affect due to ex�osure to tbe 

line s ,  or the defoliants yOU intBnd to use in forested areas. 

State government i s � mandat ed to serve its citizens. The Montana government 

is suing you because you ' r e  violating our Major Fauility Siting Ac t .  Ia 

tbe A c t  only inforcible against lit tle coml'aniea with sI>,all bankrolls;t 

Are you working in the public,interest? No way. Private Utilities are 

building Colstrip , presumab� for profit . Nobody asked them t o .  private 

utilities started the pro j e c t  let them finish i t .  

There 1s n o  demand for power o n  the west coas t .  If there ever 1 s  Washington 

can resume construction o f  its facilites there. 

I realize that public comment is especially fruitless when supporting tbe 

no action alternative so here are my view oppossing the Taft Rout e .  

The Taft Route through Mineral County traverses mostly primative , mountanous 

forest land. Annual snow depth along the route reutinely reaches as mucb 

as 6 feet deep in some areas. Winter temparature� often dip as low a6 

30-40 degrees below zero . Cross canyon winds can gust over 60 mph uprooting 

trees and hopefully buckling 1 75 foot transmission line towers. Fire is 

a poten tial threat in the summe r .  Lightning is the major cause o f  tbe 
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fires. Perhaps the electricity in the power lines woula at ,ract lightning. 

I ' m sure the lines and towers are grounded but the liuhtning could still 

s trike nearby starting a searing inferno that could melt wire and turn 

towers into so much twisted junk. While welre on the sub j e c t  of destruction 

o f  the line ; any nut with so�e dynamite strategically placed could wipe 

out a huge section o f  line and get out o f  isolated country unseen. What 

would happen to your power line then? 

The l'aft route woul.d traverse prime big game hunting country. More than a 

few people derive there income , or table fare , directly or indire ctly , 

from hunting . You m�ght convince some big city dude that these power�ines 

would ' n t  affect big game habitat , but save your bresth in hunting country. 

Let ' a  ease uJ' a might and only say "maybe " for awhile .  'Maybe big game 

won ! t  be affected by easy access t o  their sanctuaries. Maybe long rang e ,  
crOBS canyon , sh",ts made possible in you right-of-ways won ' t  result in 

more crippled slow dieng animals .  Maybe the de foliant you spray On your 

right-o f-way won ' t  contaminate streams, coat wildlife bro�Be , and even tually 

work its way to the stomachs o f  human s .  May b e  dis5run tled hunters will 

realize the powerlines are there f o r' the benefit o f  QLB.Dkind and they won ' t  

uae your insulators for target practice. Maybe people will come t o  think o f  

powerlinea a s  .,:thing o f  natural beauty and a part o f  every primative 

landscape . 

1 25 foot corr idors are one thing in agricultural country , theyr ' e  something 

quite different in forest country. The lines are ugly and the towers are 

ugly in farmland but the land under the lines and b e tween the towers can 

still be used. Not so in forest countrY . 

Mineral County ' s  primary economy is relate to the timber industry. County 

residents stand to, lo0e more than a 1 25 foot wide strip of timber producil� 

land . Diamond International, Mineral County ' s  principal employer , is 

complaining o f  high production coats and taxea now. Construction o f  the 

BPA line would only agGravate the problem. 

True , the Taft line would take only a little private land in Mineral Cou"ty . 

'rhats because there is very little private land to begin with. More than 

�. L-SR-\- '15 

85% o f  Hineral COunty is publicly owned. That m e an s  a couple o f  acres 

here and there translates into a good SilO8 hunk o f  our tax base. 

Access roads in mountainous terrain are guoged out of the mountainside 

resulting in large cut banka , erosion problems , and removal of topSOil. 

People from St. Regis to Saltese live in what is described aa a TV 
reception tringe area. People in S t .  Regis tor �nstance would receive 

a signal that has been crossed numerous times if the line is constructed 

through Mineral County. 

I f  the Taft Houte is selected eem1-primative land will b e  destroyed , a 

large tract of prime big game hab�tat will be forever los t ,  the transmission 

lines will b e  continually vandalize d ,  weather condiciona will hamper, or 

halt maintenance and repair much of the year , essential tax base will be 

�ost . valuable recreation areas will be des�royed. 

Much of the cost o f  construction could be saved i f  BPA builds along their 

eXisting corridor. W�y doesn ' t  the BPA use these savings to clean up that 

corridor , compensate the landowners , and improve their public image. 

The existing Northern Houte is crowded with powerlinea already. The PHA 

and Montana power has c l u � tered the righ t-or-way with liaes and now uses 

that as an excuse to look for a new route. Why don ' t  they clean up their 

corridor' Because they don ' t  have t o .  Why after a l l  these years haa 

the Taft Route become preferrred? The Taft route was alWays ther e .  Could 

it be that the people planning these lines aren ' t  as bright as they pretend 

t o  be . 

prefer the existing northern rou t e  tor these reasOns : 

1 .  There is an eX�B�1ng , paid for , corridor. 

2. The power lines are accepted by the residents; 

�. Construction would be faster because of eXisting access roads and 

flatter terrain. 
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4 .  Removal o f  the old lines and towers _ould open up the fields and improve 

land owner-BPA relations .  

5 .  N o  more big ,ame habitat would b e  destroyed. 

6.  Grazing and farming under the lines _ould keep the right-of-_ay 

clear, naturally. 

7 .  FUture development o f  hydroelectric power at Thompa�n Falls and 

Noxon could oe easily integratsa into the line. 

8.  Total cost of the project would be less. 

9 .  Maintenance o f  the line would be easier because o f  adjacent 

maintained roads. 

10. La_ Enforcement agencies and local residents along the line would 

protect the line from vandalism and the f t .  

1 1 .  Forest firea would not be such a threat. 

The only reason the BPA wants the Taft Route is because it _ould give 

them an adaitional corridor . Eventually even that corridor _ill become 

cluttere d .  There is not o n e  logical reason for accepting t h e  Taft Rou t e .  

During One o f  BPA ' s  public meeting s ,  t h e  BPA environmen talist proudly 

displayed a picture o f  an Osprey nesting on a transmission line tower. 

Is that the future for Montana? Antelope gone , their rangeland gobbled 

up by huge coal diggers. Fish gone , their streams contaminated with 

de folian t .  Elk gone, Their habitat criss crossed with po_erlines and 

accass roads. All gon e ,  all that remains is one dying Osprey with no 

better nesting site than a BPA po_erpole. 

/;/�;';j' � d:.h"" 
WILLIAM E. SANSOM 
Box 4 
S t .  Regis , Montana 59866 

L-OM-1-3"Y 

/2 7 -< Fo x: 9 J iS 
S rE VE,vS" VI L L E  /Vi T. S"y � ? o  
j14/? V 'z ', 1 9 8 < 

8/'4 
4rT/'Y MR . 6 E P�6£ CS/'" .K I0 6 E.. 

'7Nc ;CUi. L bt.v,,,,,,,,, l; C O _".., £N 7'S /l1e E" ,IW/?r.:JI.� /"v .RErl"" � A/ .s.· E  
":7'"""0 7...vE OK/J F r  E l r  ,;Co£. r-e- G /?� r( I.s " N  - Spo K A .AJ F-

Y£/J;V..f � /  .. rr/D ......r ;PIR o IE c" r  

4. 

is 

-;;r,.",[ S-V ___ RK V �� KE 'r D� TA D o.:: r No T /?E""", t L  y 
S U,P,P,,£ T 7H"E /Jn�- FC IZ '2 E O  ,4.£ T,cN,A./A -.,.. ,.. /,/ £ . )(, f V  
FA C" 7'"V� S /NCC v a t;"  

-r",,-= 

( 

..;( 

J .  

I. /c,, """'6: /7 .t. o ,  .... E R  /N C c- I T  
.;l /�" "'· r� A AI ", vc L E "s'S L /_£ c o s s  
:J RC?,' r c  ;9 #-4.J A """ I/ ( ;..r ( c < v I: R  /_,P/,1 C r r,<£ 

rc d /,: s' ;r  /f't-s'o v,,!? C" 1/!:!"  ( 7,IV� EC.·CJ ......-D _ � c  « £ Y /......, 
tA./�s ..".��,......, �"" ........ r..-?""""'4 ) 

Y'. .Ro v re /? V , J  V ..-9 l L  V 

,F .... , "- '-'  ...... "'..".. c;. AI(E;'JJ CF O � T "'"  

At T /1 S H  ... ....... � A N I C· H C IIC  
P ES,., ,, ..,../.? TH � F "" c:  ']I"" r#/J T 
E ...... : l s r/,,-vc, /Z eo ..J rc F<:>,,? O I.' t:::- 1Il.  
-"--"'-- Lo ..... """ "£: & � 6: ...s:-

S V P E A:?  l a IC  

/?'PCAR Q ()I.-- :"" ",,"'c- I'-".-9"i£. € 

/"",. /9 , . ..,... 01'" W , L O L I IC r ,  
./1 IS .A't " -",, c_ -4/\/ 
/-i/J L F  I T !;  l. E A/ C:'- T H . 

(..IJ I T H  �/ G H  R � ;f 1'J  
/fcc £ '}'-,S - J)OE";Y "",".;. r .5 E "F M  /i' E .-"'7 S  �,y.,.,.. 4 i.  � C: o_ ...,-,P/9 .< cb 

70 ' ''.4 ." 
,AI r  "Th" '-l "c tR £.NC·,./ 7 r;J ,  ..... ..v �r. £ 7 "'''''''' (o-, -;r-# E S: r/9 rr _ £ N T  

lA.J,A :;" """� Q "  7"..y--? r /? k n .s.  � s s r- ,.,. r,--4 '- l  y Ac t:... 
R " /I ;O S  ,-_ PL.""'<-� YE T -r-N � t::: f S  S«LJ w .s  .I ?  , 
.,IC4''-L � �· eJ F " HIli'"". .- Il � "' o  RCC Q 1I.'S Ale€ o s  

0/. /?� r""""" v c.- H  c ,PA ..I S C S  ''-z �/"- �- e tC ;-:;: I w .)! A:  

k D  ...... E S' ::.>""""v--A -'\.-"  "" ", 
koo.-V .A-f'4-+' V /T�- �' s e.-..J.' 
WI 7 h"/....... � """-'/ � c  0 ,<'  

-"""A Ja R  P�' '''' c,e £ ,-..-v� 

""'7""H� 61S O o �- .s  No' '''' S,..,- co w  
..... ..-v<.·.: c,,' ... ? ,/:to /p� E A�� � "' LJ y  

/i',A./ �xl s ;r,rN C-



c .  

� ......... 
()J 

>. 

L-OM- I-3b8' ?A6.£ L 

/HII!.- r, s P o E' S  > E LO,IC-f K£C<'& .,IV /� �  r-v/1 "T 

ft ,P ... .v F;e � /�£ Arc R o :;5" T/ .. We.J:-- tr L '''''' � #,?S /I ....w l:lc H 

6-K F'� 'rE�: /"I/"J vE ..e 5 J!  //I-(/,// (" "r 0,,, ./"/,: c.> p l1 C/ l o N  TN,...pAl 

/? cr/VC ./'jfc,.e Q s s  F/?.A? "..., t /l N O  
Z .V 7,h""liCIf: L -"'1 ;V O  tJ N  

�: .,.£"£;P S: ( o PF s.� /�/C C Cl L' . r" "" N  O N  .-"9 0 J H CC N T  t:.. " "",.o 

,I"l"A V /I .! S  ,. 8 E  /} ",. - F E  c: r .... .l . 

5"0/f4C //0 .0 ';  r/ 0 ...."..... ....., £ /"..-? � TO/Z .s 

/ .  [V/l A: C/v T  L ..-? �  'o"/<,, C C T J  VJ If: O F  h:x I S  r,/.-v &-
, h' C o/Z"A? / P <J A? ,J:  WH&'� E rC.l'9s, B £ /£  --;-�C r. I S  

� .  

J 

'I. 

�-. 

00 U/fi Y Orrw<; ,v J T£ I'9 -r.r� ,R ... .... -r£ A - 2  I s  N<: T 

/--/-/'rS / /3' � E .  

A /..e "" """"j,- _'S � / C 'V £ //V c 4.-'11' £ s rA N l l' J � c� 
t: � A: /2 l p r "li?  /14'� ,�' £ C<->C.·/ t:  JI"I t. rly"-4 ;-V A L /""' c  
/?V/Y'/V/;V"6 /J.r/c:: C' s..s r d R C i-' ;r,c.-o ·-r-� ..e/'?""";1f� S Q ..- E  
I T  ,P 1'f! � �;6.-Yr c:: Y v,v/e c a o c /.> . 

/l A/ V  ,Pt:' . v r.; a L I""" � !O. N,;, ,· ..... O P ...... y 

Z ,-'c A ( r�'X -C 5,' 
S "" " IC I!'  c �  

£ r S r b ...-w s 4 rIC £ L V 7 ,."..." CD S T S "I(lA' E 

I./NO C h r; S T;-" A 7C D  ( v£,tte y C C ,'\.1 ,..., t. ,,"" ON ��IJJ::- � � '  
/?/C <f I Ft:' 7""S-)  /J e T. C < /I.: �  t.. V 
U IVO $ Il. � �; "' ''� ''''' 7 C- O  /l4 c R C  

7"';1 1:: ";""" �",y <. r .J  

rH',/I N  
<;,; l?� 

7(.) l.f,o; 
/I 

*',, 1:> (..' ( ' £ 0 

IF 7H'",!" c '  l? o ..Jr� t...u £ Ie E  Us E J::) ,J. .:. R 4 - z  F /Ol cl M  
(T,;?,I.? /< I S c.1 1"v'  70 C( /lv�o ,v  

/?O U l"t: A'. � S ,.-f G J L O  IsE S C I'. € <' 7 E O  Pc ,,? 7iV/ � £ <"'.1'0/£ 
70 /"/"'-"""'/A- �'" 7h"� L EJI"/ 5  r ;15<·", ......... "' .. ....,/<::: �/VV"R"�"A4.rAJ r.....,.l. " 'II'D 

'$'> C) .-9 t:. c � :.  -rJ' 

5: >A'""C E "e.� y 

1 2./ ��� 
::T ,  Ie IR.I:" /#",;I'f.;.p.rcoA/ 

(i) L-EW-4-S r -l  ,, ��\:. 
" '" 

-',J 
\-/ ! :) 1  

PAT WILLIAMS CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20515 
W .... HI ... GTON OFFICt: 151% LoH(OWo-TI< Bu'LOU.(O 

W"" I<'N(oTOH. D.C. 20$15 
TIEL' .. _It.(02)225-l211 

EDUC",TION AND L"'BOR 
TOu.._FR££ NU .... ER 1-11100_332"-177 

OFfICIAl. FILE C0PY 

Peter Johnson 
Administrator 
BPA 

May 2 8 ,  1 9 82 No. JtJltl� 1982 
Referred To: 

Action Taken P . O .  Box 9 7 2 0 8  
Portland , Oregon D ANS. o NC' REPL\ 

By . 

Dear Pete r :  

I a m  submi tting these comments t o  supplement my earlier 
comments on B PA ' s Draft E I S  for transmission fac i l ities be
tween Garrison, Montana and Spokan e ,  Washington . 

I am disappointed that you did not extend the commen t  
period to allow f o r  review o f  the state o f  Montana ' s  dec i s 
i o n  w i t h  regard to the l ine . My request was logical and 
should have been granted. I make the further point that your 
response to me was sloppy. You did not answer my request in 
a timely fashion, but instead del ivered your response to my 
o ffice one day before the commen t  deadl ine , and then only af
ter being requested to do so by my office . The delay is in
dicative of the atti tude BPA has displayed to a l l  Montanans 
concerned about this project throughout the EIS proce s s .  

Since BPA h a s  determined that t h e  Taft P l a n  i s  "environ
mentally preferable " ,  my comments w i l l  focus on improvements 
to the Taft centerline location and method o f  construction . 

Maxville 

As you know, I have written BPA on four previous occas
sions with regard to the Maxville controversy. The present 
centerline location i s  unsuitable due to its immediate prox
imity to many permanent residences in that sma l l  town . The 
most s i gn i fi cant environmental cri terion must be the health 
and safety o f  people . There fore , it i s  alarming that BPA 
did not field check the estimate o f  residences in Maxville 
until after the Draft E I S  was pub l i shed . S imilarly , i t  i s  
alarming t h a t  BPA ' s printout o f  Urban and Dispersed Develop
ment shows the centerline segment through the town of Maxville 
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as having 0 . 0  mil e s  of e i ther urban or dispersed development . 
This clearly is a significant f l aw in the centerline location , 
and casts very serious doubts on BPA ' s past assurances to me 
that the human considerations in routing selection were care
fully analyzed. When presented with this evidence , Mr . Jerry 
Frick , BPA ' s Engineering Manage r ,  admitted to a member of my 
staff that the Draft E I S  was a "deficient documen t "  i n  its 
treatment o f  the centerline location near Maxvil le .  

I n  past comments to the Draft E I S , I have encouraged BPA 
to identify a new centerline south of Maxvi l l e  which avoids 
these home s .  Mr . Frick has a s sured me , through my sta f f , that 
an alternate centerline south o f  Maxvil l e  would be ident ified , 
analyzed , and compared to the f lawed centerline in the Final 
E I S .  Based upon the overwhelming evidence which has been sub
mitted to BPA since the pub l ication of the Draft , I now fully 
expect the Maxvil l e  cen terline to be moved to a new location 
south of the town in the Final . 

Miller Creek 

OWing to the concerns of the Miller Creek residents over 
visual impact s ,  I hereby request that BPA perform an intensive , 
site- speci fic analysis of underground transmission in the Mil l e r  
Creek area .  Thi s analysis should compare the bene fits a s  we l l  
as the costs o f  underground t o  above ground transmi ssion . The 
C�>�Slllg of the Bitterroot River directly bisects two of the 
most populous areas in Western Montana--the Missoula and Bitter
root Valleys . Montanans have been reasonable in their assertion 
that the increased costs o f  undergrounding a long this small seg
ment are not prohibitive . The Bonnevi lle customers in Spokane , 
Seattle , and Portland will receive the greatest share of the 
benefits associated with the transmission of this new , Montana
generated power .  By any measure o f  equity , they should a l so 
be w i l ling to absorb the marginal increase to the overall pro
ject cost should undergrounding be proven feasible at Miller 
Creek . 

S t .  Regis 

Now that an alternate route has been ident i fied which would 
reduce the visual impacts to the residents of S t .  Regis near the 
Clark Fork crossing, I encourage BPA to continue to work with the 
Forest Service to incorporate this new sma l l  segment into the 
overall Taft Plan. 

Future Corridors 

The study of corridors across Western Montana by BPA for the 
Colstrip Transmission Lines raises another serious issue which 
needs to be addre ssed . As you know, the so-called " 2 0 -2 0 "  study 
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identi fied a s  many a s  seven corridors across Western Montana . 
The Garri son-Spokane Draft E I S  focused on three corridors . The 
corridor analysis over the past several years for the Colstrip 
installation undoubtedly produced a great amount o f  data which 
identi f ie s  those corridors which are , or are not , future candi
dates for e lectrical transmi ssion . Montanans now deserve to know 
which corridors are viable for future power lines by BPA . There
fore , I request that the Final EIS contain a full discussion o f  
which corridor alternatives have future possibilitie s ,  a n d  which 
have been ruled out . 

In conclusion , let me restate what I said in my Phi l l ips
burg statement . I ins i s t ,  and from this point , will require 
you to adopt a more responsive attitude , so that the comments 
of a l l  Montanans are seriously and care fully analyzed . The 
Draft E I S  was de ficient in many areas . Although . others have 
cal led for a new Draft E I S  to be written , I have not .  This i s  
part o f  t h e  NEPA proce ss . The Final E I S  must correct the mis
takes o f  the Draf t ,  and i t  must answer all comments received by 
Montanans during the comment period. In the months ahead , 1 w i l l  
be informing my constituents that each and every comment t o  the 
Draft must be seriously addressed in the Final , and that if they 
are not , I w i l l  work tire le ssly to ensure that the Record of 
Decision reflects those concern s .  

I have read your recent newspaper ads which carry the slogan 
" Remember , what you say count s . 1I Here is what I s ay .  I f  the 
past unrespons ive , f l awed , deficient ,  and sloppy attitude and 
work product of BPA continue s ;  I w i l l  use every administrative 
and legislat ive avenue available to me to correct the s ituation . 
In short , I w i l l  raise pol itical hel l . 

Best regard s .  

SR2Y'�� 
Pat W i l l i ams 
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TI;13 is to aelmovledSo ycur lett",. or ""Y 28, 1982, 1n which you "" bllit you,. 
c .... nta an tb. IIonDe"l11. Pawr AdII1nlatraUon ( BPA) Dran !rI,,11"'O.-ntal 
Illpaat .state_Dt (EISl OIl tb. "" .... i_-SpokaD. TranamaaloD ProJect . 

We! apprec :l' a te recel'91na 10ur ca..nt. and tnoH or your COr.3t r tuent� wl'!o ha'Yf.t 
e.xpre!Jsed an intereat 1n the project . YOU .1 be uaured that al! su�atant!v. 
CCllllel'lt;s will be C!1"'e1l .erious oona1C::erat1on aDd will b4: re3pond9d to 1n the 
Final EIoS. 
!b..,k ycu tor &1,,1 ... .. the _rit ot your tbOUChta, aDd _ quit. und.rstand 
your pos1t 1on 1n thiS attar. Should you or your oonst!tuents deaire 
additional 1nto.-tlon , pI .... let ua len .... . 

Sinoerel y ,  

(Sgd.) iOARL GJELDE 
ACTING AdIIl n!at"ator 

May 2 4 ,  1962 

Mr . George Eskr idge 
Bonneville Power Adm i n i s t r a t ion 
Transmission Coor d i nation Office 
Box 4 3 2 7  
M i s soula, Montana 59806 

Dear Mr . Esk r idge , 
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.-\s membe rs of the Alber ton--Ponde rosa AcreS-Southside Road
Lothrop Commun i ty ,  we s t r ingently oppose the location of pro
posed B . P . A .  powe r l ines i n  our a r e a .  We most vociferously 
oppose the Taft Plan , which would cross the Clark Fork River 
near the mouth of Tank Creek and/or N i ne Mile C r e e k .  

I f  t h i s  "plan" becomes a reali t y �  we· would propose .t h a t  the 
l i ne come out of Tank Cree k ,  cross the C l a r k  Fork west of the 
Sudan Cross ing and up the bottom of th.e Eddy Creek d r a i nage to 
the r idge north of Alberton. While we r e s i s t  � crossing of 
our area, i t  seems that " th i s  would cause the least detr imental 
impact i n  our a r e a .  

I f  the l i ne w e r e  to c r o s s  a t  e i ther Sudan or N i n e  M i l e ;  

1 )  no r o u t e  - no action would be our f i r s t  preference . I s  
there truly a need for future power in t h e  Northwest? I f  the 
need does exi s t ,  could i t  not be more economica l ly met some 
other way? How much has t h i s  power l i ne plan con tr ibuted to 
the W . P . S . S . S .  con s t r uc tion shut-down and consequently the loss 
of m i l l ions of dollars to consumers in the form of increased 
rates? 

Ag a i n ,  if the l ine i s  going to be bui l t ,  the route w i th the 
best land u t i l i za t ion i s  the Hot Springs route , where a power 
corr idor already e x i s ts . 

2) If you choose the Taft Route , you should do everything 
pos s ible to lessen the impact on residents where the lines 
would cross the so-called sensi tive areas , i . e .  Nine Mile-
Clark Fork Valley junction, because there are r e l a tively few 
such areas s long the route. Tower v i s i b i l i ty should be measurea 
w i th res idents in m i nd ,  not passing motor i s t s .  

Why i s  t h e  Taft Route being called t h e  envi ronmenLally pre
ferred route when it i s  the one which w i l l  cost the mos t to 
b u i l d ,  cause the mos t  voltage loss, and r u i n  the greatest amount 
of productive forested land? 

Before we r e i te r a te herein our compromise sugges tion , let us 
c i te some of our d i ss a t i s faction w i th the currently planned Taft 
Rou te : 

1) Possible health hazards do e x i s t  and are being s c i e n t i fically 
validated on an on-going bas i s  c u r r e n tly. 
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2) The damaging visual impact of the line f r om current 
res idences on Ponde rosa Acres , southside Roa d ,  Lothrop and the 
eas t of Alber ton i s  readily appa r e n t .  This visual impact would 
also be extremely debilitating to future growth of our area be
cause it would cross d i r ec t ly over two already platted subdiv
i s i ons . Another negative rami ficat ion of th is s t i f l ing of po
tential growth would be a disastrous erosion of potential taxable 
valuat ion of an already declining tax base , leaving the current 
r e s idents a heavier tax load for the financing of necessary 
services, L e .  schools , road s ,  and f i r e  protection. 

3 )  Relative to usual and cus tomary ameni ties , the negative 
impact on residen ts ' reception of radio and television has not 

been resolved. We feel e n t it led to the services of mass media 
and pay for it in terms of purchased goods and services , u t i l i  ty 
bills ; and rely on it for current events and liaison wi th the 
total soc i e t y .  

4 )  Access roads t o  t h e  B . P . A .  f a c i l i t i e s  would alr;o b e  en
vironmentally unsound as well as creating a visual blig h t .  

5)  In o u r  populated a r e a ,  B . P . A .  would provide nothing i n  
terms of revenue t o  o u r  a r e a .  You would provide few, i f  any , 
temporary jobs , no revenue " in lieu of taxes" and not even any 
impact aid . 

Provided that the "no route" option is not s i ncerely a viable 
one , and fur ther provided that the basic Taft Route is utilized 
may we suggest an alternative , presented below? 

Given any route at a l l ,  it sould not be e i ther of the two 
existing proposals , but rather a route that would cross upstream 
of the 1-90 Clark Fork River b r id g e ,  west of Nine Mile h i l l , east 
of Able r ton , then follow up the bot tom of the Eddy Creek dra inage 
above the former Armstrong ranch . It could then cross over the 
r idge east of Ellis Mountain . When it again bears wes t ,  it should 
be placed on For s t  Service proper ty s u f f iciently north of the 
r idge nor th of Alber ton so as not to negatively impact the town 
visually. 

This route would present the least amount of negative impact 
in our total area, including the Nine Mile Valley. 

Thank you for your cons ideration of our objections and our 
suggested alternat ive . 

Sincerely , 

� £ v-
Th�� P. anSi Margot 
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Mr.  George Eskridge 
BPA 
P . O. Box 4327 
Mi ssoul a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr.  Eskridge : 

M1eooula. MOJlt ... ". MIo,y ?5 . 1 982 

L-MS-J- 3t4 �' M�. '-31l'7 

This letter i s  in response to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garri son-Spokane 500 kv transmi s s i on l i ne. P l ease i nc l ude it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement with your findings that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unacceptable because it would traverse a densely 
settled res i dent i a l  area ; be cl ose to over 40 residence s ;  create noi se 
pol l ution ; have a devastating v i sual impact both on the surround i ng residences 
and on the val l ey a s  a gateway to the Rattl esnake Wi l derness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conj unction wi th the exi sti ng l i nes ; wou l d  cause d i sruption dur i ng construc
t i on ;  wou l d  be v i si bl e  to l arge numbers of peopl e ;  and cou l d  not pos s i b l y  
serve as a corridor for add i t i onal powerl i nes . I further agree w i t h  your 
f i nd i ngs that a route through the National Recreation Area i s  unacceptable 
because construction woul d  endanger the mun i cipal water supply; the l i ne 
wou l d  destroy the recreat ional val ue of a heav i l y  used are a ;  the l i ne woul d  
greatly d i mi n i s h  the val ue o f  the nearby W i l derness area ; and i t  woul d  
d i  s turb wi l d l  i fe . 

I want to record my strong protest regard i ng the fact that the BPA fai l ed to 
note the vi sua 1 impact of a l i ne through the exi st i ng corri dor on the enti re 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fa i l ed to take account of much avai l able 
research regard i n g  the recreati onal use , the wi l dl i fe , pl antl i fe ,  and ecology 
of the NRA; fai l ed to explore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aerial 
f i re suppre s s i on ;  fai l ed to give proper and suff i c ient weight to the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on bi g game wi nter rang e ,  on water qual i ty , and on 
high user i nten s i ty ;  and fai l ed to consi der suff i c i ently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subd i v i s i on s .  

Thank you for your con s i deration .  

S i ncerel y ,  .< . 1 2' (' ( (.  I'v l. J. ... _ ""._ \ ' ') • '- ... ... ,, <. I- J, (. .... "..,L. --:') rI .. . . ...(c�f/r. ·l.tS _ ·'A. _V l l .. .. .  '-u>' · L. 
Name : 
Address : ..., 
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Mervin O. Erikssol\ PE 
2401 South Hills Drive 
Missoula, MT 59803 

Mr . George Eskridge 
Proj ects Information Officer 
Bonnevile Power Administration 

Dear S i r :  

L-�;�-J-3" 

1 was disappointed t o  read a quote by yOll in the paper recently in which 
you stated that BPA is still s trongly considering powerline routes other 
than the environmentally preferred route • .  

I realize there has been heated opposition to the environmentnlly preferred 
route by the people i t  affects.  However , this outcry is minor compared to 
the opposition which would occur i f  ei ther o f  the more damaging routes are 
chosen. 

Cos t s  do not appear to be a determining factor since the preliminary costs 
for all 3 routes are essentially equal (the differences are substatially 
less than the probable variation in the estimates) . 

I am part icularly interested in keeping the powerlines out of the Ninemile 
Valley. This environmentally sens i t ive,  unspoiled valley would be seriously 
damaged if the power line is built on either side of the valley . I fael 
that this damage is entirely unnecessary when a transportation and powerline 
corridor already exists along the Clark Fork Valley, which is the environmentally 
preferred route . 

Thank you for your t ime and considerat ion. 

� C).� 
Mervin O .  ErikssoT\ PE 
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'.werUn •• still \.hot lustifled 
! '!be hearinp offered by the BPA 
:lIav. thlll far .enenle\l . ..... t daal of 
,_�y. By pre""lln& the lis ... 
: . ... a .... rIIIom YO. lOuthem roul<'. 

1 . (It.ade, comment. 
;�------�-------------
.\bOy bave aueiloeded in polarizing the opposition. , It it Ume to re-aaml.ne the issues, 
: unile the opposIUon and address the 
'rul questiDn: Should the BPA wild 1be poM.rll�. at aD?' . 

TM B.!'A ne.t1y oidestep. this 
.question In 10 en_tal Imp.et 
lIo_l BPA clalml that the noed 

. lor the powet and the UDe . .... ad· 
. '4reaed In the Coiltrlp Impllct IIot .. 
. menl and thUl Is beyoad contention. ThIs Is pure foUy. Even tbelr own 
projectloD� .how· lower enerlY 

'.demand In the yeara &bead !ban they 
. bad pn!JIj(>lIIly projected. And inde
pendenf4(IIdl ••. point to lower usace. 
Lower dOlllllld. conservaUon. the cloting of Bunkei' HiU and other btM ...,n. 
and conUnued recession (and future 
bIev1table receut .... ) aU point to a need to question BPA' •. plana. 

I.am not casu,alln& the .BPA u a ,  
whole. Indeed. the ... ncy bas done a 
_t deal in JI(OYIcIl .... power for the 
Northwest. But the BPA .hould not be . 

, the one to "prove" the need for its 
, own projects. 

uowt:l'Onient asendes tend td un
fatlingly. justify the need for their oft 
projects. ,Tbe _IOn Is almple: They 
need the projects to ........ their own 
continued eaJstence, In IfIlOnI tbIq 
opt for the mollt .... andoue and, eipen- . 
slve projects. always julWying them 
in the pubUc interest. . At lOme point lIende. cross the , 
tbieobold of lerving the public in_ • and beiIn aerving their own and thet . 
of • iiniIted (often corporate) con.ullr 
ellC)'. lItJtory bas oIIown thiB 10 ... 
true. be it the Glen Cl.nyon Dam or 
the MX mllIUe. 

�vemment acencles tend to per. 
petual<' themseiv ... New projects In- , 
sur. jobs. increaae budlOll and add • .,....u,e. I thing it', Urne to �ne the • 
needs of !be public Interest and the 
need for the pow.rUDe" In view Of the 
aboYe ·conaitleraUona. TboIe 'IOOdItnI 
IIsinst the po"erDn .. oIIould unite on 
common .... und . 

Tbe BPA oIIouid not be reHeel upm 
to jusUfy III own project. Independen\ 
ene'IY projecUona and envirnnlrientat 
analysis are needed. Perhaps the pow· 
erUDe. oIIould JusWy themaelva bI 
the tree marltet. 

At any rate. theIe. and other perti. 
nent questions need to be ewnIned 
.... ore w. ",aiD ....n-Iy blUDder 
into the d ..... daUon of our lands_. 
- lack Tab ..... e. illS MIIIIaI! Road. M�. 
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Hr. GeorgE Eskridge 
BPA 
P. O. Box 4327 
Hi ssou l a  0 fIT 59806 
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JOHN A.. HARRIS, M.D . . P.C. 

A .... THIE.,OLOG'.,. 

3108 OLD POND ROAD 
M •• 80ULA. MONTANA ".'01 
TIlu." .. o"l[ (408) 78 •••• 111 

"'u.ow AIIP/CAM Cou ••• 
OF MUTHUIOLOOI.q 

L-MS-I-3<102 

Thi s letter i s  in response to the Oraft Envi rvnmental ll.;'act Statelllent 
on the Garrison- Spokane 500 kv transmi s s i on l i ne. Please include it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement w i t h  your find i ngs that a routE through 
the exi s t i ng corridor is unacceptabl e because it woul d  t raverse a der.sely 
s.tt led n,sidential area; be cl ose to over 40 residen(.es ; create noi se 
pol l utior ; have a devastating v i sual impact beth on the surrounding residences 
and on t h !  v a l l ey as a gateway to the Rattlesnake W i l derness Area , e!.pec i a l l y 
in conjunction with the exi �t i n9 l i nes ; wcu l d  cause d i sruption during , ·.;nstruc
t i on ;  wou l d  be v i s i b l e  to l a r"ge numbers of peop l e ;  and co�ld not pos s i b l j  
serve a s  a corri dor for addi tional powed ines . I furth�r agree with your 
findings that a route through the Nat i ol,al Recr�ation hr.'a i s  unacceptable 
beccuse cor.s truction woul d  endanger the mun i c i pal  water supp l y ;  the l i ne 
would destroy the recreational val ue of a r,eav i l y  used area; the l i ne wou ld 
greatly dimi n i sh the val ue of the n�arby Wi l derness ai'e: ; and it wou l d  
d i s turb w i l c l i fe .  

I want to r �  :ord lily str�ng proteH regard i ng the fact th�t the BPA fai l ed to 
note the V", 'Jal  imnact of a I i ne th�ough the e;. l sting corri dor on the entire 
northern vi sta fror.' Mi :osoul a ;  fai l ed to taKe account Jf much ava i l able 
research regcl rding the re::reat� ona f U$� , tne wl ·. Ji ·i l��, � icinL ;  ; ft: ,  o.ft..::l t ... v1 �.':f.1' 
of the NRA; "ai l ed to explore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aeri a l  
f i re supprn s i t,n ; fai l ed t o  g i ve proper and suff i c ient weight to the impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on bi g game wi ntl!r range, on water qua I i  ty , and on 
h i g h  user intensity ;  and fai l ed to consi der suf f i c i ently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes ·i n futu re Grant Creek and But I er Creek subdi v i  s ions . 

Thank you for your cons i deration.  

,Sincere l y ,  
( C ,�ldJu,,-\o -rr,,->. 

John A .  Harr i s ,  M . D. 
JAH/sa 
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Mr. Ge'lrge Eskri dge 
BPA 
P. O. Box 4327 
Mi ssoul a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge: 

L-MS-J- 3'13 

Thi s letter i s  i n  response to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garri son-Spokane 500 kv transm i s s i on l i ne . Please incl ude it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement with your find i n g s  that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unacceptable because it woul d  traverse a densely 
settled res i denti a l  area; be cl ose to over 40 resi dences ; create noi se 
pol l ution; have a devastati ng vi sual impact both on the surrounding resi dences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Rattlesnake Wi l derness Area , espec i a l l y  
i n  conjunction w i t h  the exi sting l i nes ; wou l d  cause d i sruption duri ng construc
t i on ;  wou l d  be v i s i b l e  to l a rge numbers of peopl e ;  and could not pos s i bl y  
serve a s  a corridor for add i tional powerl i ne s .  I further agree with your 
findi ngs that a route through the National Recreation Area is unacceptable 
because construction woul d  endanger the mun i c i pal water supply; the l i ne 
woul d  destroy the recreational val ue of a heav i l y  used area; the l i ne wou l d  
greatly d i m i n i s h  the val ue o f  the nearby Wi l derness area ; a n d  i t  wou l d  
d i sturb wi l d l i fe .  

I want t o  record my strong protest regardi ng the fact that the BPA fai l ed to 
note the vi sual impact of a l i ne through the ex i st i ng corridor on the entire 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much avai l able 
research regarding the recreational use , the wi l dl i fe ,  p l antl i fe ,  and ecol ogy 
of the NRA; fai l ed to explore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aer i a l  
f i re suppression ; fai l ed t o  g i ve proper a n d  suff i c i ent weight to t h e  impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on big game wi nter rang e ,  on water qual i ty ,  and on 
h i g h  user i ntensity ; and fai l ed to consider suffi ciently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands of homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subdi v i s ions. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Si ncere l y ,  A�71-/ ::ijtb. 
Name :

')' 

Address :  

;; 3 co J6..MAt/J1.t1.i:e. 
'Iru..�"'&J 7Jt{ 
."j,/ f o J.,.,  
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I [11� f L:!" SL. j !,"  O}l C' o f  i r 1  Sr. :-- 8 c O r] c C' rn . r- � t e  1 i n e  i �  I'l'O o f' (-) 1 t o 

"r'o � �� : j '; ." O V '_ J  j ]  (�O ] ,,'- E' , ".'j i }l '1. t.(' w o r  t o  '. (' \", " i 1 r  o �  [! 
;' ;.'.1 J  h J l1 � .f' rj '·/- 1 at 1 � e �'l-· o r eJ in e .  r:-' L i s  ri ,.,..t.t. of " J ' "  ] O (��:1  j a r 

� ()  : c r  �; j J  i n!'" j r;  1 j s  8I' f' e j fj (, �' l :ic e i 8  11 "' a� i :'lo'.1 f, ] �T .i.. £' �" ] o r :"�l . 

J " " (\ ' 1 ] , ;  rl t E',i 1"(J ' r  �"!. j e {- i o r] (· ) J ? � rea:=� H r (:'l vj fit 0. .  I '! - ' e 8� 5 0 : i i. e 

) ' ; "'\ '. o f  'T en1 j t v , J " 1r ] j C  o r  I r j vai £' ,  t o  '- e �'O h el l i,"" r erlt. l :r 

er 'vj l 0 r.!r:C!""', -:- H ] ] :.' ,:t o. G�, rnc� . i v c .  r;' : ' n:' e tu' e e l o s e  l; �r l'1 !"':'L t  o f  ", .. '1 

] () (' at i o ' �; J r. � } i f.) �_, ) 'Ul i ",t ' ( , " l rl !' -lcl- l e ��� ) " '; < t ('.t . 

� j  TJ �  r. r e l y ,  

Dav i 0  J .  : �[;. '· :t\n 

[) �,"JM(/l/l�--

L-HL-l- 3S 
groom ef 9(..,J 

fRo •• , s [!3ox 4 I, r:Jf..J •• J? k  •• g(fJ 83835 
' �Y ?6 , 1 9 ';;' 

,'.r . . e o r � E  s l( � i d � e  
� � oj , ' c t s  In "o %at i on rr " i c e �  
J? � rQnsrni s s i on �oordin� � � or Of� i c e  
pr "-'ox 4,127 
� i s s ol)l� , �';T 5'"-1 (�o6 
.. ear ;".':- . s ;::' i 1 - £ : 

I t" s t i f ', r d  b r i e fl y �t T he  ;;'� r " 1 1 3  'w " r ' n " ,  " , ort': s h ()�e , Coe::r 
d ' Al en€" �n4 bro'.; C" h t  �ome an R �'.llloe.d o� -'� ?A  m" t.f' :'i a l s  on the 
r.ro>; o � ed t rcH'fr.i c: s i on li�le ·'·" "' i c··' ''1l 0111i c r oss ', im:"ock: "Drive 
r..e r ' .... hi l c o  L::; k e . I r r o t e s t  .j t ,... ,., t  8- 0  e of onr n F- i , ' :-bors \.;e r e  
n o t i f i E--1 of t�� r.Je ( ' t i n "· b�)t o:- : l e r s  \',' E r 0  n o t ,  incln'� 1 11 -:T  S Or." F:  much 
n p a r e. "(' � �e >1roposed. l i :-- f' th!:ln ... ·.'e . 0ur narr.es ',,'ert! not I t"l c l' ' a ed 
on 0" . VI-?O rf of the J!'aft 1 nvironn"ntal Iro"a c t  ':te ten:ent 
( l'O; /[1S-009 1 ) ,  n�!'ch plOP . 
?in:rock Drive is �aint · t ned by t h e  La � 8 s  qo" d D l . t ri c t .  Deec pull i A s  w e r e  
c u t  d u r ! n'� t h e  s n r i n r  run- nff o n  t � e  o 9 S t  s i d o  o f  t h F  roc '� whc'-
"'prE=: ::J. :-1" -;4. l;,1i t·,; w:, r';-,inc.' [' i 7ns  " 'eTT:ove'1 only r e c ent] y .  In other 
w o r l s , t�. p oi l  w h i c h  the ' , r' c l a s i fi a s  as  l ow for da n , c r  of 
li ros i on is e !l s ily  w a s h�1 ouL ���en tl- e " oa i s  b nn s �  un i �  l Rt e  
'_<,' in '2 "  or f; .. · 'l  s ' ) r -.� n c- . ?h I "  S o i l  C0·:-' 3 e r v'� :. i o · ·  !i e r v i c e  c 1 3 s � i 
�' i F S  t::f"' e" (';(.� i cn d �� r.  er f OT' \ :-: i f- " !' p a  ::1:-: c -d,r er.!? 

I" vl."' the l'r:; ore T �D T' e  is � r..e 1 r : ' e r  o u e s t i on of �:.'�le ther tr..8 ;�orth
',·.'e s t  n(-;ed s more e l e c t r i c � l  n o· ... 'e r .

· 
-.'� t'"' t>:e .uun�ce� lill I-: i n e s  c � i s i s  

s t i l '  uns oJ vei qn1 ":",:-:A : f'.'3,S 'l. i fj .. � s te r i� � € cr.:s th � t  indus try 
is r.:ovinr< fr o:'r; t:"'e .'3 rr:�;or is l i \e l y  t o rr:o\re �!' npl t �\ f:  g r e a  D O�'_' 
-;:-.':l!'"'l t \,! e C 8 !1  r..o 1 0" (T e r  bo�: s t, of c �e a n  nOvl c r  r a t e s . ""0 1,'. e � c � v :: l'-! r:ee j  
.... ··· c ". E'  "':-·!'e ;�s.  ' i s s i on l i r e' s ?  :onserv t i. on o� 01. : !'  eY'f>:" ' Y  r e s o')::, c '� s  
1s R " 0 � re n t l y  wor ' i n - b , · t t e r  t�!qn � nti c i D q "' pd .  e l i A n c e  on 
" :O D"")ropr-i1.te 1 ec''1 r!010�y) l  c oul,':: ti o eVf>n P.lo"!"c . I·.t all e v � nt s , I 
' one to A T t e nd t � e  Ju�e 9 Cons pr v · ·. i on 0r�s hon i r  � r ok0ne 

" n° h o r more • 

. ne i 1 e n t�.i l l v4:! 3.r'r, r e c i :;l �.E. ':' h i s  Y"I2Xt o,:y ' o � � un :.tv to ,.., 'i .... � i c i::�, -':.p. • 
. !�"1 I e!,}j �y�,·d J" E- -:-- cpo� ' r- �'1 nf"! s s  .� n '.:f'r� .�. r n e s s  of

� the IS . 
3 i  n("' e.:,'7-. ly 'T � 'rs 

I r', ; I  ... (�' - J  I �I .  � I.( 
?rinC f> S  ,-:. . � 'e ,� r:j ,  h . "9  

Cony t o  L,,){€ s  ;.( oa " '; i s tr i c t  

�f��T�:�� L�J.k(· , r - ,�" r '  � � 
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��r . CeOl'Be F,s):rid�8 
?0nnc v i l l e  FOV .. £I'  .'l.d!yinis tl'ut i o n  Trc.:lHj(�,i s6i on C J CJ .".. 'd:i. ::1<.l t i o n  O f f.:i c (.  
:' . O . Bo x  4327 I I May 26 . 1982 

Ni o G u u l a  

]t, t .  5980(; 

Dc;...' r S i r .  
I , FI' (, C  RaPi'e , b:;_v(� r '3 c,d the F-r,s o f  tht:; po" el'li.nc , tL .. t i", i l l ...:,o t L l uUCh 

W e s t e rn Mont�n � . So�c �r(! 7 G  o f  the RI B 2 r 8  ac c E [ t :'bl s �nd GO�.� � l'O no t .  
Tte h e a lthissu e c ou l d I. ,lve b e e n  h�n : l e d  much b c t t e � . YQu � c ,�r,. t o  j 0n u r s  

t llst t1:l: !,owf-'rl j ne C,-,!1 h u v c  '1':' l l:) V ':' � .� thrl _ � � s  for hUl':icln c;:'i r!c t:.IL; d .)
f:J o s t l e  < ' n imals • .3sv (.. r<J.l pn opl e , th.- t l i v e  u!lih:l' pr.; ;icrli nc..:3 j il Mir.n L L3 o l a ,  
h:.:.v? h<-.::i � o t h  p1.i Ri c " J ,).nd Tr. ?n t",l tr':>-.:l:: l e  ':. i tl: t 1J e  ] 1r, ( . �v ( · r, t h e j r \;u-

ltl u s t i c  b ni :N..<.l ,:::; he, V G  }"'c.::' troutl c' • .  Jr.lhG of J·QU "f -l t:..rJ +- t ld · , .� \. , t:"..!.. t ";_ L C O I : ::' C  
8 f f l:c t l i v :' :10 tldll�s , L(.. c " U b C  y o u  \', ..... n '  ... t :)  L..0 .::' S i... UiJJ i f  � � . (.. p-,;' t.::c l ·; n c  

v:i l l  :' f f c. c t  (;lk . T1\..� f (,re Gl1j" ..::"'v " t:rJ � ( d ]  j ,,:, uu .� } c. , :i  t s : ' ''./lJ:Lu � , ,:  J.'l·y�r v :1 S .  f c .  
V.'e r-.l.nH .. ,n ' 1 t. �_UlJ C;:iOll}\) l:.u.t :"' t:  .:..> �,.� l�ca !,-i C .s .  

I f  tllL l.·, u :,' :].J .. :'l L n c  .1. s t uiifd ;-, .)\'; , " rH� i f  � n  ;.., � : .  '-' 1"' \. t; :;:·lL l .� : ... , :. :: ;-! in 

tln� s" r'i c. f0 . . o1·c Ol'r :Ld.or v..t  <.., l .... t � :.. c:.,.:, t 8 , ·\,: • .:... t c r f l c t  · i l ::' ._ l' _ 'Ie U1'. 
lrllE.<: r: UCL1w':-? ilu tll-; nu .i . ."' <..: :i. l: l-out tlt,",. t .  

I f  ony lU I ,  n or d . .I1.1 l:[; t,.::. c .... ·.ni : l ·� l  1 , :, (, ",l';j' i l -.... ', [ r, ; c t  ·,) f �h c.. .... u · . .  � l·J. i_l"! u ,  

1.', 1. .; i:J· U·U. .... �: l':' y f :Jr V·. e bi�. l �! ii.;� "':; f_ - i t  I3I :� eLl ..! u ll .  ::0:'£.1:-'0 � .:  ,-> '. i 0  
L.ll<.J U ::'  :1L t .  

T�.-; 5 ru::: e rl'L-:.v .i ::'-i .i l ·_) � l i t.: '  ,"' t; C. , C�lJ.j· ;' o f  � l'-,-,-C� " ,- . l  l--· _ _  ' l .  �;;.... � ·l ·':'" ·c: . It. JLlil t 
�J1 ·:I' ..... :::; l-• .inCtvll .... ,;'!u c. c u:. · l �- i ' .:.... : l t  .�..:; l.:i l: l 'l;l n�:�, '_� to �.) ,: lJ ll i �.-c .1 "  ,- �,.:-, t C: l·n 

i._ sh inGtun . 

' " n''''' 2�lWVIc� L. " _ _  ')c� 
C . l"',l"c �, .. ,- .i- .... !If ,.- .! .• "' v ,',:.1.1 (; !\U , 
r u..:..,O;l , ; . � .  ':;;� L i C,  

G e orge Eskridl>" 

Bonnevi l l e  Power Administration 

T ransmi s s i on C oordination Office 

1'. O. B ox 4)27 

Mi ssoula . Mt . 59806 

Dear Mr . Eskridge ; 

T he Val leys Preservation C ounc i l  has al ways been c oncerned 

about the e f f e c t s  of energy c orridor devel opment on people . 

BPA ' s  Garrison/Spokane 500 KV transm i s s i on line draft EIS 

has i dent i f i e d  a number o f  routing alt ernat i ve s  throu�h )western M ontana . O f  these alt ernat i ve s .  segments 1 .  4 ,  6 ,  7 .  

144 , 145.  146 . and 148 seri ously threaten t he health and en

vi ronment o f  t he residents of the Frenc htown . Six �,i l e . and ) Nine �; i le valleys . T he enc losed peti t i on i ndicates t hat there 

is significant c onc ern among the area ' s  resi dents regarding 

t hose segment s .  We f e e l  that BPA has not made every e ffort 

to route the propo sed transmi s s i on lines away from people . 

We demand that BPA make t hat effort . T hank you for your 

attent i on to thi s mat t er . 

S\nc ere l Y •  , ) i ) / )(1 ( I  )J!; I ( II \ <.... I '  
Jan, Rappe 77 
Val leys Preservation C ounc i l  

P .  O .  B ox 141 
Huson , Mt . 59846 



� 
tv 
....:J 

L -/� N-3 -Yaf) 
�:A Y 1982 

'i' HE r'RENCHTO;�N . SIX r.:r LE AND l'i Il'i E  Ir. I LE VALLEYS ARE PRUf.E 

fEOfLE HABITAT , THE } R OPOSED BPA POWERLINE THREATENS T HE  

HEA LTH AND ENVI R ONMENT O? T HE  RESIDENTS OF THESE VA LLE YS , 

THESE PO''''ERLINES rr.UST BE ROUTED AS FAR FROM PEOPLE AS 

POSSI BLE , 

NArf.E ADDRESS 

rfl 7'!/cA.if 
0�./( 
h a2 Z-
;;. /1.-,.,.A/lf. 'j..tj." JJu.h.-wd, (Jfv�)ht-f,- . 

", 
, { ( 

5f) 1>:A Y 1982 
L-A N ->, '/t5D 

'i' HE r'RENCHTm�l'i . SIX rn LE AND l'iINE Ir.ILE VALLEYS ARE PRIrr.E 

fEOfLE HABITAT , THE PROPOSED BPA POWERLINE THREATENS THE 

HEALTH AND ENVI RONMENT O? THE RESIDENTS OF THESE VALLEYS , 

THESE POWERLINES rr.UST BE ROUTED AS FAR FROM PEOPLE AS 

l'OSSI BLE , 

NAlf.E ADDRESS 

7.� /;,.u.....l.c.\oL �.{;L ../� 

1_/'" ,', < -.1 Iv( " .., "t " ., t. 
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T fiE  ?RENCHTo;�N . S I X  rU LE AND N I NE rr.ILE VALLEYS ARE PRlrr.E 

rEOFLE HABITAT . THE FRO POSED BPA POWER LINE THREATENS T HE  

HEALTH AND ENVI RONMENT O? T HE  RESIDENTS OF THESE VALLEYS . 

THESE FOWERLINES rr.UST BE ROUTED AS FAR FROM PEOFLE A S  

POSSI BLE . 

ADDRESS 

_ ' I T .  ,)1 [76 
'\ ,-� 1('<k'Z�--V N"I'!J!':1'.�}J [i,?>l/,ud 2d . «:: . /�: 'T . . 

)r"=" )"l .... L <.. - ,�., :_.,,=,� 
?/t. w .  l e mAler , �. r 

t.. -/-I N-3 - '/ crD  
KAY 1982 

THE i'RENCHTO;�N . SIX rU LE AND N I NE rr. l LE VALLEYS ARE PRlrr.E 

FEOFLE HABITAT . THE rROPOSED BPA POWERLINE THREATENS T HE  

HEALTH AND ENVIRONrr.ENT O ?  T HE  RESIDENTS OF THESE VALLE YS .  

THESE FOWERLINES lWST B E  ROUTED A S  FAR FROM PEOFLE AS 

POSSIBLE . 

NAlf.E ADDRESS 

�(;; �QJ;:ll::=:):) 
��Rt:J o.....J«&c � -n;j-oq�4b 

"� � � �  l d' ,  � -- DIUUIlJ(AKV � 7£ k.JFI'·2HIJkt. f3C1?CdOj) �, m;t. 
'81/ �1-(}J. ���u:.f}:; �fj;i R:(J.t�07J �/)JT. S':, s�'i J: ..;.z�8 &\3s- #"",", V 
� o3 · $pcYf)dt.&,..,J, 0-?'3/'l:' 7�-utf;-sot! .4-. �?J[jp(f2J,Clhy,us �/JKf. 

s y; C Ie Iu, -.t (j.).. /3ry 51 Uil<MtlJ,; Y �;/riilr,�'f;,=!!fin ,O,�O k=� R& �<",7"� , � k,/cJ �eltA.. � /-I, --{tiC /:ox yco " '''= I 1'2?- -
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f R , C� � , J( > 
1'HE iRENC HT O'.;N , S I X  r;:I LE AND N I NE r H LE VALlEYS ARE PRIME 

fEOfLE HABITAT , T HE  }ROPOSED BPA POWERLINE THREATENS THE 

HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENT Or THE RF.SI�ENTS OF THESE VALLEYS , 

THESE POWERLINES lWST BE ROUTED AS FAR !'ROM PEOPlE AS 

POSS I BLE . 

NAll.E 

;.fIX 
v:(', 

'1 ·"1 

'1 '  

y �� 
t-i l  
I..j l l 

4--1 j . i ,L-., jl 4 1 2- , J< (.k _ :/ , . }"h , / .. c ' . �  1��1 ? �:f� � - . (-Co. It ,  ' // 1./1'1 ( , I z (..." L.. . l ;-ftiA>--. /,) ' / '/ 1 ' �  J,-" . .  J"f ' )).. " " , ,( 
I � .L I 

, � I & , <-� } ) /i��'; j re2 
"'J ' (- ' , _,/�<,Cf( �/,�  . .  , 
JJI7 "" I,. n-.�, 7-; ;/ 4. "" .... , 7/ 

ADDRESS 

k I'"\,i( \\ \ '  , II '  \c-\' - \"\-\ -
Co h ,  I ( ,\ , l 1-/ y \ , '" " 7 -L" 
Go l�,f , K{ !��r "� , /3 n ( �  ;L , 111 C . <' " , h I 

j)}'1 1/;2 f-/}4Jc-4�"-'7(//J!I. / 

{. 12"(; ¥r{i PZ 111(,,)1 1� 
/ , If- 1// ./j '-"�I - {' / �/�/./ • I I . , 7 )l ,Y _ � r·o 

L I , ' / 1  1::- H. 1 I '  / :/1 
(, ??Lf: M 7� l';iA" 
,£:, .1 L!;b;; ;Z if i 1"-'1 ' 7 -* q 7 

(, zd. tf.--/J- � � ,  
< /::,r-:z /'>;'( V,f<"(&�- 7/(/--

/, I �. / ' -b, </Jo" ,. /)/1-
,fhy' ,I i ,r,. 0"" J:;t./tTC'O �  /yuJ. 
11'>,1/'/// --/ ? ) ,' f,  / ��" 0 . //', ,0,/ / ', " '" 

L' / : ' I /�- 1 ' " . /1( ,) {·), 'J. , "/ 
d?;> / �:,?f 0/;r'l-ic{: rLj(;71. -/117 
/:i;6 &«0&;<'- IYb ' 2&«/< J.".f .. /; , , ,0> /.; l�-> ' /;{/ / 
( '/1' 'L wi? e' '70 /,/?;-i 
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1' HE  r'RENCHTQ;;N , SIX rn LE AND N I NE rr. I LE VALlEYS ARE PRIME 

fEOHE HABITAT . THE PROPOSED BPA POWERLINE THREATENS THE 

HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENT Or THE RESI DENTS OF THESE VALLEYS . 

THESE PO'ilERLINES IWST BE ROUTED AS !'AR !'ROM PEOPlE AS 

POSSI B LE . 

I{SV 6t7�� < ,  (� �; /" Lc")� 
�S ) i< �(  ;;,0 A: :.�/-<= 

. !  .II VI\� / "  . .--;-� 0 .  f" - , _ -

,, / , 1." li �/fJ ! l/I.('I1Vkj.. V I '"  .................... .1 , .  / 1 I{ 
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JaM c,ud}I /.J)?" (J );(/UN't-L- .fl( r" JG ' 

'J ,�'j j. 71/ ;Ycu.;j: S �� A9�1 K )jJf W.l �udJf IJ'/O ' -'  i�, -' N l , /�> <- -
<),� ,3.:>", �-\-,\c.,<-0f J,..", � 

t 3 "tO ' /" , '"e 111 , /(" Hc.< ";)v. J 
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� q l  '�7<-'U W;'M-<-W �� /-"IL,/D >-f:4�c'c�C' ,( �7 
S l/ ]'--{j/iz.,.t)t'l'f/<.. r'. j.c4 vb.., � E.  I <f-fLL> /7, LYL'?·d.;I ' �. 
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L�.u.(I"I'L 

ROYAL OUTfI T T E R6 
TV THROOP . MAXVILLE STAR RT. PHILIPSBURG, MT 59858 • (406) 859-3342 • (498) 649 11>32 

Dear Sirs : 

I wish to express my opinion rep:ardinr: the nroposed power line fom Garrl son 

to '1issoula ; IT\Y feelinp:s are as follows : 

1. I oppose the entire power line as I feel it is totally unnecessary . 

2. I oppose the southern routinp: as I feel it is more destructive than the 
Drunmond routine; as well as roore costly . 

3 . I oppose the "corridor E" routine; proposed by the Granite County 
Allianc e .  

4 . I oppose the crossi� o f  residences at Maxville. 

5.  I feel the Forest Service has done a responsible ,Job of appraisil1i' 
the situation and I think their recomnendatl.ons should carry con
siderable weip:ht . 

6. I favor lookil1i': into a route north of Maxville as the Forest Service 
mentioned in their study , as I believe there mi"ht be a possible routine; 
which would be satisfactory to landowners and BPA . 

i� 
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lby :'5,  19f:.':J 
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Bonneville Powe r Administration 
Mr. George Eskridge, Infonnation Officer 
Transmission Coordination Oftice 
1620 Regent- P . O .  Box 4 32 7  
Missoula, Mt . 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge , 

L-HN-3- 3'1'-1 

M:,y 2 4 ,  1982 

Attached please find the comments and recommendations on the 
Garrison-Spokane Transmission Proj ect Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement of the Valleys Preservation Council . The document first 
lists our Areas of Concern, explaining those issues we believe are 
not adequately addressed in the DEIS . Then , we list recommendations 
for this projec t. 

If you have any questions , please call me at 626-5661 ,  or 
Chris Siegler at 721-1786, or 626-5611. 

JR/ps 
Enclosure 

cc: Senator Max Baucus 
Senator John Melcher 
Rep resen ta ti ve 'Pa t Wil liams 

YOIITS t rU1Yfj 
U 8 � ' A.-... eM. �.QJ an Rapp r sident I �alleyS eservation Council 

Box 141 
Huson , Mon tana 59846 

Mark Ledbe t te r ,  Northern Plains Resource Council 
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AREAS OF CONCERN- DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

Legal � 

Of primary concern to the Valleys Preservation emmeil (VPC) 

is whe ther the Garrison-Spokane Transmission Project Draft Environ-

mental Impact Statement (Garrison-Spokane DElS) is a valid docu-

ment even wor thy of consideration by federal decis ion makers.  BPA 

has arbitrarily segmented the evaluation process by deciding on 

the TOW'send to Garrison section. This predetermines the route 

west of Garrison altd e f fectively precludes the comprehens ive con-

sideration of all viable Colstrip to Spokane routing alternatives .  

UnfortWl8tely, this haphazard an d  arbitrary approach to plan-

ning and s iting is not new to BPA. In reviewing pages 1-2 through 

1-10 of the Garrison-Spokane DEIS which outlines BPA ' s  involvement 

with the 500-KV transmission lines from Colstrip , it becomes clear 

that the justifications for, and the selection of, routes have been 

changed many, many time s .  Such continued changes to what had once 

been a well defined project-- the Montana Board of Natural Re-

sources and Conservation approved route, July 1976-- have resulted 

in blatant violations of federal and state law. By effectively de-

ciding on a route before an EI S is prepared, and by failing to 

prepare a comprehensive EIS on the entire project,  BPA is in direct 

viola tion of the National Environmental R>licy Act. By refusing to 

cooperate with the s tate of Montana, BPA is in violation of pro-

visions of the Federal Land Management and Policy Act and, most 

importaI'l.t;: Montana' s Major Facility S i ting Act. 

One of the primary reasons for the existence of these acts 

is the prevention of ill-planned and haphazard energy development. 

Well drawn-out plans should allow for the unforseen. Wholesale 

.!. 
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changes based only on iIllll.ediate circumstance-- such as the on-again 

off-again power requirements for the Kelhg�Wallace mine s ,  or alter-

nating political pressures as in the Deer Lodge and Boulder Valleys--

should no t occur. But BPA has in this case made such changes con tin ... 

ually over the all too long history of their involvement with the 

Colstrip associated power lines . 

The lack of a coherent overall p lan from the beginning has 

led to BPA being harassed by the cit izens and landowners along 

the ever-shifting routes and being challenged in court for clear 

violations of federal and s tate law. In addition, time and money 

have been wasted in the preparation of several piecemeal documents 

such as this Garrison-Spokane DE IS . A coherent plan at the be-

ginning of this mess , instead of an unplanned,segmented approach 

would have satisfied the legal requi rmen ts.  A clear plan, rather 

than a fuzzy statement of ill-defined "needs" would also have 

been of bene fit in gaining much needed public acceptance. 

Re-evaluation of Need for the Transmission Facilities Proj ect 

According to the BPA, this transmission project has a dual 

need: 1) to integrate and transmit additional electric power 

supplied by Cols t rip generating unit s ;  and 2) to maintain the 

electrical reliab ility and stability of the Fede ral Columbia River 

Powe r ' System. 

The BPA' s j us tification is that under the "no action" al ter-

native only part of Colstrip output could be transmi t ted, and 

then only over wlreinforced system which has less reliability. 

If this were allowed, the BPA would not be meeting its mission of 

insuring an adequate and rel iable power supply to the Northwest.  
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We do not accep t the BPA' 5 literal definition of "no action" 

which would mean doing nothing at all. We agree this would violate 

the Wes tern System Coordinating Council' 5 criteria for power sys-

tem design and performance. We recommend instead that "no actionll 

should mean put ting the millions of dollars authorized for this 

project into a comprehensive conservation plan. The basis for this 

recommendation is a s tudy done for BPA in 1977 which concluded that 

with relatively insignificant conservation measures (ego turning air 

conditioning from 700 to 75° in the summer) and the establishment of 

conservation oriented building codes for new residential and commercial 

s t ructures, Colstrips 3 and 4 (along with every other power plant 

not in cons truction at the time of that study) would not be needed 

to meet the power requirements of the Northwest through 1995 .  

The efficacy of this strategy i s  supported b y  the fact that 

the personal conservation measures adopted by millions of Americans 

over the past 18 months resulted in a decrease in U . S .  energy 

consumption at all levels . Tax credits were, for the most par t ,  

the only external incen tive f o r  this conservation. The major impetus 

was a recognized need by the home owner or building proprietor to 

protect him or herself from the probability of significant long 

term increases in the cost of energy . 

The decreased energy needs of this region have already caused 

the cancellation of several nuclear proj ects , and the delayed acti-

vation of Colstrip 114. As the power companies have indicated with 

these drastic expensive actions , load requirements can be met either 

by increasing generating capacity OR decreasing consumption. It 

has become increasingly obvious that consumers have opted for 

decreasing personal and business consumption. It is time that BPA' s 

1. L-HN-3-3'f'l 

planning reflects these changing consumption patterns, and its poli-

cies begin to enhance the conservation strategy for meeting load requir-

ements. 

The benefits of the transmission project listed by the BPA, such 

as the stimulus of new j obs and greater system reliability , would 

be me t and exceeded by re-routing project funds toward increased 

conservation. The additional j obs in the construction, manufacturing, 

and service indus tries , further more , would he more evenly distributed 

and more pemanent in nature than the temporary construction jobs 

and the few permanent operational and maintenance positions re-

quired by this project.  

The Btmker Hill Mine in Kellogg, Idaho, for the past ten years 

was a marginally profi table operation. The h igher utility rates de-

manded by this project woUld have further diminished Bunker Hill' s 

chance of survival. Even without these higher rates , that 2100 

employee operation will not re-open, although the dra,ft  EIS uses this 

as further justification for the project.  Similarly, the WPPS nuclear 

plants were e conomically viable only if the pOW'er they supplied could 

be marketed at near current rates. The forecast of consumer rate 

hikes of 20-50% pushed these projects into the red ink . 

In light of the very different e conomic climate now being 

forecast for the 1980 ' s ,  and the proven elasticity of conSlUIler 

energy demand based on p rice, the need for this entire transmission 

project mus t be re-evaluated before costly and unnecessary trans-

mission facilities are cons tructed. The draft EIS forecasts con-

sumption growth rates of better than 3. 83% through 19 85 ,  with a 

gradual decline later in the decade to the 2 .5% leve l .  Even 

without conservation incentives,  these figures are tmreasonably 

high, as BPA only recently admitted. Wi th a strong conservation 

!!. 
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effort , these projected increases could become decreases, and the 

conservation prolW tion efforL would require significantly fewer 

dollars than increasing generating and transmission capacaties. 

The Establishment of an Energy Corridor 

The draft EIS virtually ignores this very important issue. The 

abstract says the project will tlboth create new right-of-way and 

expand exis ting right-of-way�' It glosses over the problem by suggesting 

that there will be less impact the next time transmission facilities 

are added. Furthermore , it glibly states that these additional im-

pacts will be outweighed by the additional pOW'er prOVided (Section IV, 

pp. 5-6) . In all ,  about two pages of the entire EIS were devo ted to 

this energy corridor question. In section IV, pp. 5-6, however ,  the 

real significance of the issue is clarified in two sentences . It 

is conceded that there are no t very many routes through this area 

of the Northern Rockies and lIit  is somewhat more likely that a future 

line through this geographical area would follow the route of this 

proposal . 11 The draft EIS tries to dismiss this concern, hOW'ever,  by 

stating that no other lines are in the planning during the res t  o f  

this decade . 

The transparency of this deception is immediately evident in 

two other sections of the EIS document.  First ,  Section I, page 14 

explains that if the Montana Pewer Company needs additional power 

for the Missoula area-- a claim which the BPA made continuously 

during the scoping meetings-- they will almos t certainly wheeL 

back to Missoula over the right-of-way created by this projec t .  

Secondly, the environmental ranking of the three proposed routes 

(Table 2 . 3) shOW's the preferred Taft route as being the roost suited 

for expansion as an energy corridor.  In other words,  the BPA \is 

l 
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extremely concerned and protective of this expansion option, even though 

publicly s aying that for the immediate f uture it is not an issue. 

There are limited numbers of viable transmission facility routes 

through the Northern Rockies by BPA ' s  own admission. Yet they ins is t 

on creating a new corridor for this project ,when an existing route 

(basically north of the proposed route and through Helena and the 

Flathead Indian Reservation) was recommended as the IIleast impact" 

by a 1979 Interagency Task Force (Federal Interagency Colstrip Trans-

mission Corridor Analysis ) . It is obvious that BPA is using the need 

to move electricity from Colstrip 3 and 4 to the west coast to create 

an entirely new righ t-of-way which will then be available if  and when 

i t  may be needed .  The economics and the e thics behind this decision 

are abhorrent. 

Ileal th Effects 

At every public mee ting citizens have expressed intense fear and 

concern over short-term and long-term health e ffects of the proposed 

500 KV lines . Despite the overwhelming importance of this issue 

in the public mind, it is mentioned in an offband manner as "Electrical 

and Biological Effects and Studies" in issues outlined on page 1-13 

of the EIS. Blatant avoidance of this serious topic is apparent 

by i ts exclusion from evaluation criteria. in the very next paragraph . 

This in i tself is reason for thorough reconsideration of the entire 

draft EIS. 

We caIU10t l.Ulders tand the reluctance of BPA to face this issue 

in a forthright manner and excluding it as an evaluation criterion. 

Health effects ( called Biological Effects) are addressed in a sketchy 

fashion in the DEIS on pp. IV-1 7 to IV-24. By a j udicious definition 

of "validityll, the conclusion is drawn that "no valid evidence indicated 

� 
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a health hazard" (pp. IV-20) . On the other hand "most of the reviewers 

cited in the table also pointed out a need for continual researchll , It 

would seem that by any nonnal scientific s tandards , the question of 

health effects is s till a very open one . While we can Wlders tand the 

reluctance of BPA to admit this all-too-evident fact , we insis t  th.,t it  

should be  acknowledged as  one of the primary evaluation criteria. 

An example of the bias of the DEIS in health/biological matters 

is shown by the absence of any expertise in human biology in the l is t  

o f  preparers (pp . V-I ff . ) .  A further example of this bias can be 

found in the paragraph beginning on page IV-21 and continuing to the 

top of page IV-22 . Here , Swedish studies are said to show reproductive 

difficulties among pcwer substation workers . Chromosome damage is also 

mentioned in these results.  A Batelle Study among swine and rodents 

is said to have demonstrated an absence of chromosome damage. Not 

stated is that these same Batelle studies , at leas t on swihe , have 

demonstrated the exis tence of reproductive difficulties, as well as 

other serious health effects . 

Thus the implication of the paragraph is one of contradictory 

evidence . This has been done by excluding supporting evidence from 

the same s tudies . This me thodology has been followed throughout the 

health effects por tion of the DEIS. Any decision-making based on 

such a biased cross section of available research will be challenged 

in court. 

It is clear that the BPA intends to not allow health e ffects 

to become an issue. Admitting the possibility of such effects 

could lead to severe legal repe't"cussions. 

L-HN-3-3� 'f 
��ocial and Economic Impacts 

Under health effects we have already noted the tendency in this 

Garrison-Spokane DEIS--as well as o ther EIS ' s--to minimize the respons.e 

to major concerns . Another example of this approach can be found in 

Appendix D, Social and Economic Considerations. A summary of corridor 

residents ' percepttons on page 2-5 lists seven maj or concerns including 

concern about transmission lines' e f fedts on property values" .  

Page 3-8 further defined the property devaluation issue. Yet  only one 

paragraph on page 2-17 and a few lines on page 4-14 and 4-17 are devoted 

to this "major concern" . In essence BPA at tempts to bypass the concern 

as "controversial" and "unproven". 

The summary list also uses words such as "many respondents" ,  

"several owners" ,  lIa few landowners". It has been our experience 

at all the meetings we have at terided , spanning a three year period ,  

that the numbers 01. people expressing concerns about these social 

and e conomic impacts were large and usually these concerns were 

shared Wlanimously by the attendees. The use of terns such an "many" 

or "several" �r "a few" instead of "nearly all" or llmost" could lead 

the decision makers to underes timate the importance of these concerns. 

Indeed, there is even some question whether the interviews conducted by 

Mountain West 'Research, whose findings were extensively used in 

Appendix D, are valid. On page 2-20 BPA admits that the sampling 

process did not conforn 00 the s trict requirements of statis tical 

random sampling, and therefore any conclusions on social concerns 

are not a precise representation of theml l •  

Another example of the Wlreal'i ty of the social evaluation 

process can be found on pages 4-25 and 4-75 . Here the a_nation level 

for the Ninemile Valley area is given as "moderate". In contrast ,  

the Rattlesnake Valley Crossing is given an alienation level o f  

"considerable".  This alienation significance level for th� Ninemile 

§. 
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Valley area should be changed to considerable (RA3) . Although we have 

controlled any Wblic display of anger,  the citizen cOIlJlIlents , questions 

and statements at the scoping sessions, meetings conducted by Senator 

Baucus , or the DEIS review mee ting, could hardly be tenned "moderate" 

alienation. Local anger at the WPSS fiasco has in itself generated a 

"considerable" level of alienation. Anyone who attended the Missoula 

Electric Cooperative Annual Meeting would attest to that fact. Comments 

such as "If they build than ,we' ll  knock them down" are not made by 

people "moderately" alienated .  

Preferred Action 

1 .  It is the position of the Valleys Preservation Council 

that the only alternative for BPA is to pursue the "No Action" 

alternative . A re-evaluation of need is definitely in order in view 

� 
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of the fact that three out of five nuclear plants under cons truction 

on the Wes t Coast have been shut down because of lack of demand. 

After all, re-evaluation is not something forefw\ to BPA. 'The 

history of BPA t s involvement as expressed in the Garrison-Spokane DEIS 

indicates continued--almos t whimsical-- re-evaluations of routes and 

needs. It is unfor tunate tha t not once was this evaluation process 

done properly. We believe that an accurate assessment of the curren t 

and future needs would mandate that this project by mothballed in favo r  

of a serious conservation program. 

2 . If  the routing alternative whicth BPA has selected ( the Taft 

plan) is finally chosen, we feel that a route alteration should be 

made . SegmetrL�s 10, 145 , 143 should be mova:l further south into the 

Lolo National Forest and the crossing of the Clark Fork should be made 

near the rest  area west of Alberton. We also feel that segments 140, 

l J8, and 137  should be moved further south to minin1ze the impacts to 

the Miller Creek area.  These changes- .would result in fewer visual 

2. L-HN-3-37'1 
impacts , less property devaluation, fewer possible health effects,  and 

less agricultural land would be impacted as more federal land would be 

involved. 

In addition , a clarification needs to be made on what really 

cons titutes the Taft Plan . On pages IV-55 segments of the Taft 

Plan are listed. Segment 148 (the Ninemile Valley) is not included. 

Yet in the body of the text, segment 148 is compared and evaluated 

using the same criteria as applied to the other listed segments of 

the Taft Plan. If segment 148 is really a part of the Taft Pla1\ then 

it must be openly included as a possible component. Not to admit this, 

can only be interpreted an another act of deception. to hide BPA ' 5  

true routing intentions . 

3. All other alternative routes as presented by BPA are 

unaccep table . 

Submi tted by : 

Valleys Preservation Council 

P . O .  Box 141 

Huson, Montana 59846 

May 26, 1982 

10 



� <D 

L-MS-l- �o, 

L- l'Is- '- &/0:1. 

l �O , l l d c at aoad 
i s sQu l a ,  : . "ontana 59R02 

·ay ?7 , 1 9R 2  
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Missoula,' Montana, Friday, May 14, 1982 
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P II aren't IUle what that means, 'he said, . k '!' ower ne .H  . .. id  Battelle', researd! hal also shoWn t!Iofof>on. 

!nclure, tend to beal more BlOIl'Iy ill exposed a� H. (Centlnued) noted that the Battelle studies showed no eflects if! many 
IIlOIJIe who cared for lb. animals opr the meacbelll wbo otber areas of biologlCJIi acUvitie§, in<;(uding gen."'" !!!Mss, 
""*"" them knew whicb ones bad been exposed to electrical CJlnlio.ascular lunction or I.rtilit'y. ' ' . '.��. , /IoIdo

.
, , said ADdenon. Th. buman. COuld not subcoDSCio",\? H. also

. 
toi4 bow ooe

, 

BatteTh; >tuJy
. .  

.Shdw.""E' 
.-pensate lor the expOsure by treatin& the e.:po$ed Qi' in bir;th dOf� II> 'plil� � to\jof ,e,\� ' . . w' 
..... diffetenUy. · · ..... r;·b. noted that die sflidY'ft.jY1jAv�'� · d" The most "robust" ... ults of that study, said ADdenon, by a dysentery outbr.ak in Ib. ·pig pop¥aUon: '  ,'\ .J!. 
_Ived an increased oensiUvily in the n,,"OIIS systems 01 The .... arcbers had to treat the pit!.Y. with .. Ublollrs to tile expo.ed animals and a strong eflect on their pineai cure lb. dysentery, be said. Beca ... th«e's no W1I)'lt.O b. pndB.' . .ure the drup didn't bave !Omething to do wtlb tJoe �rth , 

Research �tsJbow that u.e Increased nervesensiUv� defects, it's
. 
hard to interpret the reaults. ' I"" " i .,. stems frooI a beiCbtened excUabiUty in the .ynapse�. Sy' "Th .... is • potential .llect bere wilb birth '�," 

.pieS are where nerve lmpulse!. jump from on� neuron, or said And�rs�; "That's something that n� to �� 
pete of nerve, to another. . up, certamly. , ' l '  i k The Olpooed anlmaIs also showed abnonnaHties in the ADdenoo aknowl.<tgi,d after the iectul. that If,.jft;gld 
..,uYiIy 01 the pineal gland, located at the base 01 the brain. have been better to do tot\cIusive research 011 pO�ne kmetIm .. known as lb. "third eye," the g1aad remaina beallb effects before the bigblvollaie Hn .. _e'''''Itt 01 
......,wng 01 a mYlltely, but is tbolJ8bt to be the center 01 .. American HI •. But II. said the concern. i_ "f�l'''1ooe 
_i's biologtCJII c1oc1t, Andenon said. alter !be H'" became comQIOllpiace. " •. , .. ; ,. C, 

JIeIe.ircb.n .... deftnite abnomiaHUes in pineal gland "U'. kind 01." af��u..lact u.i�:,:I;;, ��,�;it' • �Iy in the expooed animals, especlaHy .1 night. But they the best w.: •• got." ., , ."", . J 
--_!'with 
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h e :  M o r c h  1 9 8 2  D r c f t  EI S G r rr i son- Spok"ne 500 P o we rl i n e s  

To \ � o m  I t  M � y  C o n c e r n :  

A S  r e � d  den t i � l  l ron downe rs 'We wou l d  b e  s i 8ni fi c � n t l y  f'ffe c te c.J 
by the propo s e d  T � f t Al tern - ti v e ;  thi s propo s e d  rou t e  i s  
l o c � t ed wi th i n  one mi l e  o r  l e s s  o f  o u r  r e s i d errc e s .  

I n  r e v i  e\dne: the ,-lorch 1 9 82 E I  � we h o ve the fo l l o ;:inS comm e n t s  
�nd (1U e s t i o n s  : 

1 .  In �pp e n d i x  C ,  M � p  Volume , the I'Vi su � l  A l te r � ti on s ' 
COI'ri do r  I mp � c t  M� p , " 1 nd � c � t e s  t h � t  o u r  r e s i denc e s  
\,o" J  d only h , v e  0 Ho d e r - t e  l e ve l  0 <:  v i s u - l i mp ,' c t .  
Y e t  i n  the EI � ,  p� . I V - 6 1 , p n rc R r r p h  4 ,  th e powerl i ne .  
� r e  r8ferred t o  � s  be i n� 1 n  e ve rp r e s ent s i t e  to the 
p e c ;'J 2. e  r e �, i d i ng i n  8n d t r n '/el i ng thr'ol.lr;h tbe F'renr,htown/ 
H u s on R re ':1 .  
;: . T !1 e  ItEydrol or;y C o rr':i dar L'Tlp n c t  H.':J p ',' where the T:-> f t  
f, l te rn r: t:i '.rc 'v'c u l d  ("I'O � f; the C l r rk Fork R i ve r  i s  
c .-, tegori 7 e d  r: s  h 'l v i nr, no i m p !". c t ;  '1,)� "'o u 1  d l i k e  to 8 e s  
t h e  sp e c i f l c i nfor:nr· tj on v,·}-. i ch s u p p o r t s  th i s  c l � i m .  
3.  On :?;- . :"1- 6 1 , pr>Y'r'f�r;>pb �1 ' s e c t i o n  " �::: thE'. t j C S J ·' 
t r c  i m p ,", c t  on � cr;mc� l t  ] 1 ;)  i s  [� t. '"' t e o  :: s  " th e  l: i ne "'ou l d  
c u t  " c !'o � .� t�( ��T"'l i n  o �  the 1 -- ;1(1 , v!ou l d  b e  o u t  o f  ::;. c " l e  
".-i t t  :i t s  s U l""'ro u n d i nc;s '1 n :I "'o u l  c1 c e  e v er' p r p 2 e n t  i n  the 
v i e'h". G T e <:; t e � t  :i mp " c t  \-JQ u l d  b·� upon t r '"1 v e l er'� OE I - <)C 
;!nd l o c '- l  r' a ;5 i dent..:; . T h e  t r '"1 n s "li s .s i orl 1 �r�e l,.;o u l d  di s T"u p t  
the v i s u � l  i n t8�ri ty o f  thi s h i gh l y  s c eni � ? o r t i o n  o f  
the C1 - r� }brk V � l l ey . ·l Th e  EP � h � s  n cknol,.;l e dced the 
r. j ;�h I J  !:::i f,;ni fi c .-,n t  e s t:1 e t i C' eff e c t  i n  thi s q r e ') ,  y e t  i n  
the Ai t i c. ,· t i o n  s e c t i o n  no !1e n ti o n  i s  m G d e  o f  s e Gment J. � 5 .  
T h e  i n� � c t  o f  th e s e  pove l-l i n e s  o n  th e r e � l  e s t " te v n l u e  
o f  o u r  l r n �  � n d  hom e M  i s  no t " d d r G s s e d  u n d e r  t h e  T � f t  P l rn 
p � .  I V - 6? , " -::o c i o - :�c onom:i c Cons i d e r e t:i o :1s . "  
� .  ,1ppendlx � c o n s i d e r s  only two s i t e s  for pl � c ement o f  
I j n G s  u n d 8 Y'[,;y·o u n d .  I t l  s "' P P 'l l' e n t  fY'o'l1 'l tten c E. nc; t h e  BPA 
publ i c  h e � I'i n,�s th � t ,  i f  thA powe rl i n e s  � re bu i l t , 
peopl e w � n t  the l ines bu r i e d  in n re a �  of vi s u � l  imp n c t .  
\,.'e concu r .  I t  o l s o  n p p e , r s  .o s i f  BP ;\ i .  < d8 m .o n t l y  
''' 8 ! t i ns t uY"J. d erp;ro u n d i n f,  s e c;me n t s  o f  thi s prop o s e d ] i ne 
h e c ' u se o f  tt� h i �t! co s t  i nvo l ve d .  T�e c o s t  b r e � k do�a 
for' u e de l � ,:::' o u n d  l L'1e s  in ;�pp e l1 d :i x fer i s  v e ry i.'.,Bne r o:1 1  
"nd i n " d , ' ,- u '  ;; :, . " c  v:o u l d  l ik e  t o  PGc�u e s t  .-, spe c i fi c  
c o s t :"� n " l y s i s  fo r u !1 c 8 T'[:,rou n d  l i n e � .  

Box %0 Huson. Montana 59846 

� - H tJ - I - '10 ,,/  
I.- H /J- /- ::J.tn 

In <:1 d d i t i o n ,  there ,"I re o th e r  l'e l s te d  i s s u e s  "'h i ch mo;ke u s  
vehemently oppo s e d  to th i 8  p ro j e c t .  1:e e re v e l'y d l  s tr e s s e d  by 
the po ten ti " l  e n v i ronme n t o l  . n d  so c i - l  i mp a c ts of th e s e  
poperl i ne s  i n  ;lo n t ';ne . We f e e l  th,< t  th e s e  l i ne s wi l l  be a 
pe p(ll'"1 nent , ..... bolni n.!' t i o n  to Hon t "'� n �ns . Hontpnr:-ns wi l l  be forc e d  
t o  l o ok . t  the s e  l i ne . ;  i n s u l t  i s  n d d e d  t o  i n j u ry ;,h en w e  r e e d  
th q t  BPA i s  o ffer'in3 n o  f i n �nci 8 1  compen s 8 t i on t o  communj t i e s  
o r  i n d i v i du o l s  e f f e c t e d  b y  these l i ne s .  

BPA h o s  " contrB c t  .li th v;PPSS t o  p u r ch " 3.:. 100% o f  the power 
pro du c e d  from p l a n t s  1 D n d  2, o n d  70% of the power from p l o n t  3 .  
'nen one co n s i d e r s  the redu c e d  demnnd for el e c tri c o l  power, 
i t  s e em s  reo s o n ' bl e  to qu e s t i o n  the need fo r the EPA powerl i ne s .  
i1o r e o v e r ,  upon l e a r'ni ng tha t P U ll e t  Sound Power & L i gh t  Co" 
h o s  " ppl i e d  to the NRC for p e rmi t .  to cons tru c t  SkA g i t/Honford 
Nu c l e a r  Uni ts 1 & 2, i t  - g o i n  ona k e s  us doubt the BPA c l D i m  or 
enersy need by Northwe s t  u s ers . l;}J e n  one ren d s  COlomen t s  by 
North>le s t  u ti l i ty e xp e r ts who , in r-eferrins to Northwe s t  
power p ro j e c t s ,  s ta te th a t  the u ti l i. ty i n d u s try- no t j u s t  1<'PPSS
e:o t in too d e e p ,  i t  r e i nfo r c e s  our doubt • •  bo u t  the l eai t i mA te 
need for- the EP', po\<e r l i n e  propo s . ! . 
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80x %0 Huson. Montana 59846 

Mpy 2 8 ,  1 9 8 2  

To )'"hom I t  M.oy Concern : 

Encl o s e d  i s  a copy of " l e t ter to SenA tor John Be l che r  
reg.rd inc s e c tion 503 o f  the F e d e r . l  L . n d  P o l i c y  A n d  M. n "cement 
Ac t .  

l wou l d  l ike to requ e s t  th . t  the i s su e  r? i s e d  i n  the a t t e c h e d  
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May 28. 1982 

Mr. George Esk ri dge 
Bonneville Power Administration 
Missoula, Montana 

Dear Mr. Eskridge : 

These are my commen ts concerning the proposed Garrison-Spokane 500-KV trans
mission projec t .. 

( 1) Current law dictates that existing power corridors wi ll be 
used where feasible .. Table 2 . 3  in the summary states that the Hot 
Springs p lan is best suited t o  use existing utility corridors wherever 
feasible. 

(2) Some technical aspects are incorrec t .  Technical agencies of 
the federal gove rnmen t have drastically different rat ings than those 
published in your dra f t .  Maps that are incorrect are erosion suscepti
bility and some o f  the geological information. Are there others? 

(3) The Hot Springs p lan is referred to as sensitive and conge sted. 
This is laughable coming from an agency that runs powerlines six abreast 
through prime farmland. This is the worst type of sel f-serving sta temen t .  

When BPA wants to run power lines through an area where there 
are existing lines ,�r iously doub t they are referred to in the same 
terms , i . e . ,  the draft environmental impact sta tement on Colstrip elec
tric gene rating units 3 & 4, 500 kilovolt transmission lines and associ
ated facili ties did not ident ify that area as sensi tive and conges ted . 

It is obvious to me that BPA selects the path of least resis
t ance and tailors an impact sta tement to suit their choice, which brings 
roe to another poin t .  

( 4 )  The Forest Service i s  currently doing preliminary survey work 
on the Ta f t  plan and none of the others. Jack Fisher of the Forest Serv
ice st ated at the Frenchtown mee ting that this was due to the information 
being needed to properly evaluate that route , and the other areas did not 
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need that because they were sufficiently roaded. 
not fit with figures published in the draf t .  

That s ta t ement does 

(5) The Taft plan passes wi thin !:i mile o f  fewer houses than does 
the Hot Springs plan. This s t atemen t is misleading because i t  does not 
address how many people bought and bui l t  homes already within !:i mile o f  
a n  exis ting maj or powerline. I t  would be b e t t e r  t o  identify how many 
homes n o t  presen t ly impacted would be in the future with each alternative. 

(6) I f  this process o f  public participation is to be meaningful and 
not j us t  politic a l  wind , please evaluate and address all comme nts sub
mitted to BPA both oral and written. 

In s ummary , Western Montana does not need or want additional powerline s .  Pub
lic meet ings held in Western Montana demon s t ra te d  the people ' s  disfavor for 
powe r l ines . These lines will be a visual mons trosity to residents and vis itors 
a like . There i s  no need t o  scar more land and disf igure the landscape. If 
powe r l ines have t o  come through, put them in an area where a u t i l i ty corridor 
exis ts . I f  the BPA i s  afraid o f  the political clout of some areas along exist
ing powerlines , don ' t  shove i t  down the throa t of the new few. 

If you would care for TIle to expand on any comments , please conta c t  me . 

GK : v l f  

/�incerelY ' d\-
' , ILl c- '1' 
G 

\ 
or 
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yeo"",e C.I<Ai<k;e 
fMiech ,'n{oNTUhon UffU:.v.. 
,10l1JlevJJe 1 0wtA 1Id;ni.n.iJJt/lahon 

(f,1t. CMU1.i..dp€}  

{!.a� 281 1982 

_< am Wlti..iin.r; in. obj€cti...on 01 C.ho04iAfl anotAf:.1t 1Wui..f:. 101t !l0UA P01V€./t. 
Line" ot/,v.. than the e>CiAtUt" lIot Sp/lUt9" Mtde a4",,-dfl Ut exu,,,ence, 

9 am told 6y V0Ult peopLe :that ali /li9Jd-o(-UAJ,:I" have 6een 60£'9},t 
D!I !IOU and n€9'lti...atwM U/lf:. WldtJI. UQ�' to It€n€w Lf:.UAf:..1 UCJW-1A. 1t�4€1t
vat ion Land, And, thv..e M aL", erw�h Mom fO/l V0Ult new Line, Sn 
the 7alt Mute, VOU have iJnpLied thai. flOU need erwu"h /loom fO/l pOMi6Le 
lutUlte LUte", and Y UJ1l "Ulte tfat tAiA thinkifi{f uu" aiJw pMA enl when 
tl,e e>CiAtUtIf I.'ot SpJ<i.n9" Mtde u<u aquiAed, 

,low CVl a 6",uneM nun, fO/l the Lile 01 me, S cannot wuieM,tand 
wh!! VOU wu.Ld ,_t to pav fO/l 'TUifiterumee and coMt/ULCtion co."" fO/l 
arwthv.. 4,epaNLte Mute. Lo�cali!!, it /J)()uld .eem tf",t co.,U couU 6e 
cut dJWJJ,ti.caliV wa/, oni;; one Mule .),ich M a-Lttead!! ifi e>CiAtenee ,  7h<A 
"<luLd aL4,0 e<Ue CO" t. to the /late paVv.., 

!Iou ""V the 7alt Mtd,€ ha. LeM, envUw,unentaL iJnpad, flow could it? 
7he Ilot Spltin{f. !tOute M a-Ltteady ifi e>CiAtenee and peopLe LivUtIf aLon� it 
have eitll€lt 60ufPt Oil. fud the Land when it ,"'. coMlJu,u:,ted, 7heV krww 
it M thVle and aiJw pM6a6Lv knew dut t/'e/le uuu.Ld be othe/l coMlJu,u:,tioM, 
'; do rwt {eeL tlut it u" feU/l to Land OlUneNl aLonll the 74t Mute to 
flO-ve thM d:-vaLuaii.on of MeV< pMpvt:ti.e" 6ecalMe o( "ome poLiticuL 
c&;td that "orne peopLe have app<lAentLfI exwed to f,eep UJ/,QV the � e/l 
POWfUl LUte", 9/ the!! had the "Land 6efo/le tile Line/!. W€/le 6u.i.Lt, they 
"old the /ligAt-ol-=!!", Sf the!! di.d rwt own it UJ<tiJ. aft�, theV 
knew VeA:; ",eli ,"hat theV /Ue/le "eUifi[j into, 

CuUifi9 the path 1M the 74t IlIJtde ltUuld not oniV Leave an U9L!I 
.,aut aC,IW". tre fllOUJ<taifiA 01 wVitVln I'lontana, 6td 6e devUAtatUtIf on the 
deeA and elk popukti.on c&;.e to the IlIJtde, the U€JT'eruWUA Mad netwlll-
aC,IWM t,�e fllOUJ<taifiA of- {!iOfdana M �d:i bad erw�h; whV "uhe it ItUNle 
when the/le i. aLltead" an e>CiAtUt9 Mtde cuE 

�n tff:. name: 0/ yod, don 't .ttUi..n all 0/ �4t€AJl (�ontan.a/ 

1te€/teLr2j)�� 
f)e�ruleMon - 3309 il, RMad,:.QV, r"La, 
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George E sk r i dge 
Bonne v i l l e Powe r Admi n i s t ra t i on 
Pos t O f f  i ce Box 4327 
M i ssou l a ,  Montana 59806 

Dear M r .  E s k r  i dge : 

L-MS-l- { I )  
L ·/1'" I � t ' " , 

May 28,  1 982 

I wo u l d I i ke to go on record as be i ng opposed to the proposed Ga r r i son

Taft Powe r l irte t h rough the M i l l e r  Creek a rea . 1 be l i eve that consume r s  t"lave 

made such conser ted efforts over the past two years to reduce the i r ene rgy 

consump t i on
-
... �'N'tB u i l d i ng t h i s  powe r l i ne at t h i s t i me  wou l d  be l i ke a s l ap i n  

the face . I agree that the powe r l i ne may be needed a t  scrre t i me ,  but do 

not feel t h a t  the present data j us t i f i es a prese n t  nee d .  Nor d9 I fee l that 

the e x i s t i ng powe r corr i dors have been used to t he i r  f u l l e s t .  

Bonne v i l l e Powe r Adm i n i s t ra t i on i s  a l a rge coope ra t i on and I a m  s u re i t  i s  

d i f f i cu l t  t o  hal t p l a n s  once 
"

i n  progre s s .  Howeve r i f  these powe r l  i nes cou l d  

be she l ve d ,  i t  wo u l d be a s t a temen t t o  consurre rs that i ndeed you a re recep t i ve 

to �Qu r  !"leeds a n d  l i sten to the numerous s t a tements aga i n s t  the b u i l d i ng of t h i s 

1 i ne . l  wo u l d  I i ke to see BPA l oose i t s unfavorab l e  repu t a t i on of s i mp l y  forc i ng 

I i nes through w i thout regard to the corrmun i t i es i nvo l ve d .  We rea l l y  need to 

hear that we have some vo i ce ,  we a re a l l  beg i n n i ng to feel very he l p l ess to 

the des i res o f  l a rge powe rful coo rpe r a t i o n s .  

have read a l l the rece n t  research o n  t h e  hea l th effects o f  powe d i nes and 

bel i eve that powe r l i nes mus t be b u r i e d  nea r  res i den t i a l  commun i t i es . I rea l i ze 

t h a t  th i s  adds to the cost of the l i ne b u t  feel th i s  cost i s  def i n i te l y  j us t i f i e d .  

P l ease r e l a y  these comme n t s  t o  Pe t e r  Johnson . 

S i nxe re l y ,  "'/ 'I "  I 
// . ,  '.�' " " " \, I '  

MlIr�a"e i: A .  Bann i n9 
6303 L i nda V i s t a  
M i ssoul a ,  Mo n t  59803 

,/".; /?IA ·, i/ 
, 

Ba rba ra L. Bauman 
Post Of f i ce Box 3943 

M i ssoul a ,  Mt. 59806 
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t:nu evn/� � r:!Z�� �7(J� ��� O'/tku )u nu/n �  .f����L/-cg� r 

$:t:i-lC� 

Mr. George Eskridge 
BPA 
P . O .  Box 4327 
Mi ssoul a ,  MT 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge ; 

L-MS- l - ( . ' , 

Thi s l e tter i s  i n  response to the Draft Envi ronmental Impact Statement 
on the Garrison-Spokane 500 kv transmission l i ne. Please incl ude it i n  
the record . 

I want to express my strong agreement with your f i nd i ngs that a route through 
the exi sting corridor is unacceptable because it would traverse a densely 
settled res i dential are a ;  be cl ose to over 40 residence s ;  create noi se 
po l l ution ; have a devastating v i sual impact both on the surroundi ng residences 
and on the val l ey as a gateway to the Ratt1 esnake Wi l derness Area , especi a l l y  
i n  conj unction with the exi sting l i nes ; wou l d  cause di sruption during construc
t i on ;  wou l d  be v i s i ble to l arge numbers of peopl e ;  and could not p os s i b l y  
serve as a corridor for add i t i onal power1 i n e s .  I further agree w i t h  your 
f i nd i ngs that a route through the National Recreat i on Area is unacceptable 
because cons tructi on wou1 d endanger the muni ci pa 1 water supply; the 1 i ne 
woul d  destroy the recreational va l ue of a heav i l y  used are a ;  the l i ne wou l d  
greatly d i mi n i sh t h e  val ue o f  t h e  nearby Wi l derness area ; a n d  i t  woul d  
di sturb wi l d l i fe .  

I want t o  record my strong protest regardi ng the fact that the BPA fa i l ed t o  
note the vi  s u a  1 impact o f  a l i n e  through the e x  i sti n g  corri dor o n  the entire 
northern vi sta from Mi ssoul a ;  fai l ed to take account of much ava i l ab l e  
research regardi n g  t h e  recreational use , t h e  wi l dl i fe , p1 ant1 i fe ,  a n d  ecology 
of the NRA; fai l ed to expl ore the effect of a l i ne through the NRA on aeri a l  
f i re suppression ; fai led t o  g i ve proper and suff i c ient weight t o  t h e  impact 
of a l i ne through the NRA on bi g game winter range , on water qua 1 i ty, and on 
high user i nten s i ty ;  and fai l ed to consider suffi ciently the l i ne ' s  impact on 
thousands tlf homes in future Grant Creek and Butler Creek subd i v i s i on s .  

Thank you for you r consideration. 

Si ncere l y ,  

Name: 
Address : �<'-L. ;/ �-c-c �7--

j�// �a.&dfi''£A''u A/. 
�d..&J '$/;7"";7, + .;,'f? �,-?,...:G 
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G eorge Eskri dge 
Bonnevi lle Power Administration 
rrransmic;cion Coordination 
PO Box 4 327 

Mis [;oul a ,  Montana 5 9806 

D ear Georg e ,  

L-MX- i- I .I. 

May 28 , 1982 

Enclosed please find a May 28 , 1982 l etter to the editor 
of the MisGoulian. I h ereby request thRt you include thi s 
l etter i n  the publi cation of the final EIS , and that you treat 
it as a comment on th e draft EI S . 

Thank you very much . 

S i nc erely,  

�� 
Adele Furby 
Star Route 
Hall , Mt . 598 37 
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M r .  Sam Rey n o l d E" 

T h e  h, i s �: o� i i :l n  

M i s e oula , M t .  �9801 

Dear M r .  R ey no l d s , 

L-MX- J- / � 

t . ; ,  I" H ; \ U L e  
' t! ' � l l ,  r� :.. . !y9dJ7 

, S  , lE t 198? 

A.s I i L  o own to w ri t (' t.Lj n I � ) t.  � ) r " L L l r� 1;, orni ng , I imagine 

the rea c t i o ! 1  of the rCUd l!T' of the j', j ::" � ' O �� ! 1 , :.11 , v/ho picks up 

h i s  or h e r  pa per , anri thl nk : , , " Oh 1.0 , n u l., · � n o t· hp.r arti c l e  on 

Lhc powe .... J i ne ! I ' m r; i ck o f  Lhr..: l  1[ � 1( 1t- p o ;: ! ' :. i ne ! II Checking 

i n  my 1'i 1 e ,  where 1 ' v e  been �-:.avj ne IIl O�; L of th e I.�i B B oulian 

arti c l  et; pel' L:d ni rv� Lo t.h(' H l > /I pro p ( . � '  " d  Lv.- 1. n ()OOkv trnnsmissXn 

l i n e . and their i nc om p e t e n t  a t t em i , t c; t o  " j  te the line through 

w e st ern Montan a .  ] c o un t. 1'i f ty-r:('ven a r t i. c } pr; p i n c e  l a s t  fall . 

N o  wonder p 8 0 pl e are �' i c k  of art i c J (>�� OIl t h e  powerl i n e .  But 

l et m e  rem l nd y o u  of' R om e t h j  np; , rr':-'! d 0 !"�:: . .I f  y o u  t � l i nk that 

you arr� ;,j C tl: o r  L h e  l i n€' nl)'N , ,j u:1 ; ',';' .. , \, ' 1  f 'C>W Y f'ars . Wait 

unti I c ons t ;'uc 1. 1 ' I T\ f; rew: , � r : ' j  ve e r  !ll;UT \' rnIDC 1'1 roads and erect 

towers , l e:: vi ng- : ... j::tgeed SWH th Z l r 7,.f:1g��l n,..� t hro :lg'h OlU' s tat e .  

Onc e i t  i �� .... l Rre , ',a � '.v.i l !  bf? ] o o k i T.iT, : I t 1 t �Hld l j st ening to i t  

and ll e t l.1.ng e l  c c t r i c al l y  'l" ' i ' ' ' ''oj b"' i t. every si ngl e  day f o r  at 

l east t h e  n e x t  fi fty y e�·l. r':·� . t nd L � !C n  v"., (·, I .l l  h : J v e  3. bet t er idea 
about wh"t i t  i s  real l y  I i k e to be' , , ": k  of " pow e r l i n e .  After 

a l l , we h L v en ' t  even � .. �,y� .i �, y e t .  

O f  a l  L o f  th e s e  fi f t y - , ' c ven : , r L j " L e ,' . two o f  t h e  m o s t  

rec e n t  h,i v e  i ) ! ' I?Tl t,h f� m o : ' t, i m n oJ" t : J r , t, . nuv, p v er . ; ; 0  

al l ow m e  t; o  b r· � c.rly �'wu;'! .; r' ·1 :-' ,� �.} ' \ '  ;' l ' () :'J t, c n L �) ,  ] 11  car-e you 

go t bored "·i .i 1.h povl e rl i n p ;� r t i r; l eG �:O;fI(: ;rlO n t h s  bae k .  I n  "Study 

finds b i o 1 0ei c rd cffpc t�·� i n  l lW.,I,,"!" ! i nc e l ec Lric .. d fi eJ d s lt ,  

K evi n Mi 11 0 r  r e [l0rted on tlw ) ' e p, ul L "  o r  . ,  ()-,v e. ' r  o l d  study 

o n  t h e  b i o l op;.i c ;: : l  c ffec t�� o f  pow e r' ]  i n t ' ::'; , DS to b e  present ed 

i n  a l ec ture by {,,,rr'y And eT''' o n .  " b,L uC'hcJ:, i : 1. f o r  Bat t e l l e  

N o rthw c ::.' t  Li� b o r a t o r i f��; � r:' h o  : ' 1., 1111 ,'.' � � "' J()\\" "l t"�l � l t  " f'} efi ni te 

L-MX- J - !-", 

bi oil. og j (� ' J I c r � ' ('e U:; "  hi � V(�  : � p l ,0.: � r ' , ·q  : [! ; ; t b{) r '; ' L ( ) t�.v ' ! f l i mu l 0  e 'l posed 
to el ec tricoJ fi elds l ike t j lO : � e  un, ' !  r' t)()(L� v Dov,,· er1. ines . 

(f h e  pro j e c t  :,h o\'; ed d efi nj L c  ch:�nr; c :� i n  t h e  f :n "i.rno.] n '· nervous 

syc t cms ann n n  i nc r ea g e  j n t.he r;l,.t.�� o f  b:i .r t.h d e f ec t s . 'l'h e  

m o s t  remark ; ' bl e t h i ng abo u t. thj s ,' , u d.y i "  th" l fact that i t  

W Li S  fund ed b y  n o n e  oth e""f' C h ; ' n  t h e  r o v ernment. and the power 

.!nduB.f� ry � ] f t h ey e n n ' t (' o mp  UD '."i i t,h : ' : ' t ;u,1Y whi. ch d i R proves 

th:� t there �.!.re d ef i ni t e  b i o i o,:�.i.. c : d  C, I ' · pc L :·; from exposure t o 

500 kv 1 j ne c l. c c t ri c ' J 1  fi ,)-] fi : ; , t.h e n [ g-u.e�;r; nobody cn n t 
�3 0 • . • •  the e : ' t  i D  out oj' thc b,,{� on the h e:,l th effects 

i s :'ue , and Lh e eovernrn ent and PO\ ... ·Ci· G omrn.ny offj c i al s  had 

a hand i n  the esc a p e .  Il1>t fln <,ven bi r:l�er c : t t  W:, s  l et out 

of an even bj r;-p; e r  ba� i n  K pv i n Mi l l e r 1 n ::tr� i c l. p ,  U'Uhy bui l d  

a pov: er1 i ne now ?' . Bec-rj u� ' (> Lhi � ·· ;,: r t i (� l f; ,  :3 rJ ' )ro nri at e l y placed 
o n  th e I\� i ::-: : ' o u l i :-! n ' 8  f r o n t  " : l{� (' , t o l d  i L l l k e  j t. real ly i s .  

I t  e X "jl] ai neo , u t i J i zi rl{:, , ! uo l c: '  from t�lL' :a'o v enuIlPnt. and the 

power c om f"lani eG , the real re:J.�·; o n  Nhy �,h i. G  POWI!!' J i ne i s  

bei � bui 'r t .  �' h i  L"' Dow e r  J j ne i !""; r�() \, tJf: i f\C!, h u i  I :, bec aus e the 

power t o  b e  c arri ed i n  Lh t:- : ; c  1 i n e :� i :  needed neWJ or because 

it 'N i l 1  be rtfJ ed ed i n  the Ilf.': j r  fu t u !" t:  b.y e l ec tri c ;}l users i n  

t h e  northw " " t . T h i s  noWer,1 i ne i G, 1 " , [  nr bu.i 1 1. for th e fi nanc i al 

benefj t Of t.h0 I\': o n t.ana rO';: f�r C o m p : I !1,V :� L o c ld ; (1  L d e rs ,  and :for no-one 

e l D e .  I t  l :e b ei l1(;  bui l t �; o t h : , t  I,r!, c u : ' 1. 0 "  C o l c: t ri p 3 and 4 
C f.::.n be "put i n Lo the Mon tqn:l  F'ow e l '  C (J!]1 � 1 : .l ny rQt.f:� bas e .  ffhat way 

t h e  N, o n t r. nC'::l PO<,\i e.r C or.. Darw c n c h: 1  n e e  n 1 1 rn' j t ! :  cu::;tomers for 

the buj, l d i nll of unneee:; : 'ary c o " l -'''�:1''I'" t. i r,� power plant s .  T h e  

MPC n t ockh o l rl e rf� wi l l  c o n L i Ilue t. o  �e t r 'i (�}l(' ! '  at. Lh e expense 

o f  tho r.f:l t eT'[: y e n" and Lrl ( ' t..:: , tn; o v e n LT: \·� n L ,  1...hro urh i t s  agency 

the BPA . wj l l  h e J p th em to do j L .  

;' 0 , O V C ;' t. h e  ( � ( 1 , : 1 ; nt"· ,V (�" r'! ' , a!� \"; P,. {': c t  s i ck er 

and E i c k e r  or t h i : :  no\·'1 ( ' !' !  j n o ,  � .tn·.! "" .If (n t' i t  v u ;ua1 1y , h eal Lh-wi s e ,  

p r o p e r ty v: , } u.e-v1i : ; e , e t,c . ,  .... : f.l  e al  : � o  ) u i  f"o r'v'�lrd t o  g e t t i ng  

m i 8"h ty t·; i c k  o f  payi nr; 1'oJ' i L ev ( ' ! ',V :J lo n L h  : .1 , u UT  power bi l l .  

T h e  C 2.U'1 e of Lhj " j l 1 r:elJ " i i ' c ur  vi i ll i n<:fl (:l'" t o  a l l ow th e '[low er 

i nd u!: l.ry and t,he BPA t.o w : , l }: , ] :  , � '! � : L.... . l h p  cure "iG for 

a l l  of lJ:;  t o  t, P I l 1,h pm n o , r. I)' ..... , ' I ll ! '  ' .n  j , ; l, L rn� h 1lC s L ockhoJ d ers 

pay for \,fJ ( : l  r' (l .... : n  li l i ',,; .... :-; r' , ·  
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Lee Tavenner 
Aseis l.,u.nt Chairman 
Grani t e  C ounty Allianc e 
S tar Route 
Hall , Monk.na 59837 
May 28 , 1982 

Mr. G eorge Eskridge 
Bonneville Power Admi ni s tration 
'fran8mis�i on Coordination 
P . O .  Box 4 327 
Miss oula, Montana 59806 

D ear G eorge: 
The foll owing is  a list of l e t terG thac the ·Grani te C ounty 

Allianc e requests be i ncluded in the final EI� �  

Alli anc e 

10/12/81 
1 1/17/81 
1/18/82 
1/2 5/82 
2/4/82 
2/5/82 
3/16/82 
3/22/82 
3/25/82 
3/2 5/82 
3/29/82 
3/30/82 
4/8/82 
4/9/82 
4/9/82 
4/9/82 
5/21/82 
5/21/82 
5/28/82 

Adel e Furby to George Eskridge 
Mrs . Carl Cassidy to George Eskri dge 
Evelena Anderson to G eorge Eskridge ( including resolution)  
Clay1>on 'Herron t o ·  George ESkridge 
Adele Furby to George Eskri dge 
G eorge Eskridge to Clayton Herron 
George Eskridge to Adele Furby ( proc ess ) 
Lee Tavenner to George Eskri dge ( ElS information)  
G eorge Eskridge to Lee Tavenn er ( Elf, i nformati�n )  
Lee Tavenner t o  G eorge Eskridge (hearing location)  
Lee Tavenner to George Eskridge ( Elf, information) 
Lee Tavenner to George Eskridge ( proc ess ) 
George Eskridge to Adele Furby ( public meeting approach ) 
George Eskridge to Lee Tavenner (hearing locati o n )  
G eorge Eskridge to L e e  Tavenner ( proc ess ) 
G eorge Eskridge to Lee 'favenner ( En, informati on ) 
Jerry Frick to Lee Tavenner 
J erry Frick to Lee Tavenner , revi sed 
Lee Tavenner to G eorge Eskri dge ( l etters ) 

-conti nued-
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C ongressi cnal Delegation 

1/18/82 
1/18/82 
1/18/82 
2/1/82 
2/19/82 
2/2 5/82 
3/3/82 
3/3/82 
3/15/82 
3/23/82 
3/23/82 
3/24/82 
3/29/82 
3/31/82 
4/2/82 
4 /2/82 
4/12/82 
4/1 3/82 
4/i6/82 
4/30/82 
5/11/82 
5/19/82 

Evelena Anderson to John Melcher 

Evelena Anderson to Max BaucUB 

Evelena Anderson to Pat Williams 

Pat Williams to George Eskridge 

G eorge Eskridge to Pat Williams 

Max Baucus to Clayton Herron 

Pat W i l l iams to Clayton Herron 

Pat Williams to Lee Tavenner and Adele Furby 

Adele Furby to Mik e Cooney 

Ad ele Furby et al to Max Baucus 

Adele Furby et al to John Melcher 

John Melcher to Lee '�avenner 

George Eskridge to Max Baucus 

Mik e Cooney to Adele Furby 

Adele Furby to M i k e  Cooney 

Pat Williams to Wes Kvars ten 

Max Baucus to Lee Tavenner 

Vi es Kvars t en to Pa t Will iams 

Pat W i l l i ams to Adele Furby 

John Melcher to Lec Tavenner 

G eorge Eskridge to Max Bauc us 

Mike Cooney to Adele Furby and Lee Tavenner 

u . s .  Forest S ervic e  

1/28/82 
2 /3/82 
2/4/82 
2/1 1/82 
2/22/82 
3/5/82 

3/ll/82 
3/ll/82 
3/ll/82 

Charles M i l l er to Forest S upervi sor 

Lee 'i'avenner c omr'.ents on the Forest ID 'e eam evaluation 

Adel e Furby to Charle� Mi l l er ( including posi tion statement ) 
Lee 'ravenner to Howard Challinor 

Lee 1'avenner to Charles JlJi ll er 

Beverly �,kinner et al to Charle" M i l l er 

Adele Furby to Jack Fischer 

Adele Furby to Charles M i l l er 

Adele Furby to Via S tanda 

3/12/82 
3/15/82 
4/8/82 
4 /27/82 

-3- L-MX-3-8' 

Charles M i l l er to Forest Supervi sor 

Lee Tavenner to Charles Mi ller 

Adele Furby to Charles Miller 

Charles M i l l er to Forest Supervisor 

Correspondence wi th BFA should be available in your files . 

C orrespondenc e with the Forest S ervic e  should be available 

i n  your files or through the Forest S ervi c ti  as a cooperating 

agenc y .  Copies of other correspondence is enc losed . 

We also request that all other l e t t ers regarding the Taft 

route in the Flint Creek Valley that you rec eived after the 

Drummond scoping meeting that were not .pecifically inc luded 

in your scoping summari es be included in the final EIS . 

Thank you. 

S�er�t¥ ... 

J:1 n/ ',, ' , '\J " J,Y; ,J(L",h,�" � ;' 
F. Lee Tavenner 

Assistant Chairman 

Grani te County Allianc e  

No te t o  readers of t he E I S : 

S everal o f  the letters lis ted here by 
Mr . Tavenner appear el sewhe re in this 
sect ion o f  t he EIS ( see index to comment 
letters) . O thers directly follow 
Mr . Tavenner ' s  let ter . 
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II.. Ad.l. rlrb),. Chairpc-.ara 
o ..... 1t .• ColDt)' uu. ..... 
I till' .aute · 

. 

Ball, IIf ·59837 

D_r .... J'lrll)'l 

M.1R 1 � 1982 

TMDk roia ror )'OUr llltt.r at February '.  1982. It ..... lntorcea our 
1IIIIIer .. ..ua. or UI. Orenit. County uu._ ocmoeMlll .bout the propos"" 
BaD_YUl. '_r AcieWetr.Uem proJeot .. it ""uld pua ... r HUY1lh. 
Ve ... �,�or the dellO' ot tba r_poDII., It .... 0 .... "" In pc-t by our CII.,lIw ...t1ap ara tba .ubjeot . IPl. " JIIU ere ....... . bee be.n d_U .. witll Ule HemU. _rOIl .1_ ._r 1 981 . 1111 .. a.eUDp nrat 
ooaurred w1U1 lendo""era .Dd OCIIoemecl o1U .. na In the ar • •  
.. pwt or UWo mcoiDI "POll8. to ),Olr _ rna .  w b .... daouu"" the ld.t4atlara wiUl D.I 'o .... t S....,l .. repre .. Dt.atl ... a .Dd bue .tt.nII"" ..... rId ... tlDp witb asrs pera"" .. l to .dd 0 .... Into"'.Uon to their _laaUara • •  

V. be ... elao beld ..... ral di.CIl • •  lara. v1tbla enII outald. 1P1. Inoludl", 
da .... l_ v1U1 Con&realoDIIl rep,...entaU .,_ to ezplela Ule !Ia prooe .. tIrO. *lab tile _1lOJ w1ll d_l v1th ..... at"" ohanpa la the rout. aU ... _ta d .... d)' .zallia"" 1D UI. draft dOCUllClt. Tha proo .. a 18 daCllaMd b.1Clll .nII 18 80'" coaprah.Dlll ... 1y oo ... ""d la tbe CIOPy or the 
'hll tor 1DY1r<11B .. tal Studl .. , .nol .. "" tor YOIr lafo ... aUCII . 

Tba pro .... . reBulat"" by the Couaoll em lavlrona.ntal Quality. provld .. 
tor tull .nII thorousb 00D81d.r.U CII or all · OQIIIIant. and OCKlo.rna ot tho"," 
v1tbin til. 1It1ld)' ..... ot aft)' sl ... a projeat. Sooploc ••• U np .  tor 
laata ..... . .  u� be hald thro .. hout the .rM la the latUal .t.S_ ot 
atlld)" eo tbat ar •• needloc .ttanUCII .., be appropriately I denU n "" .  
Suall ... tlDp .... hald l a  Dr.-onll . nd  CUntara . Honta _ .  "'011& oth .... 
to ..... . in l1li)' ot 19111 . ll1b •• _nt .tllllie .nII naluations wre bea"" . In 
pc-t, em loto".UM reoel""" throush �.� -.. Uap . nII ..... ent letters 
.ut.itt"" thea. 

2 

Vb .. ..  jor aIlaDS- .uob .. d lve rgant rouU'" al te rnatives er18e l eter In 
til. Proc.a., per U ", l.- ly art.r the studl ... arxl the ranking of all route3 
b ... betII .... pl.t"" .Dd the IUS Uael.! 110 well Into draft eta lP' .  CEQ 
""BulatlC11 • •  UOOI tor .uob In'"'t to be oon.l dered at a partl OJ l ar  .tago 
la the proo.... Tbe r.poMlble F«1eral agenoy 1a d l rect «1 .  by 
reiul�lC11 . to OCKlB1 der .uob ohangea a rxl  to report en all ..... aulta of such 
study . tb18 eta;> uk ... plaoe durl", the ooament proce .. : that 110. durlng 
tb. p.rlod ot ti.e vben tbe completed draft £IS 1& made avaUable ror 
publlo ",,'f1w throughout tbe atudy area a rxl  the oountry. Resul.tlo,," 
.,.01t)' th. , warloua lIod. of rea pooae an agency must ..... k. . To .... ura you 
that tull .nII .atiar.otory reeponae muat a nd will be made . I enol o.e a 
copy ot tbe "I..,pen .. to OOIIIIeDt." seotioo rro .. the CEQ ..... gulat1m • •  

11'1 d oea  fuUy reoognlz. tbe .. rlousneso or your Interest I n  the Ha zvl11e 
routina.. V. alao reoogniza that ..... vlew. done by the USPS (Deerlodge ) do 
DOt tully .dd..- the soclal impaot. on prhatela&rl oultural la rxl .  W. 
U. boUl b ..... d arxl OOIIIlltt"" to re'f1ev1oc tboaa (lCD oe rc a .  but ... can mal<e 
DO deo"lC11 CD further atudles until the cl.ratt EIS a review"" a od  the 
.n.,.l,. at",U.., already oomplated o ... r tb. put two and CJIe-halt yea r. 
h • .,. raoe1.,"" the opport.., lty for publlo _ant . The publio OOIIID""t 
perlod . to begla th110 month with the malll", or the EIS. will erteDd 
..,til H., 28 .1982. BPl w1 11  hold ••• Unp throughout the study a rea to 
�1,. �.nt. durl", the IICI'Ith of April and e rt e Dd l", Into Hay. We 
al .. ezpeat to reoal .... DlIII.roua written OCDIent. through our T .... nslll1Mlm 
CoordlDatiCII o m  DB '·bere In Hlaaoula. 

Tbe W!l'l (lIaUonal !nd romental Policy Act )  proo .... . outlined In our 
P lan for K".,lrolUD.ntal S tud lee . then .peol n ... that we oona1 der arxl 
. nal z,. aU aa-enta _ad • •  80 that ooncerft3 erlal", thereln may be 
nllll l"" .nII ""a pood ed  to In  the ti nal  EIS. I t  18 .ost Importent that all 
oonoe rDI be b a rd  beta,. oomm.1t=enta o r  other deo u l one  a l"9  made CD any 
al",le sepent or .111&1_ oonoe m .  Only then DAn n .. l studl ... be m«1 e .  
adJu .taenta ( l r  _r .... nt"" ) made .  a nd .zp!anaUoDCS p ..... ,.r«1 t o  eer VII lUI 
the n .. l KIS . Th1a stage will begin durlna the .WIIIer; the n .. l EIS 1& 
not expaoted out until fall 1 9 82 .  Th. Record or Deo181 CJ1 .  the rOl1llal a nd 
n .. l ohol ". .  oannot take plaoe until � day. arter the F ina l  EIS 13 
IMU"". 

Tbe NRl' 1  proces •• vhloh aS818Jls oertal a aotien. to oertaln tllDes . may 
a_ O\Dberaame or romal . It 18 d ... lgned . howeve r .  to protect the 
Interest. ot tbe publio arxl to ensure tbat .n oon cema are gl ve n thelr 
due .... lght. BPl would be w1111ng to meet w1th the A l llanoe to explain 
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ETJ-21 April 9, 1982 

F. Lee Tavenner, Aseiatant Chairman 
Granite County Alliance 
Star Route 
Hall , IIontana 59831 

Dear Mr. Tavenner: 

Thank you for your letter of March 30 about the Maxville routing and the actiona 
va plan to take in response to your concern.. I am Borry that we have not 
explained ourselves clearly enough , and trust that this letter will clear up 
any m1sunderstandlnH:_ 

Hare ia vhat we will do : Betveen nov and May 28, we will gather evary comment 
ve can on the EIS, through letter. and public meetings. Thia includea all 
comment. on auy suggested route alternative. in your area . n,1. a180 includes 
information and comment. made since February 2, 1982, for reasons explained 
belovo 

Then we will .ort and categorize comments for reaponse. All commenta and 
reapon ••• will appear in the Final EIS. Such reaponses can include any and 
all of those liated in the CEQ Regulationa. 

n,. alternative. you propos. in the Kaxvl11e are.a which have received study 
and review by the Forest Service aa well as BPI. will not be studied further 
at thie ti_. BPI. will reserve the deciaion on studying more alternatives 
or route adjuatments untU th. review of the draft ElS ia completed and infor
mat ion reviewed • .  Thia will probably take four to six weeke after the comment 
period i. over . After this BPI. along with cooperating agencies will decide 
U the interagency team will further atudy those suggestiona uoing methods 
diacu ... 4 in Appendix A to the EIS. Reaults of any further evaluation will 
appear in the Final EIS. 

The Final EIS 1. also open for comment. No final decision can be made on 
routinB until 30 day. after the Final EIS is published. 

Our cour •• of action 1. determined by leveral factor. . All comment. and 
lugle.tionl _d. during scoping are taken into aecount before and during 
tha analysia and writing, even up through interdisciplinary team meetings 
to evaluate and rank segments ,  route. , and plana. n,es8 meetings took place 

laat fal l ,  and ended with the flna1 plan ranking meetings on November 3.  
Extensive review and rewriting o f  the document enabled u8 t o  prepare the 
"camera-ready" copy of the draft ElS by the end of January. It vila lent 
to the Government Printing Office in Seattle on February 2, 1982.  At this 
point, no further changes-beyond minor typographical errora-could be made. 
Seoping va. closed. 

For this reason, your comments and lIuggestiona will be considered in our next 
opportunity for response on the record . which ill our rellpOnlle to COlllI!l.eDtll on 
the draft. In this way, every cOlJllIl:ent can be considered. Although we could 
not reasllemble the interdisciplinary team. evaluate. compare, and rank those 
varistions Buggested thia late in the proces s .  we did clearly notify the 
public of those suggestions in the "Dear Reviewer" letter and tMp which 
accompanied every volume of the EIS .  

You can resubmit the propolI.1 or comment. made between February 2 and 
March 16, when copies of the ErS were .... Ued to the public. They will be 
taken into account in the cownent review proces8 . You are welcQme: to 
aubmit additional commenta directly on the draft EIS . 

It was our understanding from the March 25 meeting that you might want to 
resubmit copie. of past correspondence that you specifically wanted to be 
treated .a EIS comments. Obviously, this certainly i. not a requirement 

2 

but ae was discussed could be done to aSBure you that certain items from the 
extensive project files will be addre .. ed in the EIS. Obviously, not all 
letters and correspondence received during the past 1-2 year. will be treated 
a. EIS commenta .  

I am. aorry for any misunderstanding i n  our recent meetings and letters. 
tru8t that th1a letter has IIpoken plainly to you and answered your questions 
and concern •• 

J. Montgomery/T. Murray:ah 

cc: 
J. Frick - EH 
C. Clark/L. Bradshaw/R. Eddy - ET 

Sincerely, 

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY 
GEORGE E. ESKRIDGE 

George E. Eskridge 
Projects Information Officer 

W. Kvarsten/L. Wilkerson/O. Kassner - tv 
T. Murray - EVHE 
G. Brandenburger - OKK 
Official File - ETJ-21 
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8\ar ilolI�" !'. 
H...:tl ,  lI""ana 5J13'7 ",' r . ,  

Dear  Mr. Tavcnntlr ,  

Th1., lattor 1.8 t o  contiN tn\G But.xt.ii:..i:.Ce ot C'\ti." C.iJ.tf" '':;'�·.ti.:' ,;.:; 
e�qucnce of ';V�Dta tor wo.dt OD i;b., GUT:i.�',8p\<'k2k!� P;e:' � ::" l t  

" ;:\i �  

�je [j,J'iO: curro::ntly . t.ill �vc"1'V1..'1g &'i:@etl.r-« tra:aW!l:"t,9'('$ .f.'-:'.H!. l,�t.:{_""'H .. ';-�'f, . : 
Anal/u16 of clJf,J...':lt:!nta t'rum l.,1.t.oro sn1 t:rc.:l.B�.r19t::l MJ;! t.��;m::: !:Sl(: ·.�rI J  ce', for tUl f:s1;.l:.:o t;,:u .. \.0 6 l!lI'vlltks . u 'tbc itllIl.l.ysls CCi-nUnu\! __ tJ ... r(J�.'_�:L 1.;.: ',' .�;( 
t.h';! t(.� -;,ill b<:c:1n to a tu,d,y  and. rt:lJ�ond to tllu cC£::2tmu., .lnGlu.U ��;� :centerline udJUf,t.:Den ts such 8.8 thOSIl .uru;eili taIJ by til<: �rot�l tc CC1IX.t'f J...li � :/ 
L�J1..\ Drl(�;;;J';n, tcao: rerrQ.geD�t,1v�1t  y.;.1..l1 ����t;:;"Jt 'li'i.:....;;: C .. '.r'.n�,'::' �;.', " , '1: 
in June 1.0:) r�Yi6� materlal neceaIJar'1 to �v81Wl.t(:i: IVw,' QUb6�JJtlQr��"  1': ; ;  1-.'1';,: � 
"<3coc¥. in terdiec1vlln .. x"), tot .... '00111 r. .... " .... ble I.n ,july to "''';'l.1n� "1,1','" ." .",; ;. c, 
in hl"Cu.;t of ;'Ilrticular coecum. tb1lt1.r tlnd..1..n.g8 will 00 1Dcorpo.c6t'Wd .  �·.r,"-..;j;..: 'i.:h'.�,'· 

\'f1th all re8 lJOn8�. to cOII'Uenw ,  1D the t.h. final EIS,z, This .,rnO"'�t) a4',�.u,!;<'.s:!I 
:;"ull and tUO\.I..&htful corw!derat100 of iiJ.l ,911h11c ;;��nt(j.r'Y .\·r.::,,·i'�!""': :'T" 
.u-&f� US. 
I f  I cun be o f  fUrt.blltr bUlJ1ata.nce in al�iH·',t.}r� :n.::; th�� ;�r'c'c' c:;. ;r� ! ' 

S1ni:erl1l.y-; 
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Jerq ''''',cl< 
Engineerl"", 11" "",:,,,"' 
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Senator John j"lel cl,f.>r 27 'we s t  Park 
But tv . tr.on t(tna j'17()1 
attn, Evar. Bar!'pV, 
DF!ar Senato .... Nc l ch�!"I 
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Griin i te County Allianctf 
Eve Ip.na Anderson 
Star Route Hall, Montana 598)7 
Ja"uary 18, 1982 

lit!, 

I am wrl t � n� on bel-t:llf or the Gran l tC' County Alllancf�t a .group of 
Granite County c i t i zr�rI 3 ,  rr�ce'1.tly formed In re sponse to tho BPA' s plans to 
route t.he tw i n 500 KY I 1np through our area. Most of U R  have only recently ( withi' the lo.et month or <;0) become aware of the possibility that thts 
line W'o,;,lcl corne Vlr01J.,O"l-t hr�re . We w i sh to make it clear that while wo are 
opposed to the prescn�(� of thi::> 1 tnf.! anywhere in Granite County . we feel 
that there is a better rOll :e several miles soutt; of 1'laxvi l le .  Our 'ba.$lc 
reasoninr>: behlnri. this beUef is � pe l led out in the enclo:')ed re90lut�QI1 
unanimously adopted by the Gran i te County Alliance. 

We feel that we have a unique situation here in Gr8.l1l1te County in that 
we have an arf?a t�at this power linn cOllld cross which would be nearly 100'" 
on public grounn . They-pfore, from a political point of view. we believe 
that the BPA WQul'1 be we l l  arl v i �ed to locat,e the Itne in thi s area where 
thf'! pol i tical oppo s i t ion would b� cl )Sf? to n i l .  It represents a c hance 
for th�! DPA to po int to an arra whHre it was able t.o res pond to cit izens' 
concerns and locate t��., 1 i '1e in a'1. essent tally uncontroversi�l area. 

we are very l n te n ! � t..l' i i ., �a.V ! 'W  a pub l i. c mect i nl? in our area in the very 
near futurR to l i scusf', lhi �, �;i t\li1U on H i th you . (Jur \11 <.1' r�oal right now is 
to convince thp jjPl\ to �er \ ou�ly conc,ider relocat i on t "e I';out�em route south 
of l"laxvi l le .  anrl not r1rndy "'r i ve Up !lprV 1 Ce to the i d e a .  The project 
enrin8er, Lou Dries!len , hit'; i nrl i cair,rj V)at U is Loo late for thi s lIlore 
southerly alte�na.tive ',.0 bo� i nc luded in the rlraft E I S t  but that it could be 
inclilded in thp, final ):';13. Howev'�r, we are suspicious that in reality , the 
BPA may not be w i l l in{Y to �ive i t  the ir full consideration . Therefore , we 
appeal to you to help u� conv i nce Ulf! BPA to res ponrl to the will of the 
peoP.1e . 

1 am also inclwi i nc a map of our area whic}l shows t�e BPA propo,<;ed routes 
t �rough t r.e l'1axv i lle area dnd hd.ve �kp,tchen in a rough d raft of the area 
throu�� w � i c h  wo .• 11 1 1 kp to �a.ve the line rel ocated . Th i s draft 16 to be. 
take'11 only as an i nd j c:at i on of tl-te area whicf) seems suitable, as we have not 
yP, '.., \)f�en able to � pe c \ f 1 ca.l1y ;,turly U1P arpa enou,��, nor tta? enou�h engineer
� n". r\.rl v t ce to be abl .. to c\) {r� � t  ou"':,elves s pe c i f ically .. to an e xabt line. 
Howev·' ''' , He ilre attAm p L 1 ng to do �'. : ;  currently . As you call see .from the map, 

L-MX-3- S 

there is indeed a dramatic d iffprence betlofeen th(� D1-'A rou t : ngs an(i our own 
in terms of the amount of pri va.te property, ranch lanrl , anri th.e number of 
residences affected . The Axtenfiive lOP',o'incr a�lf� r.: i n in ..... rOcdf; within 
our propo!";ed rout i n� shoilln b� sufficle' l t  for !'10�,t  of t�e cons truc t- i on w h t c h  
will be np,cef>sary. ( l'lany o f  tl1ps� ro;\.-ls ;trr> nnt rlt.>lai l�d on this :Ilap. ) The 
extra length in t he 1 i np wl-Jich w01Jld bf:: erWf'!1r1r.rt'o by our roulf' ,lml)u�t� to 
roughly J - J� · · lilr�s, (Thi.. s f1eu:c> 1." n(>ce�sar i ly ;tprroxtrnle . )  whi.ch i s  1�3s 
length to be arl:1ed than Vnt w�ich tfle B!-'I\ h. ).!-� ['r() �'o;;ed ;:l'i � i n;T i n  pn':!fp.rr 1 n� 
the southel"'n r01lte OVRr till? alT.'E� a.'J y ex ' �. t i rw rVIV'" 'l�)ar Dru!'!monci . 

Please feel frf'p to call or wr\te 1f YO�1 I-J:1VP .'\ny q Ur> " t t ons . Wf' [ .. e l  
conftdent t hat i t. �I()ulrl bp wn r1.h y o u r  H �i lf: I f )  i n vr>,ci t l gafp l � \ : ; ,, 1 t.uat1.on 
and to support us i n  our nffort . 

Sincerf�ly your�, 

, ,, 1 ,,1 ' (6-)·/"!f.... t",)./,·, ,  
.t:velp,na And er:>on 
Jf'cl'JLa�y 
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We�the undersiGned residents of Granite County hereby reque st the Bonneville 

Power Adml n istration to relocate the proposed southern r(lute of the twin 5{)0 K'I powerllne 

so a5 to cross F'lint r:::reek several mile s �out,h of r"'�xville. 

Princ i ;Hl Objections to the powerline re ina; located on the pre sent BPA 

rt �ht-of-way near Drummond are that t�e route is too close to populated areas, 

that the route crosses too much agricultural land, ann the route crosses private 

rather than public land . The southern route alternative was drafted in response 

to these objections. however the southern r0ute as currently l.ocated by the BPA 

has all the sa�e problems as the Drummond routeo 

( 1 ) It does not avoid populated areaSj instead it pa.sses aJ.:nost d irectly O'fcr the 

populated area of f'iaxvi ] le .  

( 2) I t  does not avoid private agricultural a'1d timber land lJetween Gold Creek 

a.nd H" rvy Cabin. 

(3) It is not prir�arily on public land ; alMost one -half of the line between 

Goln Creek substat ion and HarvyCabin is private property " 

Relocating the proposed southern route approximately midway lJetween 

Maxville anti phil ipsburg would almost entirely el i minate objections one two and 

three l i sted above , 

( 1 )  It wouln avoid e""entially all residence s .  

(2)  I t  w,)uld avo �d almost all private agricultural land . 

(3) It wouln jp almost entirely on public land. 

Al thou�h our proposen route would 1:e slie;htly lonljcr and somewhat more 

costly to build ,we the people who must live with thls l i ne for the remainder 

of our lives strongly believe that thi s  wouln be a much smaller real price to 

PaY . Our proposed more southern rout i ng would offer a .z:e...a.l. alternat ive to the 
Drummond route . 

�,��=�����,--���-=. "CL_'�_3�'=�'1 
� 

This Resolution {..'a s  unanimously a.dopted b�r tbe Jnemo..:rs of the Granite County ? 
Alliance at the Janua1"'Y 14th lnce t.ine;; 

7hey are as fol10\\,·5; ,,. 

J:(.'ll'e .' '" ' . 
-M;lFvr�y ( Chait-man) 

Lee Tavenner ( Asst .  Cha irfTlan) 
Evclena Anden�on ( Secretary) 
GOI\l.on :fo'oster ( asst. Secretary) 
Dave Hauptman (<treasurer) 
Corolyn Dennis (asst. Treasurer 
Sam Dennis 
Bill Dellnis 
Barbara Conn 
Leonard J. Connors 5.c� 
Leonard J .. Connors J..c., 
Pat Perr.f 
Arthur Kolbeck 
Evan Kolbeck 
Hike Conn 
Laura Ledbetter 
R ita Conn 
Nary R ode;ers 
Charles H. Drl.ngle 
Frank Waldbillig 
Carl L. Cassidy 
Helen Cassidy 
Jerry E, Cassidy 
Ray Lucier 
W ilford J .  Johnson 
Robert Spitzer 

,\James E. f..i.ae hl 
Grace t-iaehl 
Ke lly SpItzer 
Dale Hartin 
Randy h3.rtin 
J eG '" l-�ercer 
Ja�ie Sull ivan 
Bill. Ilight 
F'red Weaver 
Albert Boorr:er 
Evelyn Boomer 
Kieth G raybeal 
Bill Ohrmann 
Jhon Ohrmann 
Helen Konda 
J udy Hoean 
Tom Hop-an 
Dan Hauptamn 
hurilyn Dar:c.l 
I'drvin Dar.el:... 
Leland Skaw 
Herb ,skinner 
Bev Skinner 

Address 
Haxville 
11axville 
Hall 
Maxville 
Hall 
Naxville 
Maxv ille 
Haxville 
Ha.ll 
Prtnp€t.hn 
Princeton 
Drummond 
Hall 
Hall 
Hall 
Haxvllle 
Hall 
Naxvil1e 
Maxv:I lle 
� ilil':"l.l3bl!�8 
Naxville 
Haxville 
�laxville 
Haxville 
Hall 
I<iall'ville 
No1.xville 
I(Jaxville 
haxv ille 
Haxville 
Naxville 
Eaxville 
llrl�m"llond 
Hall 
Gllnton 
Hall 
hall 
Hall 
D:rurnn:ond 
Drumrr.ond 
ha..xville 
Hall 
Gold Crc.ck 
Hall 
Ph i l j psh�rg 

p.�iI�· ps bure 
Hall 
Hal l 

L ... ·WP 11- " "  .... » • ...,; ... ���"'6.<....f'"'_��'""-=-.,-"��.;.;-�l.�":'::'O:�..,'T!i1. ... ;.;" ___ .::;;.,��<I:'1l<' . •. ..I. .• " .""-:o...:..."'>";":,�.""�""';':�"X.� •. '. 
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Senator Max Baucu!') 
U . 3 .  Senate 
Washin,e;:ton , D . C .  
attn l Cale Ja(:kso'1 
Dear Sena tor BR.U(,Ll�" 
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'; r:u" t , · ·"> it.!-" : j  A'! l ' J.!"\c(· 
�V" 1 " �,:l Ar.. ' j ,  � "':'('T: 
,; L t :  :(011 � t '  
daJ. ] , ;',0·) '.,1':,1. [hP J ?  
. :  atl;:.�;y 1 "" lO��?: 

I am wri t tnc: on ry.>hal f of f �'(' (.; ' ''Ln i. '.(' ..: � , ' : · : !..y · , \ J : ·, ��·;" " , I '�r' l ' ) ;: 0: 
Granite Coun ty c l U z'�!1s,  rpc(' n L ly f lrw d ir. � . ,  ;1 , : 1 (> " i �, ( ,  " I\ t �� r L1IJ� to 
route tht'! twin 500 r-.¥ l i !lf? ti-I;()u-h our a ..... '�;l. 1'':1 t I .:' Ij ' ,  t�;l.VP �)flly rcc(:�\tl'y (within the last 7'1onth or so) lx�C'lmp awan� ( )f '... \," po�--, i b; l i ' 'y ' .hal t.') h ;  
line woul� come throur:� h�lP . We w i ::Jh t n  lak�' i t (:l ( " t �  ·. 'l."ll ,�'l 1 l(' w("' ;V'� 
opposed to the pre:-:encp. of tf-)J " l i np an.vw 1:"r,  i l l  '::: ran i ' r' : : , ;Wl ',y , w(' f('cl 
that thet'P \:'> a be t t p, r  rlHl t .. '(�v"r;Ll ;n i l , " .  :�( l I l ', !'\ " f  1'.: lXV \ 1 1 " .  UUt' ht:; \ c  
reasoning behind tht:3 b/'lipf 1:; ::;pelled out t i l  th. · !'Tlcl o:-;ed T'!GOlli t l on 
�nanimously adopted by thf! Gran t tl� County Allia.nce. 

"e feel that we have a un i'1up. G i tuatlol! I-Jp .... ·t' "i!l ::; :;l'11t" Coun t.v l.n that 
we have an area that this power 1 i ne coulrj cruss hL'h W()\�}ri be I".�arly lOa ';' 
on public e:round . Thprr-lfor'1 ' ,  frV'1 a po l : Uc;-d � 11  n L  � )f  vlpw. we bell�ve 
that the BPA W01l1ri bro we' l l  a·� v ; �;I:·l � Cl l l.)(,:liy LI : r '  1 �1I' � ..  : � r, 1 '� arr�a wI-J8re 

the pol\ t l cal oppo'; 1 '� i on ' 0  � t, iol(, , } I r.'(> cl ( , :w � o  ' : 1 1 . I t.. r '  ;� c l-Ja.nce 

for the BPA to po .i n l to < � ' l  ar�";� ... · if"· ' i ' , W : I '  ;l'hl" : () ""� ��;',o�- :,u , � i t. t ?�,'1 ' : ·  
concerns and �ocate t\.-lf' ; i.·h� 1 ;"1 at": p";�>en t. : il l l i  U!l.: \);, �.r()\T(' � �� : ,:.l ··l ..... ea.  

W e  are very interr�stf'.!d 1 '1  hav � n 'r ,'1 ,i.,ublic !II" '� L l n»: i'1 (,;Jr a .... '::l. tr: t h e  very 
near future to discuss this �� tuat i on w i th YOl.J. Ju.r bi,� ;'03.1 ;-iCht now i s  

t o  convince the BPA to seriously consider !'f:lociJ, U ,,:,,",: lhe s()uthp.rn rCtlLe south 
of Maxvillet and no t merely g1ve 11 p !')ervi.ce to :, �l'" i � ( 'il. 'l'h<: prcjp.ct. 
engineer, Lou Driessen , has i nn icatp'rj t,ha t 1 t i �; tr)o ] lJ. t." �'\" r ..... �l t�; rlor�' 
southerly fllternativ� to be ' �Icl+lrle(l in thp ·'i r:1ft i � 3 ,  � J L  t � .,l.·, 1. L C(J'l;''! be 
included in the f' na 1 r.: l S .  Ynwcvf�:, HI! ,1';'i' :',ll:q i ·: i ,  , ' j ' ;  l � ' j t \ ' . r(';, I I  ty , ,,!"ol' 
BPA may not he w1 1 1 1 nr: to ,�1 vf' I L  Pll' i r  1'1] 1 1  ( 'o': , ; i  l " �·. l L l { Jn . ·:'ht ' r, . f·P1'f' , we 
appeal to you to help us convincp ti"le l 'A ',I) ."{' ,p, )rd :.u t�" · ... i ) l  ,)!' �llP 
people. 

1 am ahw Inc lurl 1 nF'" a ''lap of () U "· !ir0a wl) i ch �,� \OW; t r�.� I!i r. ;;:upnsed r ' luLps 
throup;h the Maxv ille arAa anr1 hav� �ketc tl,"rl. 1r. a ,:"·()U.:,"" d :i-l1t or t h e  area 

through which w� woul:i like to hav'� the Itnp rclor:alwl . T n : !"" rJraft� i s  to be 
taken ol)ly as an 'lJ1:i icat� on of thr) ar.pa ...,.l-JiGh :)(�(->":)5 �ll� t.al)l l ' ,  af> we. hav .. rlr): 
yet been able to �tt1dy tt)p arl!a �rf>C ' f � C:l1 J y  ('n(Hl "�) , r, ,>r n:.1'i " no'..1I"'i' '�r:f" : :1 ' . r . Y'
ing adv i ce to be ablp to ��f'I>c i fi c:t1 1 .Y  (;I)''l:', ' l ()W' l "J f '  I "  : � ' .  ' '' Ct ' ' t  l i ' l f ' .  

However, w e  a r e  att�mp l l n!<'; to d o  " ; n  c'.l r:(> n !.. J 'y .  y(!  I ,�;: " (H' ! 'ro :"'!l" [rla � . ,  
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thc!"c 1.s 1 n·�"·H·!d a -lrdl'la t ' c  rj l ffI T�·r.ce bP t-ween U:e BPA Toutings and our own 
in �.er:ns of �.'1r. amnu n J. uf pr i v, l Lp  pro p p r ty ,  ril.,nch la;td , anti the number of 
rp.slr1Rnces affectJ'rl . Thf� f? x L( Tl�;lvc SYf;tem of logf. i n� and JT\in in,� road s within 
our proposed ruu U !1 �  s""toulo :€ su:f i r: lent for mus L of the con:struction which 
wi 11 be nece ::;sary . ( ';lany 0f th'�::;e roarl 5 are not d e tailed on this map. ) The 

extra le11""th in th� l ) nf� w'1ic'1 wouln be cngcnrj er�>d by our route amounts to 
roughly J - J{- fTliles, ( ,!'h1 S f1 ::;ure is nece ssarily approximate. ) which is 1es5 
lene;th to be a(� l ed than Plat w�l1ch the BPA has proposed adcUng in preferring 
the southeyn rout!:' ov(�r the al!,pady exist in!: roule near Drummond • 

Please fep. l frf'P t o  call 0; w Y'j te if you have .:lny qU f� st 'i ons . We feel 
confirient t.�at 'i t  wI .. uId be worth vour while to investigate this situatio. 
an<1 to ::>upport. �l" i n  (lllr effort. . 

Sincerely yours 

f:�" i i ,, ""··..;; <,4..<U-> V 
Eve lena And erson 
Secre tary 
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tlei" tI-Je unders i [';!1ed roe sLicnts of Granite COT!ty h(�.ce by req lle S l the Bonne·· .. 1111,:;! 

Power Ad;,:j nl st Tat i on to re l ocate Lhe proposed southern YC�:lte of the twin 1):)0 KV powe::.-}in,3 

so as to cross Flint Creek severa} mi les south of Haxvi11e . 

P!:'inci�lal Objections to the powerline 're in� locatcn on t!le pre sent EPA 

rj r;ht-of-way neiir t:ru:nnond arl3 that t�e .route is too close to populated areas , 

th;;lt the route crosses too Buch agricultural land, and t�e rUllte cro�;�;,es private 

rather than public land . 7he southern route alternative wa:> d rafted in response 

to these objection s .  however the sOlltherYl route as curre:ltly l�)cated by tr;e :aFA 
has all the sa:':e problems as the Dru;n:�ond ro,lte " 

( 1 )  It d o e ::;  not avoi1 pop'J.latcd areasj  instea:1 it IJa�::;es al,"lo;,t d :r·;ctly oYer V�8 
pop.:l'l.teri at"ea or haxv ille . 

(2)  It does not avoid private af,ric�lltural a'1d timrer land b..� twcef: Gol:� C Lee� 

alia H'1-rvy Cabin. 

C�) It i:1 not pT.' 1 ':1<lr i 1 y  on rubl ic lano i iJ.l:'1ost on(� ·-half of" tfic l i r.c ·r,..'t.w:�cr: 
Gol:i Creel< s�lbst;.tt :i on a!1d HayvyCabin is prj.vat,e property .. 

Re loc<lti�18 t!":e proposed southern route approxima"tRly m i. cl h'ay be ltJl�(,:l 
;';axv i l le ann philipsburG would almost entirely elim'..na"tc objections ot:c two a!1d 

three l i ::;ted above , 

( 1 )  It wO'J.ld avo i d  c 0 �;e!'1tially all res:icer.cE\S� 

(2)  It I.L)uld avo�d GInest all private agricultural land e 

(:.3) It wOll ld b? alnost entirely on publ i c  la'1.1 . 

Al thOll�h our proposed rO'J.tc would te t,lj  r;htly lO:1f:cr anti �:;()::;cwn:t t .'io n, 

cOBtly to bl11 1 d , we tbe people ;.rho must l i ve with th'l. s l.ine fr)l� the rcr.tCl.ind(:r 

of our l i v e s  st;r-onsly be l i eve that thl s wO\lld l:.e a much �,maller T���) price to 

pa.y . Cur proposed rIJore southern rot:t ing wouln of:er a � altf!rn:;J,T, i v() to t�le 
DrUll!flUnd route . 

...... _____________ .. �_=.£,.=_.,.� .. ��" '''< . . · · ,, � ·  .• ,,�.=�v#·��_".,· '.' . _  
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This rto'. :l'.: L :.cn :,',. U:. ': l ;;',( , .�,1.'i j '�)k �.t:(� t�. �}i�� 
A � U anc.:: ;: : J�!1I.!i:r.�· " .'..:. J, rr.f ' ·· 

They are �� ':; f()�J rJ ...... s: � 

� ... 
Ade l  Ft;.rby ( Chairmun ) 
Lee Tavenner (Asst � Cr.2 :l.rm.::;.n)  
Evclena A'r.del·�'vn (Secret.cry) 
Gordon Fo:)tcr ( ac!:d .. , .. Scc'!".x;"�,-,.ry) 
:;),J.ve H3.l:ptlr; �n ('f!;"t:'?J'�.lreZ") COTOl.yn Dc;,d �c (CI.F;"'t�  Tn"�:' . . !"( .. 
S�J;1 DC:-lIl L, 
Sill D.::'!:,n:L:, 
Ba:r'!)ura Corn 
l.€or:a.ra. ,1 � : ! -. . :>:::.�� .:31" � 
Lecna::::-d J �G�nnors �T:c. 
Pat PelT] 
t...rthl.JY." lkltc c;.; 
EV::l,� Kol be(:k 
hlke Conn 
:"';'N�lri: LC( n�,":�,i.\'l" 
R i"t-a Conn 
i"';l ry � odeE' rs 
Cha:r: lc s  H� 
Fl' .'3,'1;': 
Ca'!'l L� 
HeJen C<l s', � dy 
Je':T,l Fe C :�::;:. : .J 
Ray ::i!cier 
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Represintatlve Pat W i l l iams 
Western Bank Bu l 1d ln,cr, 
Nlssoula, JllOn tana 591101 
a t t n :  Pat Duffy 

Dear ReprescntaUv(' '..J 1 1 1 1 am�>I 

L-MJ(-3- S-

Gran1 te County AlH.n�. 
F'/e lena ,AndersoJ"l 
�jtar Route 
Hall, Montana 59837 
r"nuary 18, 1982 

I am wr i U nl7 on behal f of the Granltn Cnunt:r All iance, a p-roup of 

1 /18 

Gran i te County c i t:l zr:-n�: I r"("0nt ly fOY1'\ed in re!�Fnnr;p' to the BPA' 5 plans to 
rou t.l: th� twin ')00 i\V l ) �lP th rou(,h our an�a. jV[osl of us have only recently ( w1 thlf1 thr:- la�;t mont� or so) beco!TIe aware of tt,.; possi bil i ty that this 
l i ne would CO'TlP throu<7h hen? 'fie w l sh to make i t  clear that while we are 
oppospn to tr,e pr�sence ()f t h i s  I j n e  anywhpre in Granite County , we feel 
that thF!r� i,., a h:> t tpr rout� spveral m i les south of Maxville . Our basic 
reason l r. ...... b e h i �](� thi�; 1x·rl�:f h-� sprl lr>n out in the enclosF!d resolution 
unan l mr)u�)ly ano t,tf'n hy th r. rard t" Coun ty Al1 1 ance . 

vie [PHI lh:J.t Wf.> h:lv(' a I l n i Q U"! '---, l t llaUon here ' n  Granite County in that 
we �'Hve 1"-1n ;l.F�(1. that Udr-. POW(�T l ine c011 1ri c ro-:.s which would be nearly 1OQJ. 
on publ \ c  .rrrollnrt . Th(> rpfr1rp , fr()f'l a. po n t tcal po i n t  of view, wo bolieve 
lh;t t  thf' BrA woulrt b· w · ' l l  .1: lV \ :1"d 1.0 locii.lp th(� l i ne in this &rea whel"'l 
thn pol l U c;tl op:1()si l.ion to i t. WQul,l he clo sf� to n 1 1 .  It represents & ch&JIce 
for the BrA to f'o l n t  to an arr>a wl1('y(> it wa.s able to reRpond to c i tizen.' 
CO'1cerns anrt l ocatfl th(·' 1 ' n'� i n  an essent ially uncontroversial arel(. 

We are veT'y inter8sten 1 TI r" , v  \ p' 1 1 1 ( I I  \ meeting in our area in t.h$ very 
near future to d iscu�s th-l s s 1 tuat.l0n w i th you. Uur biEl goal rip;ht now is 
to' cr)Ov i r:cp th'" BP/\ til �;p r l o u �l.': const'ier re lqcatl nr: th", southern rou.te south 
of hax v � llf] f awl not mrn�ly to .,!t V() lip sf.!rvice to thp idea. The project 
r.rll7inpe r ,  Lou Dries�e!1 ,  11a� lnn l catr�d that it is too late for this )lore 
�outherly alte [''l:d iv(� t o  l e  i ncIu( h�d 1 n  llJe d raft E I S ,  but that it could te 
inclU'l en in th,· f i !1al .', 1 ::) .  Howfw� 'r,  WP aye suspicious tl-)at in reality. the 
BFA may not t.-> wi 1 � i n�� �.o " i. ve 1 t t r,p, j r  full considera: U on .  Therefore , we 
appeal tv you hi �w l p  ' .l ' ;  � ' \nv l r:cp :.':r> TirA to res:·onrl. to the w i ll of the 
jlPopl e .  

I a m  also l ncl url 1 nC'" d map or O i l :  a .... p;:t wrlicl-) ::;hOW3 t h p  :�rA propos�n routes 
t�roup"1J t.h� toiaxv i l le ;·lrf�H. an,l havp �kr d C �lr>ti In a rou,-.h d raft of" th� area 
thrOUp"h w�l l ch W(� w()u H 1 u'=(� to ':;lVC tr,.--. 1 tnr> rplocated . This � raft i8 to be taker: only n ::;  an ird i ca t, on of thr; E!-rea w h i c  h se(>m� sui ta ble , as we have not 
y p t  �W1 abl� to sturly thf' ;i.rcn. spe c i f i c-ally enollph, nor han enough enp;ineer
Inri advice to >)P. abh� to '�p� c l f i ca l ly commi t ou .... selves to an exact line. 
How{!vp-r, W8 are at tcmptl np' :'0 d r) so cuyrp-n t ly . As you can s�e from the ntQ. ... 

L-MJ(-3- li' 

then� "\." � nnp(>rJ ;t rira,:"1i� t 1 <:  rl i ffl'rencc hptwecn the BPA rout inR;, and our mm 
in tf?I"flIG of' t.�,-� ClfJouni o!'  prUVil.Lc propf'rly, rilnch land , ani the number of 
r�si,ence s aff��c -:'.;d . 'I'hp pxten:�\vp ':.iystp.m of logp;inp: ann mining roatls within 
our proposed routinF.' sho�tlrl be ::;ufflcient for most of the construction which 
w i l l  be ne ce <;�;ary . ( �:a'l.Y of thp:;p- rOivis aT.; not d e tailed on this map. ) The 
extra lenR"th i n  the 1 i n" 'rI �i ch wou ld be eni'"pndereJ by our route amounts to 
rouf"�ly ) - J� ll \ l� s .  (Th \ <; fi l�u""'(! 1:> nece�sarl1y approxi mate . ) which 1s less 
le:l 9"th to bp a.'�0ej l')an t�· ,t  .... h. : ch thf" BPA ha" p-r.-oposed an:i inr in pn�ferrtnD' 
th(� �;uu :Jv�r�l � ·r)ut." ')Vt ' r  ' ''f� :,'j p -,l' l y  exl s t i nCT" routp near Drurflmond . 

Plp;1.S� f(�f ' l fr." Ld , " , i l l  or w " l tc 1 ' "  y U\; '1ilVC any qUf�sttons. WE' feel 
con f l · � t; n t  th. , t  1 !.- ' , w : l l d  h· Wc>rt'l YOllr w h �  lp t.n i nVf: s t. t pate thi s situat.inn 
1.nd t o  su; ,po ... t : l �- i n  o) ' !r f' :':'ort . 

S incere ly yours ,  

t:;Leh£«jCf� 
Eve lena Anderson 
Secre tary 
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PETITIOn 

We� the undf3rsigned residents of Granite County hereby request the Bonneville 

Power Administration to relocate the proposed southern route of the twin 500 KV poW'erline 

so as to cross Flint Creek several miles south of 11axville. 

P,!:'inci.(\1.1 Objections to the poW'erline te ing located on the pre sent BPA 

ri�ht-of-way near 'Cru!n!:lond are that t�e route is too close to populated area s ,  

that t h e  route cro::)ses t o o  m u c h  agricultural land , and t h e  route crosses private 

rather than public land . The southern route alternative was drafted in response 

to these objections. however the southern route as c urrently Ipcated by the BPA 

has all the :':;a:rle problems as the Drummond routeo 

( 1 )  It cioes not avoid 'populated are a s ;  in stead it passes al:no"t d i rectly over the 

poplllatecl. area of Haxville. 

(2) It does not avoid private agricultural aod timber land between Gold Creek 

and H;'"!.rvy Cabin. 

(3) It 1� not pri narily on public land: alnost one-half of the lice between 

Gold Creek substation and HarvyCabin is private property . 

Relocating the proposed southern route approximately midway between 

Maxv ille and philipsburg would almost e n t irely eliminate objections one two and 

three l i sten above , 

( 1 )  It would avoid essentially all residences. 

( 2) It "c)uld avo id almost all private agricultural land . 

0) It would be almost entirely on public land . 

Al thou�h our proposed route would l::e sliehtly lonr;er and somewhat more 

costly to build.we the people who must live with this line for the remainder 

of our lives strongly bel ieve that this would be a much smaller real price t o  

pay. Our proposed more southern routing woulrl offer a J:e..al alternative to the 

Drummond route . 

L-MX-J- >< 

This Resolut ion was unanimously adopted by the memu-:rs of the Granite County 

Alliance at the January 14th meeting; 

They are as follows a -

K.-,,,,e .' ."'.-" 
Adel Furby ( Chairman) 
Lee Tavenner (Asst. Chairman) 
Evelena Ander"on ( Secretary ) 
Gordon ,'oster ( aost . Secretary ) 
Dave Hauptman ('freasurer) 
Corolyn Dennis (asst. Treasurer 
Sam Dennis 
Bill Dellnis 
Barbara Conn 
Leonard J. C onnors Sr. 
Leonard J .Connors Jr. 
Pat Perry 
Arthur Kolbeck 
Evan Kolbeck 
Nike C.onn 
Laura Led bet ter 
Rita Conn 
rlary Rodgers 
Charles H. Dringle 
Frank Waldblll1g 
Carl L. Cassidy 
He len Ca�s idy 
Jerry E. Cassidy 
Ray Lucier 
W ilford J .  Johnson 
Robert Spitzer 

("Jame s E. l!iaehl 
Grace Maehl 
Kelly Spitzer 
Dale Hart in 
Randy hart in 
J .C . Hercer 
Janie Sull ivan 
Bill llight 
Fred lieaver 
Albert Boomer 
Eve lyn Boomer 
Kieth Graybeal 
B111 Ohrmann 
Jhon Ohrmann 
Helen Konda 
Judy Ho�an 
Tom Ho?"an 
Dan Hau ptamn 
harilyn Dar;el 
Harvin Dagel' 
Le land Ska w -

Herb skinner 
Bev Skinner 

Andress 

Maxville 
t1axville 
Hall 
Kaxville 
Hall 
�laxville 
Kaxville 
Haxville 

Hall 
Pri.nP€''t�}n 

Princct.on 
Drummond 
Hall 
Hall 
Hall 
/flaXville 
Hall 
rlaxville 
Maxville 
l'h ill ps burg 
Naxville 
l'laxville 
Haxville 
haxville 
Hall 
Haxville 
H"xville 
rJaxville 
Naxville 
Naxville 
huville 
l'iaxville 
DrumJTlond 
Hall 
Clinton 
Hall 
Hall 
Hall 
Drummond 
Drummond 
Naxville 
Hall 
Gold Crc:ek 
Hall 
Phlll psburg 

J;�±ft ps burg 

Hall 
Hall 
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";2ICnHcb .${�le$ .$etm{e 

Mr . C l a y t on R .  H e r ron 
Bex 7 6 3  
H e l e n u , Mo� t � n a  5 9 6 2 4  

Dea r Mr . H e r ron : 

W ", o; � ' I ,..(,10N. 0 C .  ;>0510 

Februa r y  2 5 ,  1 98 2  

The Bor: n c v i l l e  Pow e r  Adm i n i s t ra t i on c on t i nues t o  w o r k  on 
s i t i ng i t s  pow e r  l i nes . I apprec i a t e  your t a k i n g  the t i me t o  
bec ome i n v o ! ved i n  t h i s  prob l e m ;  i t  has been a l o n g , d i f f i c u l t  
s i t ua t i on f o r  e v e r y one pot e n t i a l l y  a f f ec t ed b y  t he l i n e s .  

2/25' 

R i g h t  now I am a wa i t i n g BPA ' s response t o  a se r i e s  o f  
que s t i on s  I have a s ked conce r n i n g pa r t i c u l a r  l oc a l  problems a l ong 
routes We s t  o f  G a r r i son . A l s o ,  I have w r i t ten the Compt r o l l e r  
Gene r a l  o f  t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  w i t h r e g a rd to BPA ' s s t a t e me n t s  o n  
t he c o s t s  o f  bu r y i n g t h e  l i n e s  i n  some a r ea s .  The Compt r ol l e r  
General d i r e c t s  t h e  Ge n e r a l  Accoun t i ng O f f i c e ,  a n  i ndepende n t  
a ud i t  a n d  i n v e s t i ga t i v� a rm o f  Cong r e s s . 

As soo� as I rece i ve a r e spon se to these i nqu i r i e s ,  I i n t e nd 
to ma k e a s t a t ement i n  the Cong r e s s i on a l  Record c onc e r n i n g t he 
s t a t u s  a n d  c u r r e n t  a c t i v i t y  on t he power l i n e s .  Th i s  statement 
w i l l  i nc l ud e  c o p i e s  o f  t he quest i on s  a n d  r e spon se s ,  and I w i l l  
ma i l  i �  t o  you i mmed i a t e l y .  

I wa n t  t o  d o  e v e r y t h i n g  pos s i b l e  t o  ma ke BPA respo n s i v e t o  
your needs , a n d  I w i l l  need your proposa l s  and i d e a s  t o  d o  s o .  
As you k n ow , I st rong l y  suppo r t  Montana s t a t e  s i t i ng o f  a n y  
l i n e s ,  b u r  a s  long a s  BPA i s  a b l e  t o  c on t i n ue , I w a n t  to i mpr ove 
i t s s i t i n g process whe r e v e r  pos s i b l e .  

Tha n k  y o u  aga i n  f o r  becom i n g  i n volved . 

W i t h  best pe r sona l r e g a rd s , I am 

;P�: :.·�· 
��' � 

t . _  
'" 

. t � V,: 11'tl ' l �U 
�8( 
, : :LOY 

l :',. YN 

S i nc e r e l y ,  

lrt1f ([j;� . 

5/] 
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PAT WILLIAMS 
iEOUCAT ION A"'O LA.;1o:lR 

''WJ.n'''IU'�·''''''I;·r 
MAJnfIIT\" "''''P Ar U-l1cn� nL:;�::'��'I\�l-;g��:���.HU 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

WASHINGTON. D.C. ZQ51S 

LAOOI'l �T"'�la>\R�' 
HUMAN A�"'''CCl 

I'UIIl..IC �"'NO. ",N(\ NATIOl-lAL ....... 1'".9 

"",l.I'IIIIN(;; rON OIT IC£o 

,.u. L.OtoC. ..... )oOT .. Bu'l.o, .. " 
W.-'SM',"<l-T(WO, C.C. 105" T&LU'I«:INIl, (ZOZ)22S-Jlll KNI£RGT "l'ID .EN .... flosl.t£rn 

TOI..l.,4'IU £ N VMU("R 

1-800-.1):"'171 

Mr . C l a yton H e r ron 
:> . 0 .  !lox 7 8 3  
Helena , MontanCl 5 9 6 2 4  

Dear t-1..r .  Herron : 

March 3 ,  1 9 8 2  

Thank you f o r  contac t i ng m e  concerning B PA ' s  proposal t o  
route t h e  Col s t r i p  Power l i n e s  over Maxvi l l e . A s  you m a y  k now , 
I have asked !lrA to rerout,e its proposal south of Maxv i l l e  to 
avoid pr iv<1 tc l and and home s .  I have done s o  because I agree 
with you that the presently proposed route is i nde fen s ib l e , and 
better a l te r n a t ives are ava i l a b l e .  

unde r s tand tha t  t h e  Fore st Service 1 . 0 . team i s  n o w  re
eva l u a t ing the proposa l ,  and is look i ng at a more southerly 
route . I n  a d d it j o 'l , I have urged BPA to gua rantee that language 
will be inc:luded in the Draft l'nvlronmental Impact S tatement ,  
which c le�l r l y  :;t;.l tes that a l terno t ive routes through Maxvil l e  
a re s t i l l  tle ing conside r e d .  

I f  I c�n be of a n y  further a s s i s t a nce , please don ' t  hes itate 
to get in touch . 

Be s't rcga --:d s .  

S incere l y ,  

?:/' 
Pat W i l l iams 

lUft':'I1':\i'·Trr·�:1\ fJl ����.�-, 1. -" 1 , � .�� 
MAR . .  ; ;  i982 

ht:;�R: .•. '�. i,','::LOY 
8< LLEW ELLYN 

_ • •  , ' � � ,  . ............ "'''' � ", p,," ",  .... ADE WITH RECVCLED FIBERS 
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CONGRESS OF T ! l E  l)J'.:ITED STATES 
PAT W I L L I A M S  HOUS[ o� " f�l·i\( S L J\: l l\ T i \.'CS 

WAS H I � G �  ;.�N. D.C. 2051� 
WASHINGTON Of..,.,Cl:: 

lZ:n LONG....oRTH Bu,L.J:IIHI) 

WASHlttIOT(lN, D.C. 2051' 

TtLEP_E·(202)225�l211 

Lec' ' i 'dV('Tl l H.' r 

fide 1 ( ·  !" U t' I ) Y  
(;ru tl i t� C u u n t y  rd J 1 d l l CC' 
S t (l r  :{o u L ( '  
l I a l ] I r-lon L o. n a.  �; 0 8 3 7  

Dc o.r l ,cC <l ! \ r !  Al ] c l (' :  

T Wd l l l  t o  commend you f( l r YOU} '  \ , r r() r l �; { ) J1 l>l�l1 c:d f  o f  
t h e  c i  L i z c ll s  ( ) f  :1'] x v i l l c' ',.; j l ll n..' \ l d n :  t o  t he' � \ J)I\ powc r l i n c  
t)ropos .::d . f}<.l 1_ r i ck h L l S  i n forITl('d m(' u f  YOiU qood work , a n d  
I o.r.l p J  c a �,cd t b <1 l  t o q e t h <..' r  we h ; l v\,.' h n ' u q ! l t  H P 1\ ' s a t t c n -
t i o n  lo l i)C' conCC2 r n s  0 f y o u r  comnlUIl i L y .  

I dill c n c l  n s i nq u copy o f  t i l ( '  l L' L t c r  I \V !-() t (� to BPl'. ,  
a s k i n q  t h d L  t h e !  re-roll L c  t h e l i n e !.; :';O U t i l  o f  �1() xvi l l e . 
In u cJ d i  t. j o n , I 11dve � q i] ] n con t a c t e d  131'1\ Lo c n S  ure tlld t 
t hc? DriJ f t  I·; I S  on t h e  pro j c c t  :c? r l ::,,' ( ' l s  t he [ Ll r t  t h a t  a l ter
n u. t i"v(��., l h ' ;l r ·  r-1u.Y.v i ] ] c  a r (' <l ct. i vc l y  i h , j n q ! n vC's t i q a t c d .  

I f  1 Cd}) b e  o f  ,1I1Y f l J l t l l ( ' r  , l �; : ; i ;,f. d n c�' , n l l' ;) s c  don ' t 
�l'·H"; i  t " t e  t ()  1 pi me> k no\., . 

l ; � � � l  r '.'( l d rd s . 

�� i J 1 ( ' \ '  j ' ( '  1 Y , 

/I ,r 
, I t  � ,: 1 1 J i ( 1 ·  

T H I S  S l Il. T ! O N E H Y  f'H I N T l  {) O N  PAr'l H MI\OC WI T H nccYCLFD FIBERS 

M i k e  C ooney 
S e nator Max Baucus 
R o om 2 56 , F e d e ral Bui l ding 
Butt e ,  Mt . 59701 

Dear Mik e ,  

L-MX-3- >I 
March 1 5 ,  1982 

I am wri tine thi s l e t ter t o  you on behalf of the Grani t e  C ounty 
Allianc e .  Vie are reque s t i ng your assi s tanc e in trying to get 
a l e t ter from the Pro j e c t  I nformation Offi c er wi th the BPA in 
the Mi s c oula offi c e ,  G eorge Eskri dg e .  

A s  you know , a public m e e t i ng wi th BPA repre s entatives pres ent 
was held on F ebruary 3rd . I wro t e  a foll ow-up l e t t e r  on F ebruary 
5 th to G e orge Eskridge and s ent you a c opy .  I have yet t o  
rec e i ve a l e t t e r  i n  re sponse t o  m y  l e t t er , and , i n  fac t , , � e  have 
not rec eived any k i nd of a wri t t en r espons e to indicate that 
the BPA even acJcnc"'lledges that the m e eting t o ok plac e .  I 
spoke w i th G e orge on the phone 2 weeks ago and r e que s t e d  that 
we rec eive a l e t t e r  from him . I specific ally ask e d  him tel' 
r e spond to the fol lowing c onc ern s :  1 )  Vie wi sh to know What 
the BP� i s  do ing i n  response to our S t a t ement of Posi t i on .  

A r e  they s tudying any routines s o uth o f  Maxvi lle as sugg e s t e d  
b y  u s ?  S pe c if i caJ ly , a r e  they s t udying rout ings i n  c orridor E 
and the F ores t·-Servi c e-drawn C and D? If s o , when will we 
h e ar about i t ?  2 )  I reque s t e d  their reac t i o ns/o pinions 
rcgarding the a d d i t i ona l c ri t e r i a  tha t  we suggested for u s e  
b y  t h e  Forest :� ervi c e  I D  t ee m .  

G e orge Eskridge c alled last 1'hursd2Y whi l e  I was out and spoke 
v;i th Le e .  H e  i nd i c 2 t erl thA t h e  had not written y e t  because 
h e  " j ust d i d n ' t know wha t t o  soy " . Lee ask e d  him specifically 
about s tat ements h e  had made in l e t ters t o  Pat Williams and 
C layto,n H erron. In a Februnry 5 ,  198 2 l e t t e r  t o  Clayton Herron 
h e  wro te the f o l l ov;ing paragraph : 

3//� 

" Because of the c onc erns expre s s ed by the Maxvi lle area resi d e nt " ,  
w e  are evalua ting <;> ther routing alterna tives through thic area , 
primarily south of Maxvi ll e .  This evalua t i on will requi r e  s everal 
w e ek,. to c ompl e t e ;  however , we will a t t empt to k e ep you and t h e  
r"; Qxvi l l e  a r e Q  r e c i d en-Ls advi : ; e d  o f  our progr e s s . "  
I n  a F ebruary 19 . 1982 J e tter t o  Pat \·Ii lliom s  he wrot e :  _ _ 
" BPA , in c o operati o n  with the USFS , is in the proc ecs of revi ewi ng 
the !:ugCesti one' off ered by tho " e  c onc erned . Thi s revier,' should 
be c ompleted in the next few w e ek s . "  
G e oree admi tted t o  L e e  on the phone that BPA i s  i n  fac t not 
a t  this t im e  l o oki ne; into alt ern(l tiver: in the Maxvi lle area 
becau�e he c laimed that it V/ould not be legal t o  do s o  at 
this time becau c e  the Draft EIS is not yet out and c omm ents 
on i t  have not b e en rec eived y e t .  I f  thi s i s  indeed the c a s e  
w e  v/i ch t o  h�ve a l e t t er from h i m  t o  that e ff ec t .  
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Furthermore , if the BPA i s  inde ed not studying altern�tives 
in the Maxvi lle area at the present tim e ,  when are they . '  
planning t o  do so? I s  i t  their policy to not respond to any 
type of public c omment until after the draft EIS i s  out? If 
this is the c as e ,  why did they not inform us of that at 
the public meeting ,  or immediat ely thereafter in wri tten form , 
or preferably both? 

Our F ebru2ry 5th letter also requested that BPA include language 
in the uraft EIS to guarant ee thp t add i t i onal lines are b eing 
revi evled in thi s are? . Verbally , George c onfirms that this 
i s  being done . However , we beli eve that this also i s  something 
that he should be willing to as sure us of in vlri tten form . 

You may be getting the impression from the above letter that 
t h e  membership of the Grani te County Allianc e feels that the 
BPA has so far �hown i t s elf to be very unrespons�ve to expressed 
public c onc erns . Thi s i s  very much the case , and I would 
further add that , as time goes by , the si tuation does not 
s e em to be improving . It used to be that G e orge would at 
l east answer within a few w e ek s  to our letters , but i t  ha� 
now been over five weeks and I have yet to have a respons e .  
So , i t  i s  n o  wonder that our c onfi d enc e in the BPA i s  going 
s t eadily downhill . 

We would surely apprec iate any assistanc e that you can provide 
in this matter.  

C C : Pat Du f f y  
Evan Barrett 

Very
.
Truly Your s ,  

Ad�/:�:: 
Granit e  C ounty Allianc e 
S t a r  Route 
Ha l l ,  Mon tana 5 9 8 3 7 

Representa ti ve Pa t Wil liam� 
302 West Broadway 
Mis"oula ,  Montann 59801 

Dear Pat . 

Narch ? 3 .  1'382 

I am wri ting thi: l e t t e r  to  onc e "ic: ! i ) ;  :.hank you for your 
c ontinued : 'upport of the Grani tc C O : I Tl Ly A J li : cne e and the 
ci t � z cm: of the Maxvi l I e a ceu in our' effortf' to convinc e the 
Bonnevi l l e  Pow',r i\rllll i n i : '  tr:t ti. on I.e l a c "  t e  a . "ti: 'fac tory route 
south of the town of Maxvi 1'1 e on L h e i r  "Taf t" al t ern" t i  ve of 
the Gurri r:on-: . nokan" �UOkv tr'I.w·m i :  " ' i"n l i ne . 
Al though we v; e r e  ind e ed di :'mQyed by Fonnevi 11e ' "  nreference 
f or the '�aft route ano by their not even mentioning the existence 
of our homeR and ranches in the draft EIS released last "au .  
i t  w"" very enc ouragi ng to read in "he Mi[}' :oulian that you 
are still c ommi tted to our cau: · e .  Fat Duffy hac likewise be"" 
of grectt !1upport to u::  and wi'l l " urely c ontinue to be s o .  

Enc lo s ed plea" e find c op i e : '  o f  let tcru to Senators Melcher and 
Baucu:; . We are attempting Lo enlist more active support from 
them at thi ,·; time in order to motivate the BPA to find a route 
[>outh of Maxvi 1 1 e  :., o o n ,  rather th'lTI wctI ting unti l  after the 
pub] ; c  c omment period i , '  c orn ! >l etcd . ',I e  aI''' hopine; t.hat you 
c un al: , o  : >upport U:' al one: ihc: : c  .l i n e : : .  

I n  the meantime , we w i l l  be working harn o n  our pre parati ons 
to present our Cal, e c onvincingly at the public meeting in 
la le  Apri l .  We will al,lO c ontinue our effort" to work with 
repre,.;entuti ve::  of the Forerot ' . er-vic e and with Lou Dreissen, BPA 
pro j ec t  engineer in order to find a route mo: · t  ap;recctble with 
the E'orc�;t ' , orvic c  und wj th .l oc a l  c i  L j ?,(�n�� . 

Again, thank you f o r  your mo: ··t w e l c ome . ·upport . 

c c : Evan B" rret t 
Mike C ooney 
J :. el{ Fj ' lclter 
ChlCrley M i l l er 
G e orge !';;;kri(l g e  
Leo l. < : n·y 

:""'inc erely , 

/� � � �- -

Adele Furby . c airman 
r;ran i t e  County Alliance 
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Senator John Melcher U.S . s enat e  
Washi�ton D . C . 20510 

Dear Senaoor Melcher , 

!,1r!rch 2J , 1982 

W e  are wri ting thi » l e t t er to a p ; e " l t o  you to help Us in Ow' 
continuing effort t o  pro I; ec t o u r '  home, and r ro l ' c r'ty and thot 
of our neighbor:; from the Bl'A �U( !lcv powerl ine . A:; you arc aware , 
a public me eting wa;; held in Drurr" nond , Montana on February 4 th 
in which unanimo uc; cuppori wac; e>: �re " ' · ed by area r"c i dent� for 
our p ropof]al to locat e the , ' o-c al led 'l'nSt, rou t e through a 
c orridor approximately tw o miler, "outh of the town of MaXVi11e . 
The BPA propoc:ed line go eD through the town of M8,xville , wi thin 
one-half mile of 18 reci d enc es and a 22S lot platted Bubdiv1eion. 
I t  then proc eed" through about eight mile" of private ranch 
land in the we s t  Flint C r e ek Valley. Our c orri d o r ,  on the other 
hand , d o es not go wi thin one-ha lf mile of any re sid enc es and 
would crOGS l e , 8 than tw o m i l e s  of p rivate land . It would add 
l e :o "  than five m i l e n  to t o tal line length . As ment ioned aboye; 
our yroposal to ut i l i z e  thi [l  c orri dor through mOetly federal. 
land ha<J r e c e ived almost unanimouc; ,'uppal''\. by the c i t i zens 
of thi s are:.' . 

We have been :.;truggl ine for ove r  two ) . , onth:: now to mot ivate 
the BPA to s eri ou sly c onsider a rou t e  south of Maxvi lle ,  and 
they are obviously not doing '-'0 and have no intention to do Ii;( 
in Lhe future . Up unti l  now , they have been u"ing the eJ\:cuse 
thJ{ , they c annot c on s i d e r  any al ter�,tives in our area until 
the draf t EIS Wa', publ i shed . Now I ,hey l'ny that they oannot 
c on: , i d e r  any ,,1 ,ernati veu unt i l  af' t e l' the public meetingu aa4 
unti l  all public c ommen c s  hctve b e en received . In other c a13e� 
such a:c in the Di t i ng of the Gold Creek " ubs tati on , EPA respOJlued 
to public pre,, :cure pri or to the final EI:' , :;0 we know that in 
fac t i t  can be done if they are prop erly mot i vat e d .  We feel 
that they are p1anning on 8tonewr;11.i,ng uc . 

Evan Jlarret hn:. b e en of c on :c i d e rClble helT' to UfO in our dealings 
wi th , the EPA "nd the Fore"t ervi c e  on Lhic; mat t e r .  However , 
We feel a t  ! hi r  time thr· t we U Y'C in di r'c need of I� O I 'e dlI'CCt 
aid f rom our ena L o r : '  "c'  you und oubtnblv know , f: epre:centative 
Pa t Williamc ha: o ma d e  pub l i c  hiD :mpport for our c aUGe by 
wri ting a letter to BPA ( c opy herein enc l o" e d )  and by making 
ano ther statement to Lhe M i " " oul ian I n .t week ( c opy encloeed ) . 

1'his kind of Hupport hac., been recogn1�ed and heartlly �j,lprQciatcd 
by folks in this are a .  However , it 1s apparently goi�jG' to ' 
take addi ti onal pre8sure before llPA b'lgina to tElkO '\If!,, ''''Cliiont' lv . 
the type of preseure that we feel you q!Ul apply. li'Qr, ,1t' i,6 
obvi ous from looking at the draft ,E!;, (in whic,h fll:!�blutclY' nu' m.ent ion is made of even the existenc e  of res1dencep 1u ,Jlia;r.vTflc 
or of rMcheE in the west val ley ) and from Bl'A's :!.Jnc,tion .:i.z, 
response to previ ously received publiQ i�put frOJl) thH{, .lltea, 
that they int end to use

, 
B� method tllOY o&n in, orde,r,' to,: ,C QI1'j;i wie 

to J ustify :an unjustif1able lle8lll"nt tl'.l"<:,0)1gh Mnxvil,lfl" , , ' 10 this 
what \Y e ,  as vot eI's and taxpayers deserve'" We tnink .nQ'I;, Il:u.d know that you agree . ' 

'rherefore , we feel that now i t  the time for BcUon On ycni,r 
pnr t .  The BPA needl' to Ovono ourl�ed to provide -l\ N"l';Il Ut:l)l'J, 
viable r('uting I:outh of Mnxvi llc baued upon our prO)JOtll''" ':()1'rirl-:.�·. 
'l'h i c: routi ne al ternntive 'lhtJu.l.iJ be made public P.£f2.!'!:. ,out' puLlie, 
meeting EO that public comment cun be directed to t>. n:il>101,·'UJ.C 
al ternati ve , as IVell as to the BPA preferred rout e .  '>')'l:tc; i '" 
o nly logi c al , ninc e we already ho,d a public moetina ' !"r" 'i; d c:: ', 
the BPA wac:; informed of 01,lI' reac ,ions to their currtn ;; JJ1 0.:',,, , ,, l'�, 
rout e .  �hi " iu e!pec i u l ly true 1n light of the fne t ' i ll:.t :1", 
drl1.f t EI�:, contain£! eo li ttle i nformati on pertaininG tp ,mr (." i" , . , 
'J'here i" s t i ll one month unti l Lhe Bcheduled publiQ Jl,cilt;inc; ,  
Dmple time for EP A  t o  develop a Dew rout e .  

1'hank you very much f o r  taking the time to listen to C1U" COr.',' 0�'nB. 
�, e lUay be f\ rmall c ommun i t y ,  but we, the omu11 tc;.\l;, �;,: , ,1c1cW":' 
and rallcherr-; ure true "era.nn roots'" Montbnnna , .  ana .t!1fJ ,W'14ourri; 
of nliena tion fllref1dy engend el'ed by the cnll ow1 trl,llt;J"lI\.' 
thot we are rec e i v i ng on the part of the EPA h!lc ar,;3()1'00 ; i]' u" tl'1 .. tod , 
and alienated us al l .  You , as our elected repre'pontati VO, ,tT: 
the Congres o  s tand a3 our main hopo in ge t tinc the Db, ; ,6 1'1'(1, (. :':11 
agenc y ,  to give Uf' a fair shak e .  AG one of W' ouid ' tho , 0 thu,: dr.] 
af t er the draft EI�, came out , "Th1u 10 just , pl�in goverlI!1lC,nt 
tukeovcr " . Pleafl e help Uf: to maintain the standar(lc , and i<1":,,1 ,, of dc:mOCI'Hc y ,  mi nority righ t s ,  and freedom ' g1,laranteed by 
O ,)J' e onrti tut i o n .  

�lhLnking y o u  in advanc e ,  we remain, 

3 enclosure::; 

cc :' George Eskridge 
Charley Mi ller 
Jack Fi ncher 
Pat Duffy 
Evan B��rret I.. 
G o V'ernol' Il' ed �l chwinal;lJ.L 
Leo BUITY 

Mike C oonev 

V ery l'ruly Yours , 
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Senator Max Baucus 
U . S .  �lenate 
Washington D . C . 20510 

Dear Max , 

March 2 3 ,  1982 

We are writing th i G  letter to appeal to you to help Uf) in our 
c ontinuing efforts to protect our homes and property and that 
of our neighbors from the BPA 500kv powerline . As you are 
aware , a public meeting was held in Drummond , Montana on February 4th in which unanimous support was, expressed by area 
residents for our proposal to locate the so-called Taft route 
through a c orridor approximately two miles south of the town 
of Maxville . The BPA propooed line goes through the town of 
KaxTill e ,  wi thin one-half mile of 18 residences and a 225 lot 
platted subdivi sion. It then proc eeds through about ei�t mil •• of private ranc h land in the west Flint Creek Valley. Our 
c orridor, on the other hand , does not go within one-half mile 
of any residences and would c ro s s  less than two miles of privat. 
land . It would add le£s than five miles to t o tal line length. As mentioned above , our proposal to utilize this c orridor 
through mootly fed eral land has received almost unanimous 
support by the c i t i z en" of thio area. 

Max, many of UB well remember when you walked through MaxTiU:e 
several years ago on your ·walk to C ongres o " ,  and we are ce� 
that you simi larly remember s e eing our area , learning about � .  
and mee ting with the peop l e  here . W e  are hopeful and confid.n� 
that you will not forget U>' now that we need you. And we 
aurely do need you :now , for we are begi nning to realize in 
no unc ertain terms that the BPA i G  attempting to "forget" us 
in all ways possibl e .  We have been c;truggling for two monthl!l 1WW 
to motivate the BPA to seriously consider a route l!Iouth ot 
Maxville , and they are obviously not doing GO and have no 
intention to do co in the futur e .  Up unt i l  now , they }11 ...... b.en 
Ufling the excur; e that they cannot c on<,ider any alternatives in 
our area until the draft EI' han been publ ished. Now they sa::! 
that they c annot c onsider any alternatives until after the 
public meetings and until all public c omments have been rec.iT8d. 
In o ther cases such a" in the si ting of the Gold Creek Sub
station BFA responded to public pressure prior to the final 
KIS , 00 we know that in fac t it cnn be done if they are properlT 
motivate d .  We feel that they are pl annine: on "tonewalling us .  

W e  have been working c l o s ely with your aide , Mike Cooney, and 
•• really apprec iate all that he has done for US .  He has been 
especially helpful during 01IT c ontinuing efforts to work with 

the m;FS in order to loc,',te a propoc : e d  l i ne south of Maxvill .. 
which would most adequately mitigate their ec ological interests 
as pertaining t o  their role as pro Lector 01 the Deer Lodge 
Nati onal Fores t .  We alGo apprec i a t e  your effort in directing 
some of your questi ons regarding BPA ac tivi ti e s  to Maxvi lle 
area i osue s .  However , we reel nt thic time that we are in dire 
need of more d�rect aid from our Senat ors . AD you undoubtably 
know,. Repren entative Pat W i l l i am , '  has made public his support 
for our cause by writing a letter to BPA ( c opy hereby enclosed ) 
and by making �nother " t a t ement to the lili " " oulian last week 
( c opy enc losed l) '  �'h i r: k i nd o f  ,:upP(Jrt hr.:: been rec ognized ana. 
heartily api rep iated by folk : ;  in thi ,' area . However , it i s  
apparently goirg to take [Jddi tionri,l pre'3cure before BPA begin!" 
to take u:; c e ri ously , the type of w'e',,;urc ,hat we feel you 
c an apply. For , it i e: obviow: rrom looking at the draf t EIS 
( in which absollutely no mention i "  made of even the exi stenc t. 
of residences iin hlaxvITl e or of ranche" in the w e ; , t  valley) 
and from BPA ' s' inac't ion in re : ;pon" e to previously rec eived public 
input from thi" area , that they in �end to u'"e any method they 
can in order tp c o nti nue to j u : :tify an unjustifiable s egment 
through Maxvi ll e .  I s  thi:: what w e ,  w :  voters and al' taxpayers 
des erve? We think not , and know Lhat you agree . 

Theref o re , we f eel that now i : :  the time for action on your 
par t .  The BPA needs to 'l3"eencouraged to provide a reasonable , 
viable routing �, outh of Maxvi l l e  ba,;ed upon our proposed 
corridor . Thi" routing al t ernn Live ::hould be made public 
before our public mee ting >c o  tho t pub l i c  c ommen t c an b e  direotecl 
�ea"onable alt erna tive a;; w ell R': to the BPA preferred 
rout e .  �'hi8 i u  only logic "l , :dnc e we al ready had a public 
meeting in which the BPA wac informed of our reacti ons to their 
c urrent proposed rout e .  Thi<' it' ef;peci ally true in light of 
the fac t that the draft EIS c on :.ai nfJ no li ttle information 
pertaining to our area . There i r: :till one month unt i l  the 
scheduled public meeting , ampl e  time for BPA to develop a 
new rout e .  

Thank you very much for tak i ng the time t o  l i u t en t o  our conc erns . 
We may be a small c ommuni ty , bu ' w e ,  the omall town residents 
and ranc hero; are true "gra" " root,, "  Mont anan" , and the amount 
of alienation lalready engend ered by the c allous tr:;atment that 
we are receiving on the part of the BPA h",; angered , fruutrated , 
and alienated ur: al l .  You , as our elec ted repre" cntative in 
C ongre"" D tand aC' our main hope in getting the BPA , a federal 
a.gency , to give U" a f 8 i r  , ' hak e .  A,' one of U" ,' n i d  the other 
day af t e r  the draft EI!3 came out , "Thi s i e :  ju:,t plain government 
:;ak eover" . Plea"e help us to maintain the "tandards and ideals c:' I!emoc rac y ,  minority rights , and freedom guarant eed by OUT 
c onstitution. 

Thanking you in ad vane e ,  w e  remain, 

V ery Truly Yours , 
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Lee T a v e n n e r  
S t a r  R t  1 
Ha l l , Mon t a na 5 9 8 3 7  
D e a r  Lee : 

WASH1NG10N. D.C. 20!§10 

Ma r c h  2 4 ,  1 9 8 2  

I am s o r r y  t h a t  I w a s  una b l e  t o  p e r sona l l y  a t te � d  t h e  
mee t i n g  t h e  G :a n i t e  A l l i a nc e  h a d  w i t h B P A  a n d  t h e  F o r e s t  
S e r v i c e .  As y o u  k n ow , E v a n B a r r e t , my F i e l d  A s s i st a n t f r om 
B u t t e  a t t ended an d e x pr e ssed my c �n c e r n s  a bout the  pr opose d 
pow e :  l i ne s i t i ng be i n g  don e  by the  BPA a n d  ot he r  f e de r a l  
a g e n c i e s .  

I be l i eve that p r o j e c t s  l i k e t h i s  shou l d  be unde r t he 
S t a t e ' s  F ac i l i t y S i t i n g Ac t .  That i s sue i s  c u r r e n t l y  be i n g 
c on s i de r ed in a f ed e r a l  c ou r t  c a s e .  Common s e n s e  d i c t a t ed 
t h a t  t h o s e  who l i ve c l o s e s t  to t h e  l i n e  l oc a t i on a r e in t he 
b e s �  po s i t i on to g i v e  k n ow l e g d b l e  g u i da n c e  to t he a g e n c i e s  on 
the be s t  p l a c e  t o  put i t  in the i r  a r e a S .  Tha t  i s  why I have 
i n s i s t e d  t h a t  the F o r e s t  S e r v i c e ,  B PA , a n d BLM work c l o s e l y  
w i t h l oc a l  r e s i de n t s  s u c h  a s  your se l f  t o  i n s u r e  t � a t  t he  b e s t  
pos s i b l e  l i ne loca t i on i s  s e l e c t e d . 

I be l i eve that B o n ne v i l l e  s h o u l d  be requ i r e d  to m a k e  
paymen t s  in l i eu o f  t a xe s t o  c o un t i e s  w he r e t h e i r  powe r  l i ne 
is c on s t r u c t e d .  I w i l l  c on t i nue  t o  w o r k  in t h e  Senate to 
ma ke t h a t  c hange i n  t he  l a w .  I n  the  mea n t ime , t he N o r t h w e s t  
P ow e r  a n d  Plann i n g  A c t  that pa s s e d  i n  1 9 8 0  a l l ow s ,  but d o e s  
not requ i r e ,  the BPA t o  ma ke i mpac t a i d  payme n t s  whe r e  B P A  
a c t i v i t i e s  h a v e  i mpa c t e d  a n  a r ea . I have a n d  w i l l  c on t i nue 
t o  p r e s s  f or payme n t s  t o  a f f e c t ed a r e a s .  

A S  Evan ha s t o l d  you , I have a s k ed both B P A  a n d  t he  
Forest S e r v i c e  to pay a t t e n t i on t o  t he r out e  r e c ommended by 
us . I have impr e s s e d  upon them my be l i e f  t h a t  t he  l i n e 
shou l d  a v o i d  the Ma x v i l l e c r o s s i n g ;  t h a t  i t  s h o u l d  a v o i d  
p r i v a t e  l a n d s ;  t h a t  i t  should a v o i d  v a l l e y  l a n d s , e spec i a l l y 
f a rm l a n d s ; that i t  s h o u l d  avo i d  c on c e n t r a t i on s  of l i v e s t o c k  . 

F u r ther , I have a s k e d  t h e  F o r e s t  S e r v i c e  to add sev e r a l  
c r i t e r i a  f or t he i r  I D  t eam t o  w o r k  w i t h .  These c r i t e r i a  
w o u l d  g i v e  more c on s i de r a t i on t o  huma n a s pec t s  such a s  
av o i d i n g r e s i de n c e s  • 

s/YI 
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Lee Tave n n e r  
Ma r c h  2 4 ,  1 9 8 2  
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The most i mp o r t a n t  t h i n g f or t he i mmed i a t e  f ut u re i s  to 
ma k e s u r e  y o u r  v o i c e  is hea r d  at t he Dr ummond hea r i n g  on t he 
Dra f t  E I S .  

I n  c l os i n g ,  I w o u l d  l i k e t o  r e i t e r a t e  wha t I have 
c o n s i s t e n t l y  sa i d  t o  t he BPA, which has o f t e n  i n d i c a t ed t h a t  
i t  d i d  n o t  h a v e  t i me t o  c o n s i d e r  t h e  v i ew s  o f  t h e  people o n  
th e l i ne l oc a t i on :  " The t i me w i l l  be t a k e n  t o  d o  t h i s  t h i n g  
r i g ht , or i t  w i l l  n o t  b e  d o n e  a t  a l l . "  

I l oo k  f o r w a r d  t o  w o r k i n g w i t h  you and t h e  a l l i a n c e  a n d  
hope t o  b e  a b l e  t o  pe r sona l l y  mee t  w i t h y o u  i n  t h e  n e a r  
f u t u r e . 

B e s t  r e ga rds . 

S i n c e r e l y , 

(#-� 

ETJ-21 

Honorable Max laucla 
lutte Fidel Office 
10 .... 256, Feeleral Bulldin& 
Butte, Kontana 59701 
Dear Senator Baucu. : 

March 29, 1982 

Thank you for your let tar of March 17 concerning your conltituent Aclale Furby. 

I eliel receive a letter dateel February 4,  1982, from Ma .  Furby expu .. lns her 
appreeiaUon for O\Jr attenelance anel parUcipaUon at their February 3 .eUng. 
Upon receipt of her letter, I a.sumael that it vaa meant al a lettar of appre
ciation aDel a r.iteration in writing of the Granite County Allianca' a podUon 
.. etated tha pr.nou8 evanlng. I elle1 not conclude that aha """.cted ,.. to 
Anner. 

Durins the veek of March I, vhUe vorkinl in Spokane , I raceiveel a call fr01ll 
tha Hi .. oula office noUfyinl _ that Ma. Furby vi.heel to talk to me. I re
turned her call ancl vaa queaUonacl .. to vby I haeln' t anavereel her February 4 
letter. I aaiel that I thought ahe vaa juat reemphasidng tha AlUance ' a  
posiUon for the recorel and v . .  not expecUns a n  anaver. Sh e  abo . .  keel vby 
I hadn ' t  anwerad the letter abe aent to tha U.S.  Foren Service vitb a copy 
to me. I atated tbat I coulel not anever a letter on behalf of the Por .. t 
Service anel .. lumecI that tbe copy of the Foreat ServiCe letter v .. for my 
information only. I eliel agrea to anever her letter addreaseel to ,.. but .. keel 
if ahe woulel allov .... to vait unUl I returned to Hiaaoula the next veek. 
She inelicated that thia vould ba- acceptable. Ma. Furby ' a  latter to me and 
e copy of her letter to the U . S .  Foreat Servica 18 encloaed for your 
info ..... Uon. 

Subaequ8nt to my d18cu .. lon with Ma. Furby, I va. notifieel by our Portland 
office that there va. going to b. e Garrison-Spokane project ataerinl COlD
mittee .... Uns held in Hiaaoua March 9 to establl8b concurrence on the 
beat _y to eleal vltb 8uggesteel change a in the Maxville area. It .eemeel 
eppropriata to delay my rIOaponae to Ma. Furby until aft�r tha neerinl 
committee meetlng. 
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The steering committee met as planned on March 9 and 'Was attended by repre
sentatives from BPA. USFS, and the State of Montana . It was the agreement 
of all present that 'We should not �ake any commitment to a full I .D .  team 
evaluation of the Maxville,'iisi tuation until we had completed the public com
ment period on the Draft tts for the Garrison-Spokane proj ect . There was 
a concern by the members that it would be outside the EIS process if BPA and 
the other agencies began an evaluation of a l t ernates not presented in the 
Draft EIS before the public had a chance to examine and comment on the draft 
dOCUlDent . The agreement by the steering commi ttee was later concurred with 
by the Bureau of Land Management representat ive by phone. 

The afternoon of March 9 and the day of March 10, I and other BPA staff 
spent visiting congressional staff in Missoula and Butte to info� them 
of the process we felt committed to in relation to possible routing changes 
in �he Haxville area. I also discussed these procedures with Carlene Nimlos 
and Mike Cooney of your staff on March 15 by phone . All of the congressional 
staff we visite." with seemed in agreement with our procedures . 

I called Ms. Furby on Harch 11 to discuss my answer to her letter. She was 
not at home , but I talked to Lee Tavenner� her husband, and told him that I 
was preparing an answer to her lett�r as we had agreed the week before. I 
stated that I was going to essentially Bay in the letter that BPA had to go 
through the public comment process before BPA and the other agencies could 
decide what action was needed in the Haxville area . I also indicated that 
in the letter we �ere going to offer to meet with representatives of t� 
Alliance at their request to review the information presented in the Draft 
EIS and to explain to them how they should use the EIS "to their advan"tage 
in preparing comments on the Draft EIS .  

I completed the answer t o  Adele Furby i n  final fonn o n  March 1 6  and mailed 
it from Portland on the same date. A copy of my letter to �dele Furby is . 
at tached for yOU! informat ion . 

I would like to take this opportunity to provide a chronological record of 
my communication with Adele Furby and/or her husband for your information . 

August-September 1981 : Prior to September 9. Lee Tavenner visited the 
Missoula office. Lee stated that he and his wife were looking at some 
property east of Maxville ( Section 10) and wanted to know where the route 
through Haxville was proposed . I showed him the proposed routing on our 
office map. The proposed line was north of the property he was negotiating 
on but was still in view. He wanted to know the possibility of moving the 
line. I stated I woul d  have to check with our reconnaissance engineer� 
Lou Driessen. and we would get back to him. 

September 9, 198 1 :  The Hissoula office called Lee and stated that Lou felt 
that we could not make a major revision of the line without increasing impacts 
through that area. 

November 9 �  1 98 1 : Sent a l e t t er to Adele Furby acknowl edging her let ter 
concerning the Garrison-Spokane 500-kV Transmission Project . 

December I ,  1 98 1 :  Lee Tavenner was in the off ice from 1 0  a . m .  until about 
2 p . m .  asking questions concerning the Garrison-Spokane proj ect , �he power 
supply situation in the Pacific Northwest , the need for the Colstrip plants , 
conservation, power flows , aluminum conservation practices and a host of 
other associated questions . Gordon Brandenburger of o�r Kalispell o f f i ce 
assisted in responding "to some of Lee ' s  question s .  Prior to this meeting 
I had loaned the Missoula office copies of Colstrip documents to Lee for 
his use in developing background information . 

I suggested to Lee during this meeting that if he would like to get a group 
of Maxville area residents together we would be glad to meet with them and 
answer quest ions on the proj ect . 

January 1 9 ,  1982: I called Lee and encouraged him again to set up a meeting 
with the Haxville group so that we could answer their questions and provide 
information about the Garrison-Spokane proj ect . He stated that he wanted to 
meet with us and the congressional delegation at the same time . I stated 
that would be fine if it was soon ; if not , possibly we could have two meet
ings--one right away with BPA and another with the congressional sta f f  when 
their schedule would allow. 

(Sometime around this date and before the February 3, 1982 meeting, the 
Granite County All iance asked the U . S . Forest Service to evaluate a route 
approximately midway between Haxville and Philipsburg. BPA representatives 
were not contacted by Granite County Alliance nor the Forest Service concern
ing their alternat ives . )  

February 3 , 1982 : BPA , USFS and congressional staff representatives attended 
a meeting in Drummond conducted by the Granite County Alliance to discuss 
routing of the line through the Maxville area. Charles Hiller, USFS, dis
cussed the USFS evaluation of routing alternatives south of Haxville.  

Tim Hurray of BPA emphasized in answer to questions by the Alliance that 
(BPA) would review information by the Alliance in deciding what action to 
take in relation to Haxvi lle routing. Hr. Murray also emphasized the impor
tance of the comment period following release of the Draft EIS in relation 
to possible changes in Maxville routing. 

Hr . Hurray stated that because the draft was already in the final stages BPA 
would enclose a cover letter with the draft discussing routing issues in the 
Haxville area. 

I trust this letter provides the informat ion requested in your letter of 
March 1 7 .  
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If I can be of further assistance . please do not hesitate to contact me at 
our Hi.Boula office. 

3 Enclosures 

CE/BPA:GEEskridge : ah 

ec: 
CE/BPA-AC 
D. SChaUB ten - ";AE 
J. Frid, - EH 
C. Clark/L. Bradshaw/R. Eddy - ET 
W. KvarBten - EV 
T. Murray - EVHE 
G. Brandenburger - on 
Official File - ETJ-21 

Sincerely. 

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY 
GEORGE l ESKRIDGE 

George E. Eskridge' 
Projects Information Officer 

United States Senate 

March 3 1 ,  1 9 8 2  

Ms . Ade l e  Furby 
star Route 
Hal l ,  MOntana 5 9 8 5 1  

Dear Ade l e : 

L-MX-3- If 

S e n a to r  Baucus received a response to the i nq u i r y  
he m a d e  on y o u r  beha l f .  Enclosed please f i n d  the 
letter from the Bonnev i l le Power Adm i n i s t ra t i on . 

P lease review th i s  letter and contact me should 
you have que s t i on s  o r  comments regarding the 
con ten t s .  

I received the letter t o  Senator Baucus , dated 
March 2 3 ,  and apprec i a te your keeping me in formed 
of your e f f or t s . ' As soon as t h i s  o f f ice receives 
further i n formation we w i l l  be back i n  touch w i th 
you . 

Aga i n ,  thanks for stay ing in touch . -s� 
Mike Cooney 
S t a f f  h s s i s t a n t  
Room 2 5 6 ,  Federal B l dg , 
Butte , Montana 5 9 7 0 1  

e n c l osure 

'OJ/';( 
MAX BAUCUS Montana 

Washington, D C  20510 
(202) 224-2651 

Montana Toll  Free No 
(1) 800-332-6106 

Cornml�ees 

Environment and 
Public Works 

Finance 
JudicIarY 

Small Bu�ines$ 

BIll ings 
657-6790 

Bozeman 
586-6104 

Butte 
782-8700 

Great Falls  
761-1574 

Helena 
449-5480 
Missoula 

728-2043 



� 
tv 
o....J 
0> 

Mike C o oney 
S enator Max Baucus 
Hoom 256 , Fed eral Building 
.i�u t te , Mt . 59701 

Depr /(,ik e ,  

L-MX-3- F 

April 2 ,  1982 

Thank you for your l etter of March U which acc ompanied a 
c opy of a l etter Max rec eived from George Eskridge , dated 
March 2 9 .  '['his letter contains many stfJ t ements which I 
c onsi der to be either innaccurat e ,  misl eading , or downright 
untru e .  Therefore , in order to set the record straight , I 
w i l l  l i s t  below the errors �e I e e e  them . 

Paragraph 3 :  I did not request an answer from G eorge on 
behalf of the Forest S ervi c e .  I reques ted that h e  state 
what BPA " s  opinion waS regarding the suggested new criteria 
wnich were described in the Alliance l etter to the PorOQ� 
�:ervi c e .  

Paragraph five : This is the first notification or knowl edge 
we have ever had regarding a steering c ommittee meeting on 
March ninth 

Paragraph 6 :  After inquiring about possible c onversations 
with BPA personnel with 'yourBelf , Evan Barret t ,  and Pat Duffy , 
I am convinc ed that the primary thrust of thes e converBati ons 
on March 9 ,  10 , and March 15 with the congressional aide9 
was not to inform the Aides of the steering c ommittee decision 
-thnt BPA should' not mak e '  any c ommitment to " fUll ID teem 
evaluation of the Maxville si tuat i on unti l  the public c omment 
period was over. Rather, all aides stated that the primary 
c oncern expressed by BPA was to make sure th"t al l of the 
c omments and responses were "wi thin the .t:IS process " .  

Paragraph 9 :  During the September 9 meeting with Lee , the 
m[tin question regarding " the possi bili ty of moving the line
w a S  not s o  vague and general . S pecifically,  since we 
han indicated our intent!on to build both our borne and barn 
very near ths northern boUndary of our property , and sinc e 
at that time BPA maps indicated that the line would go i mile 
north of that line , Lee asked what the chanc es' were that 
the J ine w ould be moved to the south , thus c oming even 
c l 08"r Lo 0= homesi t e .  

'-1/2 
L-MX-3- 'if 

Paragraph 10: The S eptember phone c all mentioned was when 
George cal led to aSElure Lee that the line would not be moved 
to the s outh , and that any changes that �ould be made in the 
l i ne would be in the northerly direction. This turned out , 
in retrospec t ,  to be untrue , as the next map we saw , and the 
I!lo,.,t ' rec ent BPA map we have had a chanc e to s e e ,  indicate" 
p",t the l ine haG already been moved between one-eighth of 
a mile and one-quar ter of a mile s o uth , now c oming only 

a few hunored yards from our homesite . At that location 
BPA indicates the intention to install a tower . 

Paragraph 1 5 :  The Granit e  C ounty All ianc e d i d  not ask the U�,FC; to evaluate a route approJCimately lllidway betWeen Maxville 
and Philipsburg . This ie a c omplete falsehood . 

Enclosed pleaue also find a March 30 letter IVri t ten ,to 
G eorge Eskridge by Lee on behalf of the Allianc e .  I t  
outlines the major points o f  d isagreement that we have \';i th 
Bonnevil l e  regurding their interpretation of the EI8 process . 
Vi e  are hoping th"t Max will c oncur with our int erpretation 
and will be abl e  to enc ourage BPA to uti l i z e  the EIS process 
proper l y . 

Agai n ,  thanks for your b 81j' 

c c :  G eoree Eskridge 
Pat Duffy 
Evan B:; rrctt 

Sinc erely , 

"I r , .  'l (� dl--u,{,V] 
Adele Furby , chai'rman 
Granite C ount�. Alli8nc e  



<: .... � o...J o...J 

M r . L e e  Taven n e r  
S t a r  Route 
H a l l ,  Mon t a n a  5 9 8 3 7  

Dea r M r . Tav enne r :  

L-MX-3- S" 

�Cnite� .. !Dtaies .$ena{e 
WASHINGTON, O.C. 1:0!otO 

Apr i l  1 2 ,  1 9 8 2  

Tha n k  you f o r  s i gn i ng the l e t l e r  s e n t  t o n,,, c onc e r n i n g 
p ro b lem s i n  y o u r  a rea w i t h the Bonnev i l l e  Pow e r  Adm i n i s t r a t i on ' s  
t r a n s m i s s i on l i n e .  

A s  you know , my s t a f f  and I have been wor k i n g w i t h the 
G r a n i t e Coun t y  A l l i a nce a n d  other g r oups c onc e r n i n g  the problems 
men t i oned  in your l e t t e r .  I a m  v e r y  conc e r n e d  about the r e po r t s  
I have had t h a t  B P A  i s  n o t  b e i n g  r e s pon s i ve t o  l oc a l  r e s i d e n t s '  
r e c ommenda t i on s .  

I have i n f ormed BPA t h a t  r expect i t  t o  use the c u r r e n t  
c omment pe r i od 1 . 0  r e s pond s e l l ou s l y  t o  proposa l s  o f  people i n  the 
Ma x v i l l e - Ha l l  a r ea . Th i s  means that BPA must do more than 
e x pl a i n  i t s  opi n i on s  a n d  r ec e i ve comme n t ; BPA must show some 
f l e x i b i l i t y and c h a n g e  i t s  p l a n s  a s  n e c e s s a r y  t o  meet l oc a l  
n e ed s .  

A s  you c a n  g ue s s ,  BPA c on t i nues t o  a S s u r e  me that i t  i n t e n d s  
t o  be f u l l y  r e spon s i ve .  The o n l y  way t h a t  I c a n  i n s u r e  t h a t  t h i s  
i s  t r ue i s  t o w o r k  on each problem and i dea on a c a s e -by-ca s e  
ba s i s .  I h a v e  i n s t r uc t ed m y  sta f f  i n  Wa sh i n g t on a n d  Mon tana t o  
do j u s t  t h i s .  

I apprec i a t e  your t a k i n g  the t i me t o  s i g n  the le t t e r . I am 
e nc l o s i n g  a c opy of a r e c e n t  sta tement I made in the Congr e s 
s i on a l  Record c o nc e r n i n g  l i ne s i t i n g  probl e m s  in case you have 
n e t  r e c e i v ed a c opy by t h i s  t i me . 

w i t h  be s t  pe r sona l r e ga r d s , I a m  

S i nc e r e l y , 

E n c l os u r e  � �  c c : G e or g e  E s k r i d ge , BPA 

<-t l r2-
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PAT WILLIAMS 

WIUTIt"" DlITIIICT 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

WASHINGTON. D.C. -20515 
COM .. '�I:', 

EDUCATION ANDLAIIIOR 

INTERIOR 

Adele Furby 
Granite County Alliarnce 
Star Route 
Hall , Montana 5 9 8 3 7  

De a r  Ade le : 

Apr i l  1 6 ,  1 9 8 2  

Thank you for your letter and your kind words of 
March 2 3 .  .r also was disappointed that the Draft made 
such l i ttle reference to the s i tuation in Maxville . 
I understand that you have requested a copy of my re
cent letter to BPA ' s  Dire; ccr ::J£ Land Resource s ,  Mr . .  
Wes Kvarsten . A copy is enclosed. 

I am sorry that business in Washi ngton will not 
allow me to attend the mee ting in Hal l on the 22nd.  
please be assured that I continue to monitor the EIS 
proce s s ,  and will continue to urge BPA to seriously 
evaluate alternatives to the centerline location 
near Maxville.  I have passed on your kind thoughts 
to Patrick. 

Be st regards . 

i ncere l y ,  

;y-
Pat W i l l i ams 

Enclosure 

THIS STATIONERY PRI NTED ON PAPER MADE WITH RECYCLED FIBERS 

4j1r:, 

WUHINQTON OI"P'ICEI 

'US � "" LDI_ 
W"'H'�. D.C. IOSI. Tu..uttcIM.(IOl) U5 .... Uli 

TQLI...-P'AE£ NUM.,UI 
'0400-S3i-41I77 
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Lee Ta v e n n e r  
S t a r  R o u t e  
Ha l l , Mon t a n a  5 9 8 3 7  
Dea r  Le e :  

Apr i l  3 C: .  � 9 8 2  

Tha n k s  f o r l e t t i n g  m e  k n o w  o f  y o u r  op�cs i t i on t o  the 
Bon n e v i l l e  Power Adm i n i s t r a t i on p l a n s  to l o� a t e  t he i r  
h i g h - vo l t a g e  powe r l i n e n e a r  t h e Ma x v i ! l e  c ommun i t y .  

A f t e r  r e v i e w i n g  the i r  E I S a n d  y o u r  c omme n t s ,  I f i n d  
a g r e e  t h a t  t he i .  p l a n  i s  u n sa t i s f a c t o r y .  Acc o r d i n g l y .  I w a n t  
t o  m a k e  s u r e  some o t h e r  a l t e r n a t i v e s  a r e e x am i n ed . S i n c e  
Cong r e s s  h a s  n o  r i g ht o f  a pp r ov a l  i n  t h i s  i n s t a n c e , t h e  be s t  
w a y  I k n ow o f  t o  pu t p r e s s u r e  on t h e  B P A  i s  t o  h o l d  appr ova l 
b f  t he i r  r i gh t - o f - w a y  on f e d e r a l  l a n d s  i n  a b e y a n c e  un t i l  
a d d i t i on a l  c on s i de r a t i on s  a r e  made . 

I ' m e n c l os i n g a c opy of the l e t t e r  I s e n t  t o  t h e  Ch i e f  
o f  t h e  F o r e s t  S e r v i c e  f o r t h i s  v e r y  purpo se . I i n t e n d  t o  be 
e spec i a l l y  a dama n t  a bout t he po i n t s  r e g a r d i n g n e a r by 
r e s i de n t i a l  a r e a s  a n d  good c r op l a n d . I hope we G a n  c on v i n c e  
B P A  o f  w h a t  I ' ve b e e n  t e l l i n g  Mon t a n a n s :  The r e ' s  t i me e n ough 
to d o  t h i s  r i g h t  o r  i t  won ' t  be done at a l l . 

B e s t  r e g a r d s .  

S i n c e r e l y . 

E n c l o s u r e  fP-� 

1/30 

ETJ-21 

BoDOr ab 1. IIu; Baucua 
Butte Fia14 Office 
Federal BuildiDt!, 1\00111 256 
lIutt. , Mont.... S9701 

Dear SeDator Baucu.e: 

May 11, 1982 

l1>eak ,ou for your April 13, 1982, letter concerDiDt! ,our co ... tituent Adele 
Furb,'. r .. po .... to information I had predoualy provided your office. 

My r .. pon.e i • •  ddressed by par.graph number .e outlined in Ma. Furby' .  
letter o f  April 2 ,  1982, t o  Hike Cooney o f  ,our Butte office. 

Par.Fr.pb 3: App.rently I ai.understood Ma .  Furby ' .  reque.t during our phone 
cou"e.r.ation of the week of March 1 .  I iDterpreted har request to _an lIlY 
._dDt! the U.S.  For •• t Service (USFS) letter; not to prorlde • •  tatement 
of 1o ..... i11. Pover AdminJ..tration·. opinion on the usn criteria ueed or to 
b . .... 4 ill IIftluatiDt! routina .1ternativ .. in the HlIXvUle .re • •  

Par.E.�h s: l1>e Card eon-Spoke ... project .teedng cOlllduee ia • combined 
F.deral St.t • •  gency worUng collllllittee eatabliahed to : I) coordinate agency 
effort. lD the EI& proce •• , 2) resolve common agency coneerns, 3) review the 
environmental studies , and 4) lD4intain open communication between the agencles 
durlDa the lIS process. The ateering comm!ttee meetlDas are io-house working 
....aio ... aDd .. . uch are not .dvartiaed to the public. 

Paragraph 6 :  The pr1mAry reason for the meetings be�een Bonneville Pover 
AdminJ..tration (IIPA) per.onoel .nd congresBional field .t.ff on March 9 ,  1 0 ,  .nd 15 v •• twofold . I) t o  .... 1Le t he  field auf{ aware of the ateoring com
aitt .... dec1oion on how beat to addre •• potential chang .. ill routing, 
eapeclally the Haxvi1l. oituation; ... d 2) to .dvise the field repr .. entative. 
of the dr.ft public involvement plan following releasa of the Draft 81S. 

P.r.E.pb. 9 .nd 10: Annette Hard. of our Hisaoula office called Lee in 
reference to po8sible changes in the Kaxvllle area. Baled on infonnation 
received frOll Lou. Driesllen, ou.r reconnais.ance enginear, she indicated that 
tbe line woul4 probably � be IIIOvad farther Booth in tbat area. lIa.oed on 
concerna expreased by another landowner in the area, Lou hall recently changed 
the centerline .ligbment in that area. 11110 recent alignment doe8 bring the 
line cloaer to the Tavenner property .  
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ParaEaph 1 51  ... ad 00 CODvenatioua betveetl BPA eDd USFS pan""".l. it vu 
., uD4erataudiD& that the Alliance had originally .. ked that a route epproEi-
... taly ata..ay betwean Kaxville and 1'b11il'abura b. evaluated . 10 your letter to the IPA AdaiDiatrator deted January 22. it vae atatad that local r.aideota 
io tba Marollle ar .. aun .. tad BPA atudy a route approdmate1y Ida..ay betveetl 
MaroU1e and Philipaburs. It _y be that tMa w .. DOt a auggutiOll by the 
A1liaDee , but rather . auggeatioD propoaed by local reaidenta and aaau.ad by 
varioue USFS and BPA peraonnel to ba a 8U�g8.tioD origioatiD& frOD the A111aoee. 

I truat tb1a latter providaa the iDformatioo requested iD your letter of 
April U. 1982. 

If I CAD be of further ••• tat.nee. plea •• do DOt be.it.t. to contact .. .  t 
our �.oul. of lie •• 

GEEskrldse :ab 

ee: (w/ 4 / 1 3/ 82 l e t ter from Baueus) 
CE/BPA-AC 
D. SchaUB teD - AE J. Frick - EB 
C. Clark/L. Bradshaw/R. Eddy - ET 
W. Kvarsten - EV 
T. Hurray - EVHE 
G. Brandenburger - OKK 
Official File - ETJ-21 

SiDeerely. 

c:,\� · · ·  - � ·:"<:u �;! 
C�C;, : :  E E�.r,t� i)GE 

Georse E. Eskridge 
Projeeta IDformatioo Officer 

Unltea )tates :.enate 

May 1 9 , 1 9 8 2  

Ade l e  Furby 
Lee Tavenner 
Gra n i t e  county A l l i an ('(' 
S t a r  Rou l e  
fl a I l ,  MOll t a n a  5 9 8 3 7  
Dea·r Ado 1 e and Lee : 

L-MX-3-Sl 

I h � ve received a respons0 t o  on(� o f  the recent 
inq u i r i e s  Senator Baucus made on your beha l f .  I have 
e n c losed t h e  l e t t e r  from George 8sk r ; dge . 

MAX BAUCUS S/l9 Mon .. n. 

Wash;ngton, D.C. 20510 
(202) 224-2651 

Montana Toll Free No. 
(1) 000-332-6106 

Please review t h i s  i n formation . As alway s ,  should 
you h a ve any que s t i on s  or comme n t s , please ge t back in 
touch with me a t  t h e  B u tte F i e l d  O f f i ce .  

Commntees 
I m u s t  apo l og i z e  that a reprcscll t a t ivQ f rom 

our o f f i ce wa� not a t  the mee t i n g  you had w i t h  Jerry 
F r i ck i n  M i s s ou l a . I un derstand that P a t  Du f fy was 
t h e re and I have d i s cus sp.d the mec t i n g  w i t h  both Pat 
and Je rry _ I found out j us t  y e s t e rday t h a t  our 
Missoula s ta f f  person was llnabl� to be there . I f  
you would l i k e  t o  d i scuss any aspects o f  t h e  meet ing 
I wou l d  be happy to c a l l o r  set Uf) an appointm�nt i f  
you shou l d  b e  i n  t h e  J�ut t(� a rea . 

hope t h i s  i n forma t i on is h e l p f u l  and p l ease 
do not hvs i tatc t o  ca l l  or s top l)y t h0 I� utte O f f ice . 

/crtJ� 
Mike Cooney � 
S ta f f  A s s i s tant 

E n c l osure 

EnVironment and 
Public Works 

Finance 
Judiciary 

Small Busmess 

Billings 
657-6790 

Bozeman 
586-610'1 

Butte 
782-8700 

Great Falls 
761-1574 

Helena 
4'19-5480 

Missoula 
728-20'1J 
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2720 Special Uses 

Garrison-Spokane 500 KV Transmission Line 

o.� January 28, 1982 

To Forest Supervisor 

The Forest L D .  Team met on January 25, 1982, to consider additional alignments 
for a portion of the Garrison-Spokane 500 KV transmission line. The portion 
s tudied was in the area of the Flint Valley and Haxville. 

A request by people in the Maxville area prompted the consideration of additional 
routes. Those routes s tudied were between Jones Mountain and Eight Kile Creek. 

The people in Maxvi lle had indicated a corridor extending be tween Jones Mountain 
and Strawberry Mountain as a possible location for a new alignment .  Their 
reasons for requesting a new alignmen t were as follows : 

1 .  Avoid the populated area o f  Maxville. 
2. Place more of the alignment on other than private lands . 
3 .  Avoid agricultural and t imber land between Gold Creek and Harvey Cabin. 

Lines considered by the LD. Team are shown on the enclosed map . A copy of the 
petition is also enclosed. 

Those on the I. D. Team are listed below: 

Gilbert Vigil 
Howard Challinor 
Earl Williams 
Dave Ruppert 
Boje Nielsen 
Hike Pateroi 
Phyllis Ha rshik 
Charles Hiller 

During evaluation of the four alignments shown on the map, some potential problema 
were identified. 

Line A - This alignment was determined along with Lou Driessen of BPA during 
earlier studies. 

Line B -

m 

General comment s :  
1 .  Additional roads for construction and maintenance o f  the line would 

breach elk security areas from Gold Creek to Boulder Creek, especially 
along Eureka Ridge and Black Pine Ridge. 

2 .  Wa ter quality standards could be exceeded at the Head of Little 
Gold Creek, the crossing of Swamp Gulch, and Boulder Creek . Exceed
ing of water s tandards would be caused primarily by road construc
tion and use . 

3 .  A portion o f  the line west o f  State Highway lOA would be visible 
from Philipsburg. The line along to the top (of Black Pine Ridge 
would be visible from many d ifferent areas . 

Forest Supervisol Page -2-

4 .  The line along Black Pine Ridge would be a visual contrast to the 
skyline . Some visual contrast would be experienced in the area 
of Gold Creek. 

5 .  Lack o f  existing roada would maximize the amount of new Boil 
disturbance from about Gold Creek to Black' Pine Ridge . 

6 .  A road system could be developed in the area from Gold Creek to 
facilitate access to the transmission line and to National Forest 
lands. 

Line C - General comment s :  
1 .  A s  with all alignments i n  the area of Harvey and Eight-Mile Creek , 

road construction would cause the current water quality to be less
ened until the roads stabilized and were revegetated. 

2 .  New access roads t o  towers from Sunrise Mountain t o  Eight-Mile 
Creek would improve access to the National Forest lands . 

Line D - This alignment crosses some steep topography . making the location and 
construction of access roads difficult. 

Other alignments were projected, and then dropped from further study because of 
dif ficult topography, such as the west slopes of Eureka Ridge , Horseshoe Basin, 
both sides of Flint Creek, Smart Creek, Henderson Mountain, and the slump areas 
along Maywood Ridge, and the mouth of Gird Creek . Steep topography and associated 
impacts to the Forest resources caused alignments through these areas to be 
dropped from further study. 

The four alignments shown on the enclosed map were evaluated in terms of the 
"Hust Criteria" developed by the L D .  Team at earlier meetings. The "Must Criteria" 
are those Forest concerns that must be met and/or be capable of being mi tigated 
during location of a transmi ssion line. 

The "Hust Criteria" are as follows : 

1 .  The centerline must protect the special wildlife areas, including elk winter 
range and security areas . 

2 .  The centerline must not cause the State water quality standards to be exceed
ed because of tower placement and/or road locations and construction. 

3 .  The centerline must maintain the current water quality. 
4 .  The centerl ine location must capitalize on opporttmities to integrate new 

access roads into the Forest transportation system. 
5 .  The centerline location must use landscape features to minimize visual im

pacts of the facilities. 
6 .  The centerline must minimize texture and color contrasts with the facilities 

and with the landscape. 
7 .  The centerline location must protect allotment boundaries and range 

improvement .  
8 .  The centerline location must minimize areas of soil dis turbance . 
9 .  The centerline location must maximize use o f  existing Forest openings . 

1 0 .  The centerline location must avoid the highest timber production areas. 
1 1 .  The centerline location must minimize impacts to private land uses . 

The above eleven criteria were given a numerical ranking by the L D .  Team. Each 
member of the I . D .  Team ranked how well each of the eleven criteria were met for 
each route. Each member could use a ranking of ( I )  to (5) . with ( I )  being the 
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lowes t  score , and C» Del.ng the highest Bcore. The rankings of the eight team 
members were then totaled for each criteria and then for each route. lbe higher 
the total Bcore, the better the alignment met the criteria developed. 

IfiJST CRITERIA RANKINGS 

Must 
Criteria Line Line Line Line 

No. A B C D 

1 25 9 27  32 

2 33 10 3 1  2 3  

3 34 1 1  31 23 

4 10 38 20 27 

5 38 8 34 23 

6 37 9 33 22 

7 26 23 24 25 

8 39 9 31 2 3  

9 40 14 31 25  

10 33 8 2 7  19  

1 1  8 37 20 2 2  

TOTAL 
RANKING 

SCORE 323 176 309 264 

Recommendation: Based on the "Total Ranking Score" .  it is recommended by the 1 . 0 .  

1 .  

2 .  
3. 

4 .  

Team as follow6 : 

Line A is the preferred alignment ,  should the "South Route" be selected upon 
completion of the Environmental Impact S tatement. 
Line C ia acceptable BS an alternative to Line A. "e Line D is minimally acceptable as an alternative to Line A. Line � does meet 
much of the crit�ria identified by the Maxville people. 
Line B is unacceptable. 

Forest Superviso: Page -4-

This recommendation will be presented to the Philipsburg District range permittees 
on January 28, 1982.  

�/'/' Qfk' ��LER4 
Project Coordinator 

Enclosures (2 )  

cc: Dan Heinz 
Joel Marshik 
Ron Hanson 
Gene Alden 
1 . 0 .  Team Members 
Evan Barrett 
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Line 

A 

B '  

C 

0 

Total 
Segment 

Length 
(miles) 

3 1 . 3  

4 3 . 8  

32 . 3  

34. 2  

Add it ional Da ta 

Dif ference 01£ ference • 
in in 

Len2th from A. Cost 
(miles) (Million $) 

-0- -0-

1 2 . 5  1 1 . 0  

1 . 0  0 . 9  

2 . 9  2 . 6  

PETITION 

\{e'" the undersigned resid e n t s  of Granite County horeby request the Bonnevillo 
Power Admini stration to re l ocate the Pl'oposcd southern route of the t)o(in 500 XV po)o(erl1.ne 
so a::; to cross Flint Creck. sever<tl m l  le g south of I-l'lxville . 

P r i n c i pal Objecti.ons to the pOH'cl:llne bJ lng located on tho prs6snl B-PA 

r i p; h l -of -H'ay near Drummond are that the -route i� too close to populated aroas , 

that the routo cro s s e ::;  t o o  much agr� cultural land, and tho routo orosses private 

!:a thor t:1a.Il public land . The southern route alternatlv,e ...... as dralt(ld in responso 

I. ()  these obj8 c t l o n s. .  however the southern roule as currently located by tho BPA 

Amount )-lii::> a l l  the ,-;a:ne problems a�5 the Drummond route .. 
Private 

Land ( 1 )  It d o e s  not a v o 1 d  popUlated are a S I  instead it passes almost d irectly ovor t h o  
(miles) 

populated area of Haxv ille . 
1 3 . 0  

( 7 )  It O O C 3  n ot avoid privolte agr icultural and t imber land betwoBn G o ld Cre e k  
5 . 4  

ann H'lrvy Cabin. 
10 . 4  

( ) )  I t  1 s  not primarily o n  public land , almost one-half o f  the l l no betweDn 
9 . 8  

C , ) 1 d  ;';rcok �jllb:, lat ion Llnd Hi_lt'vyCo.btn i s  privato property. 

Reloc�lting Lho proposed 50ulhurn route approximately midway betweon 

"lax v D 1 8  and philip5burg woulo al most e n t i rely e l i m inate objections one tvo and 

t!lree l i sted abov e l  

( 1 )  I t  wouln avoid o ssen t ially a l l  rcsir! e n c e s . 

( 2) It would a v o � d  almost 0.11 private a�ricultural land . 

( J )  It IJould t:e almost e n U . rely on publ l c  land . 

Althoush our proposed route would l::e slightly longer and 30me)o(hat more 

co�tly to bu i ld , we the people )o(ho must l ive' w i t h  t h i s  line for the remaindor 

of our ]_ives strongly be l ieve that t h i s  woulo t:e a much smaller � price to 

pa,y . Uut'  proposeo more sou Lhet'n rou t tng wou) d offer a r:e.a.l al ternat i vc to the 

Dr"ulnJnor;-l route . 
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Thi�> Resolution was u n o n l mously ad opted by the members of the Grani'le""County 

All i�l!lcn at the January l 'atl !'1e f" t i n f, J  

T h e y  are a5 f o l l ows ! -

�{..��:e 
Ad c l  r'urby ( Chairman) 
Lee 'faven:1er ( Asst . Chairman) 
��v e ] (�r.a ADder30n ( Secreta!'y) 
Gonion �'o::;tet" ( a�; ."; t .  Sr!crctary) 

��:'�:l;::U l;����s ��:��:U��::l"urcr 
�Jil I:] ;),� n r :  1 s 
n 1 1 1  :)f�un:'"  

"1 � ' 1 �  b:-t-;Cl Conn 
Lc()r.a:rd J .  C onnors S r .  

L e :").'1 . l f1J  J , 2 o;,�:ors J r .  

P o.  t Pe lTY 
Arthll1:'" j{o 1 beck 
;';yaYl K(;l h:ck 

/ �!lkp :':onn 
; ..... l ! l r,.t Led het ter 
:' t L a  Cuon 
l1.,try fi v:ir:ers 
::';h;lrJ l� :_; H. !)rir.e;lc 
Yril:1K ;"':d rlbj  l l i g  
:';:u·" j 1.. . Ca:;�; tdy 
E ' � : " I: ';,l � · ; � d y  
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of Add1 tional Alignmcntf: fOJ the Gan i " on"::' poknne 500kv 

,Tre.nDm1G,�10n Lim, Lhrough M n x v i l l "  Area 

:;t . 
2 .  

11) .. , , \ c .... ,i d O t' )  1> i ,  O U I  OI (:f l " l T()d Toutj,nr, nro a .  

Li no U,,"p lUlJ-J.' c o"ld 1", " p  rlc c , , , ,tfi u l c  [ll t crnut!ve t o  line E 
'PI'oyi d e e !  DOl!1U mir:o ... , f I O J U' tn�elitf ,"'i cre mad e ,  Line C-plus-1J 
dO en 'fully Ille" L OU1' IO" j o r  rc"uir ernent that the line avoid 

'l ' 8 " i denccn . 

3 .  Any movement � o  the north of l i n �  C-plu8-}; 1Iould be 
abc: " lutoly WlUo � eptl\bl c .  

4 .  Line A i t:  unacc e ;,tuble . 

� "  Line C 1:,; W18 c c e : ,tr.1J l n .  

6 .  l,ine Jl """ neV.;  [' ;" , ' ; ,  , ,, t e ' !  by W' . 

0 ouunent}'� on .tt ( ·  1,lo !' c  t 1 ' 1  ' l '(- ; ' iil ' (:v: l U;·' l. i o r.l of uro1)o . e d BPA 
-PDv!er) .. i n c  routQ j. n tfJe l',': e..xvj 1 J ( 'J r L f  

,1 . Avo i d i n{� J " e :  i d t:nc u s  i t ll ( '  r. o t innortn.nt c ri ter1:�., 
dH1 , ,))Qu l "  b,' c' d ,' � d c r i t ,, , , } , ,  Ii l ?  Uf;e;o ' t e(\' r" t i ngs 'Q� 
line',A : 8 . line 1l : 4 0 ,  l i n e  (: : 11 , ' lJ' Line i1 : ,3 5 .  

, 2  . '/later " u ; , 1  i, t,',' bl l l l c1 n o t  be ] t ,  t e ,l tWio e ,  ' .s o  cri ter1a #3, 
, J1<nLld be cl il , j "c , i, · , ( i . 

3 .  "'I a \. e r '  ' :uc' ,1 i Ly ' n> ' G O ;, ] d i , '  ! , u ! 'l)', ln C e  are direc tly related 
uriq . . : hO 'J,in  C O Vn C ; (  o r1 < :  c 1'i t e ri,,, , 0 e l i  t c r i a  /1-2 or' #8 shoUld be 

e 1 i fi\inat ed . 

4 .  ,Vi ' WO, I, i:n , , ' IC C h o u.ld not b , '  I i  t�;(J tw i c e , [;0 c r i t eria 

,ii6, , ' :':1191.lld 1)0 d lOl i r" t e l' . 
"1 . ' ·n,'·.(� o� ·  '."l�.: n-!:J;J." ( :  j " o : ' C' " 'lel ' 1 ,W shouJd br- maximizeb.{i but 

v :',: '� 0'"1'" no.,·ural .�· o r c ;  t () ! l (:yJin{:. hOl.l l rl bp , minimi z � d .  BecfluC'e this 
n i.etirlcti on l �' n o t  rr : u 1 p ,  c ; ' i  t V l  i ;:: #'9 ��!�Ol.l l d  bf� revi ·Jed or 

e l:,illlinatc ri  • 

When' "(;11c ab ov(� ;·I ( ; J u. taent t o  the cri t eri o.  are mad e ,  
c r i  t cri11 #3 , 116 , liB , ano .If') n n, d i lnine.t ce d , " c d  cri tori" /fl2 i 8  

aifr,eC: . rJ." o t a l  ran" :j nr: C Ol C .  , 1 1" 1 ' :  

L i n e ' A  18 1, U )l "  Ii 171 l,i n (] C 191 Li ne  D 20'5 

}k' cd Q.n the " c or (II , 1 i  no JJ  i t h e  environmentallv 

prefer""d ,,It' '1'[, ' ; t '\ V(' . 

: : tr t!eprl; ' . :; ' h o u l r ! r; o L  1 . 1  

o ther c r i  t e r i r '  ,)U l I, o r e t h  1 .  
t · , , :  m o t · (; 1 ; ) " '0 :  t : : n t  th" n all 

1. r; <; :1 t ( ; ;  r" ;.i T�  O,! '  " e n  th" l e a l ',to 
u��e!'ul D.ren. for o t h e r  ':"JUl'PO c. ( c ;!1., L l f; ,  w i l d l i f e , r�c re8.ti OJf., 

:timbeT prOQuc t l on ) " lH' ti1 C l'81 0 t''' t eer t errE,in s )lOul d not be 
e liminated from con ·i (; (.r�, t i c D  ro r  nro n o  e el J'out e �� w  "b' o r  thi f'J 

l" caco n ,  rout(;, ttl:. t " ;�r(J n o t  c on � : i d ( ' ""!'(;d uy the 11> '[' oeIn bf)ORll · : P.  
o f  s t o epness L".hol.l.l d b(� 1"' c c o n  i c3 r  l ' U)  ; J l� d  ,·; tud. i c d  fuy·ther . 
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; C : ' l' C�:: .. � rl'i e , 

(: 'r:C": Gr,,:nl :, c l; C)'t;r. t :\· .1 L J. :  n<,' ( 
f c : ' y ("!u'�' : , t, t. C' L I ' D" " n ' :  

.r' {�bru'· r,}T � ,  I Yb) 

. ;  t �:r 

')1� � :; l ,i };  e t c: ( 'Y  c : , 'j : , .  , :'('c j :  1 ;  ( :Y!  
. c .l � OL ()U �· :"-.: b ]  i c  rlr or. 

}l el>!'ur'ry ? T{; � ',\' 8 ( ' x : )c(' j � : l '; �{ : (' CYE; O;)J" ('" L : �  to [: C : ' Y' Gf y .... i 1 .  
\,, � .l L i Il{Z11 8 ;' : '  t o  y' C - (!v:'.l d:!  � '  1 h z: c ri 'l C Y' i "  1 .. : ' (; ( :  :< '  ';: e LJ ' 0 ,  : i b l e  
r{)utir15�' thl'01J.p:t: -:',he 1I , : � xvj l 'l e  ; ' nd \'. c :  1 ,  v: 1 ! cy ['1"(:[: 8 .  

i�!!c l o � ' c d  i f� :1 C ODy of our ' 1, L I;rr.cr; t  of 1:' 0  :. t i O I! V: ; .< ; ;  uD" n j :rrOll. � ly 
!)[� , ' f-' e(: ..-, t., the !:l 8 r; t i }�{',' , :, , :  ',, (' 1 .1 , , ! ;  ':'J ;r. � ";) II,' "i c h  d e l i n e' , t c r ;  r O YTi l : or 
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'I' t, n c  
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J.. ; ;�vo j d  ; ,� ('Y: t2 , '  1 " r  c :  (; r'1..y .  " / 8  h, lVC 0:otd; � i . ;:l C d  t,.,,, 
nri :'JC i ;'i � � : !'l: ' t, �n, i '! p �'ror:: ;' re : l d t:nc c I : ' :":!-.e ::: j r.i:!lWL 
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(' 2 (� (' :, 1 i : '� r : ' o :,r' ; " ,y . 
" ( " : i (' ! 'j V l  :n:  ' , Y " l  V '  � ( 

,'); ,  � "\" lJ' ' :  CJ 

:J ! :, � ()r: ' .  C l : !., ( · t " : : i , �ro ;'() , !.; "!. r" 
. (Jr. otf�('� '  '�i:; l n  1 ' e  i r. C'r� t j :  l 

::;r..; y 0 1 l e  c ri. teTi i l  i :l�  t C' · d,  0:" �; : () . 

i 1, ;,rc 1.1 '  (�\ ! '� i '  i ! , \ , <: 
: , d f" : u; : t c  ... y re�' , r)c 1  b( '  :. C!', ( ,  :.. 1 : : t y c  

v C ';,t l .l v r: \, 'j � \)Y" :� , r. L ::.r: � � , i.. : , '): r :.. j  (' u i :  : '2.:-'T 
:' .f ' e  v hy 

r'C) ' j ;,' t �\ ': y .  
� � 'J ' ,j / ( ' L  > 0  J j ; r:d \': o � k : ll tLi ' ! C"  

',I e [ ' �'(' � o ol\.ing ( ' () ; ',,;, , ' d  l e) " : ( ) � '; ' i YW ;:: 0 ;' 0  c l o  c ] y  V:i 'v!l you i n  

G h p  fl) ',�U'C o n  :..h i �  ( '- ('',[; · , 1; '  t'j u": , , 'nrl f c: e l  c onf i n e nt tr; : '  
j j ' (' ;,, �; : �,()rr. : tJ� ' , t 1,': c: C ' ll C ()f':: () u n  " :i :.L r;ru. t, irw 

','; I � i c 't: ... ; :  � .l be ; ;, c r '( ;  l " � ( , : ' o r  [' J 1  c on(� 

i TiC ( ' j ' e ] :r' , 

atl4.:& � 
; , 1 " :" Url);y' , cO �"!::( n ��,; ;,;: ...., �  co'IY:"J':-'vY I �J  J j : ' r:c (' 

: nr;' 

G.1 ;�Ili t {' ....: o unty All i r..: n c e  

t.:� l. CiJlC l i t  of l�o ' i  t i on 

H egarding Jnnu[I!'Y 2b . IY!l? i ' O r-C . t crvice I . !� .  '[' cam hYaluation 
of Addi ti on.ClI /,ligrvJ cnt" for -the GrTf i r' onASpokone 500kv 

T ran:lmi
'
G " i o n  ],ine thl'Oll{';h r,. " xvi l l e  Arc a .  

1 • Line ( C OI T i cl o r ) J, 1 ,  Q llI prcfCi rcd rou t i ng  areCt . 

2 .  Lino C+pluD-]J c 0lil" l,c c.n ac c 0 ptflblc al t ernative t o  line E 
pr'ovid ed n o u e  m i r o J  �� d j u t..r;: C l , t. C  \'jere mnd e .  Line c-piuo-u 
ct o e c  fully m e , " , a u :  ::ln�j ()r  I (' I ' ui r e:nent thr�t the line avoid 

r e u i c1 cm c (' : ,  

, 
3 .  J�ny movcl.i.cnt 1,, 0 tho: n o r'll} of l i ne C - plUft-l' would be 

nb�' olut c l y un� : c c l' �; t :l. l) l e .  

4 ..  Li ne A i : '  unn c c (� .  1,: ; 1; 1 (' . 

5 .  Li ne C' i u n t c c e ' 1., · t, ' ( ( , . 

6 .  Line ;J 1 : '. v· : !  ' .  , C) t ,  b y  U" . 
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1 1 0�': , : Y'rl C h> l l j no r '  

l L "j .1. i c :  hu ' ,:r 1 " �!:r (; l '  � : I ' l t j Or. 
! ftl. J '..' . h.l � 't' J 0. r :, '  11;; 5 9(-; �h 

C: : 1 0'. ' : ; r'd : 

1" ( ' :J.: U:  r:.,' 1 1 ,  19B ? 

i " }wn.1( YiYU i ' o r  :ne c L j nr-. VJi t il U: f i v e  ; ! : , L'! : . ' J  ) �ll. ·Ly .. � l l ,  ; . C ( '  
c :) �· 8 : · c n t.,'1. L.. i v c �; q'ucf� d ;_�.y .k' eo . �) )"Cr� ) · (j j nr (' 

T),:::' o , ' o :: e d  D O': crl i ne I"OU L c �� r rlr� ', 'j  L ; ,  .. l l C  (; : C oy;c C" n " . j " h  

C V :  '. . "l O r .  

C I i t Cl·i n . ;'1' 0 (. th (·- , : ;..:":'c c of l 'C V]  el l ,  J ]  (, D':I ( '  0 :  T. : ! ( '  :) ] i : . c  1 I )' 1 
c onC Cl'n� ' v·;e d i cc u ' : :  cd ":i th Y O t  h e r e :  

1 .  L c c n  t ern;.i n i r e :1 C!'' t ' l l y ! c ·  i'. ('r1�.� ;' I:.(;' 1 c 
V � � ! u(l �d e  l;: r.c; 2Dt :  [: oul(� be f u L : ,Y  c o n  j �  ( '� L" " ()l  .--: o': c :  l i n (: r 'ou :, c �  

2 .  '_'he l o ng ranc,8 c o :  t ;--3 o f  t l � i  �'0.', :c :- · l J.y! ( "  ; '0 h:..'[� e , ;:,r.(� 
: ' h o ;.,�l d n o "", be i nc r c n 0(1  Lo ::.v o i r: tll(' "j [ .1.: : ,i v, · L;V r:-F' L 1. cr o::',!r>-ti::l{, 
C Ol: �", I lJ.c t i ur.. C O  

.1, . 1 :!.··j,v; L c  l 'T :! o n  b o t h  tIl( '  c :  t 1 " (  ,, " t. i . '  
V :  c y  l)l: y : ' : '  f:J; . J o r  J '0 1 ('  i n  eLL c :  ! V i ; l,'- r :, ( . r " i. L C .  

tit . } · ov .. r c l ' l i n ( ' .  �:Loul d b e  ] O C ; ] t c c1 j n ·i. � n - :  .. (� ( f C j  (" t, Q , ' c: :r: i ll{" 
uch ;� . c l e: rcut:' , but. " ho u J (� ; v o i d  n: \ ,uf" : l  ! ' o )" ' ( t o i )('ni T\'� 
":) c; h  c\.. In:' IJ  Di r}� an,,: me;: (1 0'"'' 

J .  v h o f "L c :r·-t, c 1 ':::' 1, : (' U . ' f� (' o r � y j.n � 1 . ( ,  �:: i (' - 1l!;:. " I I  r. ... L- :--: ' , 
·'.) C ;  : ; 1 0 Y·"\.- :" 0 ' ::: c :  1. j :  � ' "  :' : : l �  t J j �� l f C T" T lO"/Cl ,: j I T  

t 1 , ' ; : 1  O el  : 0 .: '  , :. . '.on{"cT" f,r;' zlnr c '  ' O l �  O J  "l e '  � ·-� ·(),LU:(·t .  

6 .  l � o [.;.r: 0 0  e z t cnc� onto th c ri (/rT OU"l ! !\ , e  oJ' } rinc c t o c  J 

;- .n"' tl: c } ' c  a r c  num erOUf., r O p. G f; througLout  : : c  :r�:. ' :'- 01' c O .1'1'i (1 (; / E .  
'1.  ,'b\.' �)o\: c r l i Y! C' i ;  vi� <u . ..  l J :l 
e .  r ;, 01'  rTI� i :_ "..;};,ro'\;(::': \ .'j t . )  

h i ( : :l C:!1 ...... :! O '  1. i r: C D l :.- i l; O l  :S o  
r on t l l) c t i 8TI 111 t ;  " r e;: , 

t: c i r  :'0 1 (;  \',' :" J 1 (� i:_ i r: i :  h ,  :)U1, ; . ! ] (' :" O T C "  t r ! V·. C (  . Il" �.: ( . l (' c ;  1 
' j ( 

o t 
j, l !  h o ve '1.,:' i::; )Yl: ' {," e:  �JJ , (� I � j  
1 i n(: fr)l v cr','; j on:-- '\ 1 I :  

t j, ( , ,L l r�(  ', ' j l , h o l o  ::t i l": j. � , :L ?'; e  � , (; ( 
'd C' ; " C ( ' � c o ni ' i c; ( ' ! ; l. L:t· �, 'y C' �  

i. C ll .l L i e  
C C  ': c 

,, " 1 '; 1 

J .: ; � '  

1 1 l('\ " j ,VC:1i c; c .  
� ,  C:! ...!... (J(; ; " i  c )  o r  

· j. e l;. L l, � (.: 
" I : . ( C 0),(; , ! ! . ', 0  

i i L t  J e;�li, i n  ::: 0 1 (: (. c �v: ' U  L :;l(� Y t  c ��  1 C:::J ' . ; (' C' 
. \ � ! C; ; .  C C O :;-:C �.Tn. F e , 01' C OtlJ (' , j.y; (l i t 'i c I', l. " :. 1 \ 8  (' C�l ,.J j nu: 

i r: Ol,, ! '  ori ,-:i.. r.� : l  DC; [,i t:i o n ; ' 1 :( :  i Yl J' e t ' . !j  � . e '\. :" (  l '  1,, 0 (; 1 : '  r.L i f:  -: 1] c: : J 

l i;0'�:(fV 
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c O ' li c or '.:h j c};  . rr� cnc l o �� (' r: .  
" e � i O  ';� -u I '  th( I '  ',' e ; !!:l ' . · fuL ( !on. · j ( i L i arl 0 1,1 1 (':  c: 

CY' r:·i. j 1 :J "covc h e .�.� -·ful t o  

V i c  ;,:,Dn, 
r;h;:rl i c  ; 'j 1 .1  or 
;';Vc ' r: : r  ; �YT C -;'; : 
] " ;-:.  '; �}u.:·fy 
I ,  i;:c C o o ney 

G f ' O l'!:; C  �� > ; : :r ' i ( : r c� 

: ·��· �_' �;I (j� \} J);CJ j,1.\\"" ""'--
I,l . . L f' C  " ; ' VCnL () Y  

t.. r r:t C [�; :I ) Il 

G l ': ' n "j tc �; (n.tnt.'.: .U l i : - :' c (' 

Charl i e  I,,'liller 

Pro j ec t  C oordinator 

U '  }\ , PO Box 400, }' e d ern.l Bui l d i ng 

Put t e ,  �ont�nG 59703 

De"r Chr; rl i e :  

B'ebruary 22 , 1982 

I undertc,nd that th e }'o r e s t  I::J �' ei11ll met February 17 

to evaluat e s ome powerline rout e : '  i n  the I"i2�xvi lle are a ,  anc. 

that you are in the proc e " s of prepnring a report froL1 th"t 

Io e e t i ng .  

'--'he Groni t e  C ounty Allj anc e wau.Ie <2porec i p t e  an 

o pportuni ty t o  revi ew n.nd c orn:Jl ent on thc re'Jo:'t before cny 

f i nal rec orrun end 2�t i o n  i f' mad e to the forest supervif'or or to 

the I'ormevi l l e  }'ovl er Admini r:tr8 t i o n .  

Fublic involvement ,'hou l d  be a n  int cp:ral part of the 

e valun t i o n  nra c e ,  f' , and revi ew o f  the In r.:.l e 8JTJ ' C  pro po:..� e d  

r e c oIfLtl endh t i o n  b � f o r c  the r e c om.!',end8 t i o n  i �' f i nal i z e d  i s  

e '  ential t o  any meani ngful public involvemer:t . 

c c :  Evan Bn rret "l, 

Mik e C o oney 

i'a t " JUffy 

G e o rge L, kri d ge 

(' �ero� 
'CJ (",176 J\"� jCr.h�X'\�Q/, 

F .  L e e  �laven: er 

a r  i r;tant chairman 

Grani t e  C ounty Allianc e 

/,-'p�v"J-"" ?-j ?-�!� 'Z--
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l ro j ec t  C O OF :i J ,  
u; }I\�; J 'O J..:oY. 00 , F f' I , (  J "  
1 :11::' I. e ,  J,7"l, . 5 7 \  

C l' {;]:: . ;.'l. L '.; , 

\'1 8 are y,r i ting L ! J :i . ·! c L �  � ( ' CPC 01, r " :-; (  
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Jack Fischer 
Lolo Nati onal Forest 
Bui lding 24 
F ort Miss oula , 
Mis s o ula , Mt . 59801 

Dear Jack , 

, FOl'l�i S�r>�>I ' ch 
" LOLO � " , .:.�.'J" .�,. :n ;T 

. M!.-:"'C\· ''J" : .... (,. , ", ,' ',.J, 

MAR 1,5 1982 I RECEIVED 

11 , 1982 

On behalf of the Grani te County Allianc e ,  I would like to 
express to you our apprec i a t i on for your a t t endance a� the 
mee ting Wednesday morning . Also , we appreciate the a, 'sis tanc e 
you provided in putting the meet ing together. 

Vie were gratified t o  note that the various Forest S ervi c e  
representatives present seemed t o  gain a be�ter unders tanding 
of the idea that we are very interested in providing as 
much in format i on as possible which may be rel evant to areas 
under c onsideration for the powerline location. We also 
hope that you were able t o  apprec iate the fact that we welc ome 
any information c onc erning envi ronmental c oncerns so that we 
can better formulate sugges t ions for routing which can be 
the leac t obj ecti onab le environmentally as well as otherwir; e .  

W e  are encouraged that by thi s give-and-take o �  i d eas at 
this stage of the game , an appropriate routing can be given 
proper s t udy at this time . This should help to save a good 
deal of time and work l a t er for us all , since we b o th we and 
the c ongre s s i onal delegation know that the pres ent BFA routing 
through Maxvi lle is politically and soc ially unac c eptable . 

We l ook forward to working with you in the future to s o lve' 
thi s problem .  Again , thanks so much f o r  your very helpful 
a s s i G tanc e .  

Sinc erely , 

A�b�n 
Grani t e  C ounty Allianc e  

�<-<r Po0k. · r-b;..( , 10<.. 53337) 

C harl i e  Mill er 
Pro j ec t  C o o rdinator 
USFS PO Box 4 00 ,  F e deral 
But t e , M t .  59703 

D ear Charli e ,  

March 11 , 198 2 

Bui l d i ng 

On behalf of the Grani t e  C ounty Allianc e ,  I · w ould like to expre s '  
our appr e c i a t i o n  f or your rrt t endrrnc e a t  t h e  m e e ting \'!edne uday 
morning. 

Vie were gratified t o  n o t e  that the various Foreet Servic e 
representatives preGent s e eme d  to gain a be tter understanding 
tha t we are very int cre:' Led in providing as much inf ormati on 
a:.:; po sL': ible wh i c h  may be re l evant to areas under c o ns ider..l t i o n  
f or pow erline l o c a  L i o n .  I', e also hope thnt you W e r e  ab l e  t o.  
re n.li z e thp t Y-i C vl e l c ornc any inform a t i o n  c onc e rning envi ronm c n Lal 
f a c tors so that w e  c an b et t er f o rmul " t e  sugg e s t i ons f o r  
routi ng which c o n  be t h e  le,, :�·t obj ec ti onable envi ronmentally 
as ve ell as o th erwi s e . Vie are encouraged that by thi s give
and-take of ideas a t  thi s s tage of the game , an appropriate 
rout i ng , c r m b e  given pro p e r  ,'tudy at this tim e .  'I'hi s should 
h elp t o  '''lYe a G o o d  d e , , ]  o f l im e  Hnd work later f or ue al l ,  
" i nc e b o th w e  "nd the C U TlCr,, : ; : ;;  onal d eleg" t i on know th,, : , h e  
prec cnt BPA rout Lng t h r (JUgh iI1 c:xvi l l c  i u  p o l i tic " l ly and 
c; oc ial ly unac c ep tabl e .  
Vi e  l o ok f orward t o  workine; with you i n the future t o  s o lve 
thi s pr oblem .  Yi e c upce i u lly apprec iate your sugges ti on tha L 
you c ontac t  tiC, onc e the nCVI informat i o n  brought out at our 
m e e t i ng ye: ; t e rday hflf produc e d  some new alignments for 
s tuay . Agc: i n ,  thank.: fo r your hel p .  

c c :  Fronk � o l o;:lOn�;en 
Vic �; t[�nd�.� 

� ' i nc e re ly , 

��-Ad e l e  Furby , c h,� man 
Gr,'ni te C ounty A l i ance 

, , � �  , ()...... ,,J I "  
I 
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V10 Standa 
Philipsburg Ranger Distri c t  
P\>ilipl!lbu.rg , 
Mt.. 59858 

Dear Vic , 

March ll , 1982 

�ll� you very much for hosting the meeting yesterday. Vie 
feel that it provi ded a good opportinity for an exchange of ��,a,"!,J;Q that we can all do a better job of s o lvil;l8' this 
powarline d i l emna. Di scussions w; to "l�c ement of a power 
line of thi n magni tude C1annot b e  very pl ee.:.m'nt for any of 
us" as the impac·t to the c ountry Gurrounding us will be 
ao sUbu tantial . Howeve r ,  we b e l i eve that the lllore we can 
prOJllo t e  a flow of informati o n ,  the more appropriate solution 
will b e  f ound . Vie hope that y e u t erday ' s m e e ting represents 
the baginning of a fruitful relati onship in thn t r egard . 

'l'hanks again .  ' Please. f e el free to c ontaet me at any time 
regarding this probl em. 

�. S inc erely, A "��'L �� . i;if," 11¥'/) , .1, , /7 ,/1 � "1. , �' 11! :&",.'� . UilA- · � flW4l--_ 
�. +. . �' Adele Furby , c�·l'lllan 

.t I �ld J� �Granite C o unty A1Jianc e 

. . � . � p -./ m fl.'I::a.. fII ":1 /::" ( .. . .  � 
___ I �  vJ/ :  "' ,� 

() 
� �".·I·�� v iJY. ) ill 

so 

2720 Spedal Uses March r2 . 1982 

Garrison-Spokane 500 KV Transmission Line 

Forest Supervisor 

A meeting was held in Philipsburg on March 10, 1982, with the following people 
attending: 

.!l!!!!!!. 
Vic Standa 
Dave Ruppert 
Richard Holleman 
Lou Driessen 
Ty Throop 
Adele Furby 

Lee Tavenner 
Timothy Roe1e 

·Mike Cooney 

Charlea Miller 
Jack Fisher 

� 
Philipsburg Ranger District 
Deerlodge Supervisor' B Qffice 
Deerlodge Supervisor' s Office 
Bonneville Power Administration 
Star Route, Philipsburg 
Star Route, Hall 

Star Route, Hall 
Star Route, Philipsburg 
Federal Building, Butte 

Deerlodge Supervisor' 8 Office 
Lola Supervisor' B Office 

� 
District Ranger 
Soil Scientist 
Engineer 
Location Engineer 
Landowner 
Chairperson, Granite County 

Alliance 
Granite County Alliance 
Granite County Alliance 
Representative for Senator Max Baucus 
Project Coordinator 
Ene rgy Coord ina tor 

The purpoae of the meeting was to exchange information pertaining to possible alter
natives to the South Route in the Maxvl11e area. 

It was explained that the Interagency 1 . 0. Team was using much more criteria for 
determining the environmental impacts than was the Deerlodge Forest I.D. Team. The 
Deerlodge Forest 1 . 0. Team was only one step in the process of evaluating impacts. 
The draft Ers would be available to the public within a short time . All alterna
tives and comments in the Maxvl11e area would be considered as comments' to the 
draft ErS. 

The Granite Col.Dlty Alliance and those in Boulder Creek hoped Bome sort of compromi.se 
could be reached with the Forest Service and Bonneville Pover for a centerline lo
cation. 

Dur1D& the llleeting, a number of items were discussed : 

1. It _ generally acknowledged by all, that the "A" alternative would always 
appear as having the least total environmental impacts on National Forest 
1aD4a. Because of the system used, the longer the line the greater the E!!' . 

"'. bpacts c:auaed by constructing the proposed line. That is , 

. •  �. .UDe. requires aaore access roads, which amcnmts to greater ground 

_ ,  .. " .tc. 
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2. 

3 .  

4 .  

The Alliance and Ty Throop were hoping for a compromise mo s t  bene ficial 
to all concerned--private landowners , I1axville residents,  Boulder Creek 
resident s ,  BPA, and the Forest Service. They uere seeking a "reasonable 
alternative" to the "A" line. 

The draf t EIS will be available for review in March 1982 , making it too 
late for comments to affect the environmentally preferred route in the 
draft EIS. Comments pertaining to the Mnxvil1e area w1ll be accepted as 
responses to the draft ErS. 

The importance of the public commenting on the draft EIS was stressed by 
BPA and Forest Service representatives.  

There were a number of comments pertaining to high impact areas : 

a .  

b .  

c .  

d .  

e .  

f .  

g. 

h. 

Miss the private land in the W� of section 2 3 ,  T .  8 N. J 
R. 13 W. in Boulder Creek. According to Ty Throop and 
Adele Furby, the landowner with private land in S� of 
section 23 could accept the line crossing his property , 
providing it avoided hiR cabin. 

Miss the private meadow land along Boulder Creek in the 
� of section 1 5 ,  T. 8 N . , R. 13 W. (Such a crossing may 
be acceptable, providing the private land could be spanned , 
with no towers placed on the private land, or valley floor . )  

Find a visually acceptable crossing for U .  S .  Highway lOA. 
The best crossing may be somewhere in section 1 7 ,  T. 8 N . , 
R. 14 W. 

Avoid cros sing Henderson Hountain if possible. Henderson 
Mountain is visible f rom long distances,  such as Philipsburg 
and the Flint Valley. 

Avoid going around the south end of Henderson Mountain if 
possible. 

Miss the patented mining land south of Sunrise Nountain 
(sect ions 2 and 3, T. 8 N . , R. 14 W. ) if possible. 

Miss the springs on Ledbet ter ' 9 land in section 1 ,  
T .  8 N . , R 1 4  W .  

Hiss the corrals i n  NEJ..;: of section 3 ,  T .  8 N • •  R. 14 W. 
if possible. The corrals are used for gathering and workine 
cattle. 

1. Miss as much private land along in the southwest corner of 
the Flint Valley if possible because of the prime agricultural 
land and recreation cabin9. 

The location of the liE" alternative would be preferable to 
the " C" alternative in this area. 

Fore.st Sup<!XVisor Page -3-

j .  West of U . S .  lIigh"ay IDA, the pr ivate landowners feel the 
"e" al ternative 1s preferred over the "A" alternative. How
ever , the privata landowners feel the "E" alternative 1s pre
ferred over the "c" alternative, because it avoids more 
private. land with springs, corrals , and proposed mining 
ac tivity. 

k. Maxville is the fourth largest concentration of human popula
tion in Granite County . Drummond i8 firs t ,  Philipsburg is 
second , and Hall is thir d .  

1 .  The l iD" alterna tive crosses an areD. in  sec tions 1 5  and 16 ,  
T .  8 N. , R .  13 W • •  in Boulder Creek tha t cannot be accepted 
by those living in Boulder Creek. A line further to the 
north, but B till in sections 15 and 16 TllBy be more acceptabl e .  

m .  Project some var iation o f  line "n" fur ther to the south, turn-
ing wes t in the Slj of section 23 , T. 8 N. , R. 3 W. (Bee "a" abov e . )  

n .  I t  appears that some compromise o f  alternatives "AI' and "D" ,  and 
liE" may be the bQst location for all concerned . 

5 .  I t  was noted that the Deerlodge Fores t had to cOJIlplete their portion o f  the 
enviroranental proces s .  This would include considera tiOD of any addi tional 
al terna tives by the Fores t I .D .  Team . 

G .  The Interagency I .D .  Team had to complete their assessment o f  any informa tion 
provided by the Fores t I .D .  Team. It may be that the environmentally pre
ferred location would continue to be the Maxville crossing. It would then 
d epend upon the public response to the draft EIS Rnd final EIS to affect the 
agencies ' decision as to location. At this time, the door remains ajar . 

�c tion: 

1 .  Lou Driessen will provide tentative al ternative loca tions to the Fores t 
Service, taking into consideration those high lm.pac t areas identified a t the 
meeting . 

2 .  Charles Miller will contact Adele Furby a nd  Ty Throop for confirmation that 
high impac t areas identified have been considered . 

3 .  Th e  Forest I .D .  Team will appraise all al terna tives , new and old, for their 
effect upon National Forest land . 

4 .  The findings of the Fores t 1 .D .  Team will b e  wr itten up , and copies provided 
to all concerned , includine the Interagency I .D .  Team. 

It was the general feeling of those concerned . that the meeting had been positive. 
Information had been excha�cd , which helped to clarify those problems previously 
identified by BPA, the Deerlodr,e Fore s t ,  and the people living in and around 
IIaxville. 

, , ,",/" .< \ / ,/' "� ' ��/ /' . //,/i/.. (/ --;: / \,':/ /: _ 
CIlAIU.ES W. KILLER 
PI'Qj .Q� CoolaU,al tQI' T� L�tl.d .. r 

c:: .... ,. .A t-t-I'Ir.hecl liR t CHILLER : 1mh 3 / 1 1 /8 2 
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Charlie Miller 

Project C oordinator 

U : :F : ;  PO Box 400 , ]<' ed ('ral llui l d i ne 

Butt e ,  Mont . 59703 

Dear Charli e :  

March 1 5 ,  1982 

W e  apprec i a t e d  th e opuo rtuni ty t) m e e t  w i th you la"t 

W ednesday and w e  feel thc m c e ti ne Wal; vory produc "i v e .  

Thank y o u  for >lending a wri L t e n  cUlllIlmry o f  th8 m e e t ing .  

Your summary c over" the principal c o nc ern:, expre " s e d  a t  the 

m e e t ing . However ,  we would like to c l arify the f o l l owine point n :  

A .  1 .  Alt ernn tive:'  i n  the Maxv i J l e  area were pro n o  . .  e(] pri. o r  

t o  t h e  publication of thc d raft EIS , and numerou:: c omment : : , 

i ncluding the F e b  4 public mce t i nr; i. n  Drummond , were actdre : ; ' e d  
t o  t h e  BPA , t h e  f o r c : , t  ,' crvi c c ,  and t h e  c ongrec' n i onal del ew' cion 

prior to publica t i on of the d raft EI03 . '['he . ' e  cOIlUll entc: w c r e  i ll 
re Dpon: , e  to c8.rJicr BPA ;1nd li'o r c : ' t  crvi c e  maps anc] infonnnti on . 

2 .  At tile m e c ti nr: i L Wa.:  explni ned tha t the I n t er::[':cney 
ID Team han not stud i ed o r  c o m, i r! c rcd altcrnati. v es in t h c  

Mayvi l l e  area , and th: . t  th e d r a f t  Er ' route throueh J,laxv i l l c  i 

not b a D e d  on any c ompaT'i : on of alt erna tivc : in the Mrexvill e " ,' o a .  

B .  1 .  Grani t e  C ounty All i anc e re prenentat ives d i d  n o t  

acknowledge that t h e  " A "  aL ernative has t h e  l ea:.:t to ; 'll 

environmental impact on the Nati onal Fore:; t  land s .  :' ome 

c o nfu: ; i o n  exi : :t : ·  regarding environmental impacts . Our under

:; tand ing is tha t BPA includ e s  impacts to private land and i m lJact 

to re"i denc e ,: as part of th e total environmental impac t : ' . If 
this i c; what in mcant by envi ronmental impac t:: , then alt crnat ive 
fiAtt and .II C "  have very hif,h neeative 2nvironmental impacts .. 

2 .. If im pact�� to r J f'1. vatc land and impacts to r P fd d cnc(' ,  

are not inc lud ed , then t.he informn L i on i ,  not a compl e t e  

environmental analy:: i :> ,  ,md hould i nc l ude d i . :claimer:, to that 

effec t . The limiter! " C O l ' e  of the analy s i s  should b e  mao e c l ear 

so that i t o  f indinp,-c c an be put in per. :p eetive . ), .- . 
" ., ( \ " 

3 .  T h e  Grani t e  C ounty A l l i anc e rec ogni z e e; that 

a l t ernative " A "  involve:, the lea"t 811l ount of Forest S ervi c e  land 

o f  the i d entifi e d  rout e �  i n  the Maxvi l l e  are a .  

C .  I f  i t  would h e l p  reduc e Forec, t  ' e rvic e  resourc e 

o b j ec t i on� , c orridor E c ould b e  relocated on i t s  east ern end 

f rom Princ eton Gulch to the nrea near the W!S ee 1 3 , T8N , R13W . 

D .  The vi sual impact of a l i n e  north through H enderson ... 
C anyon would be worf3e for the lower valley than the vi cmal 

i mpac t of a l i ne over or around the "outh end of H end erson 

Mount ain would be t o  the up rer val l ey ( due to c l o u er proximity ) . 

We hope the Cl e  p o i n t s  of c l ari1' i c a t i o n  will be helpful . 

T hank you. 

cc : Pat Duffy Evan Barrett 
Mike Cooney 

Very Tr� Yours , 

(�J ly \ J j{! ", . .  , ' ,:, \  \ , \,,,d, ,, 
F .  Lee Tavenner 

as ; ; i :;tant chairman 

Grani t e  C ounty Allianc e 
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C harcly M i l l er 
Pro j ec t  C o ordin�tor 
m3FS PO Box 400, F e d e ral Bu:i Iding 
But t e , Mt . 59703 

D ear Chnrl ey , 

A pr i l  8 ,  1982 

On behalf of the GrcLn i t e C ounty A ll i 'lDc c , I WOLtld l b e  to 
thank you for meeting with us on T U C f : day , l1.pri l 6 th ,  i n  ord e r' 
t o  di scu"s rout i ng f o r  th c puwerl ine !", outh of N,axvi l l e .  '.'! e 
f e e l that we hR d a h ei) l thy and produc t i v e  exc hange of i d e a "  
and informati on thrrt should h e l p  t o  produc e improved s t udy 
of the area .  

Last night , W edne l'duy , April 7th , tIle Grani L e  C ounty Al l i anc e 
m e t  and d i scuused the i d em, and the routes whi,ch we hnd d ealt 
wi th TUCf3d .. �y in our m c e t i nr; wi th you. It wan the lUlanimou�--; 
o p i n i on of the I:: emberf3 present that at thi s time we would no c 
l ik e ,  a�3 a group , t o  GO on rec ord nr; being in favor of any 
parti c ular one of the l i nen thrrt we hnd sk e tched i n  w i t h  
t a p e  on Tue s d ay . nath eI' , Vie would l i k e  t o  re- emphas i z e  that 
we b e l i eve that lhe b e n t rout e would lie wi th in c orridor E. 
The members nI n o  "f;r e e d  th: J t  the area in the v i c i ni t y  of th e  
l i ne lab el e d "K " Vlll i e h  1i or; eas t of c orri dor E would a l s o  b e  
an : w c e p t a b l e  are- t o  uti 1 i z e  in devel opinr.; n rout e .  

'll h e  membcr�)hi p w o u l d  furt h e r  'l i k e  t o  G x nre�";] i t f; [l pprce i : tti or .. 
i' o r  your c o ntinu i np, eff o r t" j L  ac t i v e l y  ntud y i ng thi,,", area . 

1'hank y o u  very muc h .  P l a G G e  d o n " t h e ro i  late t o  c al l  o r  wri to 
if you have uny que c t i oDU , fnlr;geDti on�3 or i d eas t o  d i �· c ur, s . 

c c ;  G e org e Evkr'id�c 
Jack FiBcher 
Howard Chnl J i nor 
Pat Duffy 
b'van Barre t t  
Mike C o oney 

Very (i' ru]y Yours l 

J.d C l� C�; 
Grnni to C ounty All � anc c 
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2720 Special Uses April 2 7 ,  1982 

Garr ison-Spokane 500 KV Transmission Line 

Forest Supervisor 

At tbe public bearings in Drummond on April 20, and Philipsburg on April 2 2 ,  
the public cODmlented on the draft E I S  for the Garrison-Spokane 500 KV trans
mission line. Some of tbe public ' 8 comments are as follows : 

1. Locate the transmission line on Federal and state lands -

2 .  

Th e  public continues to state their feeling that a Federal project sbould 
be located on Federal land. This is usually associated with tbe fact that 
Bonneville Power Administration will not be paying taxes or in-lieu-of
taxes . 

Locate the transmission line away from people -

Thi. public feeling is based partly on tbe unknowns associated with 
any possible long range health effects. The folks in Montana do not 
want such a large line anywhere near them. 

3. Do not locate the line on \1aluable irrigated land or farmland -

4 .  

Th e  people are s tating that the irrigated lands and farml.ands support 
their livelihood. Anything that would subtract from their means of 
IIISking a living i. not acceptable. 

Listen to the Manille people -

This concern vas g iven at the Drummond meeting. Because the folks in 
Flint Valley were caus:J.ng consideration of alternatives out of the valley, 
tbey felt consideration needed to be given to avoiding Maxville. . 

5 .  Use· the Southern Route (Taft Plan) -

The folks at the DrUlQlDOnd meet ing were in favor of the Southern Route . 
This vas voiced by the ranchers in the Flint Valley whose land would be 
crossed by following the existing 230 KV line. It vas also voiced by 
the people in Gold Creek, who do not vant to See the line go back across 
the Clark Fork in the vicinity of Gold Creek. 

The Southern Route vas considered as being the least objectionable. 

6. Go south of Maxv1l1e -
This vas voiced by some at the Drummond meeting, and many more at the 
Philipsburg meeting. This item can be related to staying away from homes 
and avoiding people. 

Forest Supervi iIlnr Page -2-

7 .  Locate the line o n  t h e  steeper terrain -

8. 

9 .  

10.  

l l .  

TIle feeling , ... a8 that a line located on steeper terrain W'ould have less 
conflict with any future land uses. Steep terrain cannot be farmed , is 
not usually selected for homcsites. and is not easily logged. Hence ,  
a good use for transmission line location. 

:lose access roads to people -

The feeling was that aCCCS3 roads built to construct the line should be 
closed to public usc. This pertained to private as well as Federal 
lands . 

Aesthetics -
Aesthetics is associated with the visual impacts of the towers and trans
miss ion line . 

There was also a concern \Y'ith an apparent conflict betwcen aesthetics 
on Foderal lands , and the impact on people ' s  lifestyles. To some , allY 
t ransmission line in Montana has an inlpact upon the aesthetic (scenic) 
quality of the state. Others feel that a t ransmission line in their 
vicinity will infringe upon their lifestyle. 

The decision is j udemental and not quantifiable -
According to the people, information contained in the draft EIS is hased 
more on personal j udgment than objective fact. TIlls makes it di f ficult 
for "outsiders fl to under8tand how a decision is reached , why one seg
ment is selected over another, and what the t rade-offs are . 

The process is not as respons ive as it could be -

It was acknowledged that the NEPA process does provide for some input 
from the public. However, the feeling was that the process does not 
p rovide for public impact outside the few prearranged t imes 'lhen public 
input is act ively sought. 

12.  Use Corridor H E" ,  as proposed by the Granitc County Alli<Ul,ce -

The Granite Cowlty AJ.liance states that a centerline within Corridor E 
would cause less impacts than the proposed Southern Route through 
Maxvil le. The impact mps provided in the draft EIS were used to com
pare the two routes. TIle comparison was as follows , and is in tenllS of 
the "E" Corridor : 

a. Wildlife impacts ora reduced. 
b .  
c .  
d. 

Forestry impacts are reduced. 
Recreation impacts are reduced .  
Land u s e  constraints are reduced 
(measured as cost of obtaining easement s) . 
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e .  Erosion Busceptabillty i s  cut i n  half. 
f. Soil mass IOOvcment is reduced . 
g. Cultural resources impacted would be fewer. 
h .  Concentrations o f  people (Ilaxville) would b e  

avoided. 

Page -3-

There were other concerns presented by the people that pertained to taxe s ,  health 
effects, effects on people and cattle, weeds on disturbed ground , and people. 
These expressed concerns can more effectively be answered by Bonneville Power 
Administration. 

The above 12 items listed pertain IOOre directly to National Forest lands, and 
could be inc.Iud.ed in the factors considered by tho. Forest L D .  Tea.m. ;O/.aD�J r=:-w. MILLER 
Project Coordinator 

cc : Jack Fisher, Lola NF 
George Eskridge, nrA, Uissoula 
1. D. Team Members (Garrison-Spokane) 
Lou Driessen 

CMILLER/jmh 4/27/82 
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Bonneville Power Administration 
Transmission Coordination Office 1620 Regent ,  P . O .  Box 4�27 
Missoula, liT 59806 
RE: Garrison-Spokane Transmission Project 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

L-CD-I- G- ', (  

May 27 , 1 982 

I'm very disturbed by the BPA ' s  plans to build a 500,000 volt electrical trans-

mission line from Montana to Spokane. The need for this project has not been demon-

strated, and eince it could prove disastrous 8.Qsthetically and environmentally, it 

should be cancelled. 

Parts of the powerl1ne pathway (especially the Lookout Pass area and Chilco 

Lake) have exceptional scenic value . All of it is beautiful forested country which 

should not be defaced by this unnecessary projec t .  Sacrificing Bcenic beauty 

for a grandiose and not required powerline would be disgraceful . 

I object to the cl earcutting of forssted lands and the roads they would neces-

sitate, and I think it would be unconscionable to deface the pristine beauty of 

Lake Chilco with a powel1ne- an UNNECESSARY powerl ine. The possibility of aerial 

herbicide spraying, which right-of-way maintenance could require, is very distur-

bing. 

Because the proposed powerline has not been demonstrated to be needed, and 

because the construction of it would cause aesthetic and environmental damage 

to this beauti ful and pollution-free part of the Northws s t ,  it should be im-

mediatelly scrapped. 

Sincerely; 

7�� �"7--�,A ---d� 
Marilyn Mangion-Cray 

818 Mullan Avenue 
Coeur d '  Alene, ID 83814 
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George E S K ri dge, P roject I nfo Officer 
Bonnevi l l e Power Admini stration 
T ransmi ssion  Coord i nation Office 
Mi ssoul a ,  MT. 

Dear Mr.  ESKri dge, 

L-MS-l- l �' 'i 
Richard Steffel 
710 S. 4th W .  
M i  ssou l a ,  MT .  59801 

Pl ease accept the fol l i ng comments on the Garri son-SpoKane D raft E l S  and 
i ncl ude them in the record of thi s proceedi ng. 

( 1 )  The draft statement is defici ent in that it  does not adequatel y con
s i der  the poss i b i l i t i es of future transmi ss ion l i nes fol l owing  the proposed 
corri dor. Si nce one of the major goal s of this  project is  to "al l ow for pa ra l lel 
l i ne l ocation shoul d  add i t ional  future transmi ssion be needed , "  (goal #6 , I - I )  
t h e  l i Kel i hood o f  such a n  occurrence shou l d  be expl ored. Thi s  is  especi a l l y  
rel evant i n  that it  appears that the project i s  di rected towards sel ect i ng a new 
corri dor i nstead of us i ng ex i st i ng ri ghts-of -way , and in that the ques t i on of



futu re need w i l l  probably be l eft to B PA (as  it was in the present , unfortunate 
situation ) .  I f  prov id ing  for future l i nes in indeed a major aspect of this pro
ceedi n g  (as is imp l i ed ,  pp . IV-5 and 6, and Tabl e 2. 3 ) ,  the l i Kel i hood and 
i mpacts of such l i nes shou l d  be expl ored and exp l a i ned. In l i eu of a complete 
eva 1 uat i on and di sc 1 osu re , the proposed new corri dor shou 1 d be sc rapped i n  fa vor 
of the use of exi sting  ri ghts-of-way wherever pos s i b l e .  

( 2 )  T h e  poss ibi l i ty o f  future convers ion of the new l i nes t o  di rect 
current transmi ssion is menti oned briefly several ti mes but never adequately 
di scussed. If such convers ion  i s  out of the questi on , it  shoul d  be so stated. 
But if future DC transmission  is even remotely pos s ib le  [as is cert a i n l y  the 
case si nce the l i ne from Garri son west wi l l  be constructed "with the potentia l  
for  convert i b i l ity , "  ( I V-6 ) ]  that potent i a l  and the rami fi cati ons of  conversion 
to DC shou l d  be fu l ly exp l ored and revealed.  

(3)  The content i on (pg .  IV-8) t hat "transmi ssion systems discharge ba rel y 
detectabl e amounts of ozone • • •  " shoul d  be substanti ated . Si nce ozone is a cri 
teri a pol l utant under both the Montana and the National  Ambient A ir  Qual i ty 
Standa rds  and is regul ated by both the state and federal programs for the pre
vent i on of s ign if icant deterioration of ai r qua l i ty ,  the net emi ssions i ncrease 
of th is  pol l utant shoul d be quant if ied .  Support i ng l i terature and IOOdel l i ng 
techn iques shou l d  be specified.  

(4)  I t  appears that the IOO re or less permanent removal of timber from the 
ri ght-of-way and from access roads is  termed a "short-term economic impact . "  
(pg.  IV-l3)  How can i t  be consi dered short-term i f  i t  must be cleared for the 
l i fe of the l i ne?  li Kew i s e ,  is  land used for access roads removed from produc
t i on for "at least a short t i me"  (pg. IV-4 ) ,  or is it  permanent ly  removed ? 

( 5 )  The di scussi on of the possible  bi ol ogical effects of 500 KV l i nes i s  
mi s l ead ing .  The i ntent of the D raft seems to be t o  downpl ay the l i Kel i hood of 
any negative impacts ;  but judging  from the i nformation presented i n  the document , 
such negat i on is not warranted and should not be used to convince the publ i c  
that w e  are safe. F o r  examp l e ,  d i scussion (pg.  IV-22) o f  the Battel l e  N .W .  
swi ne studies  notes that no chromosome damage has been found. But b i  rt h defects 
hav". been found that may be rel ated to exposure to el ectric  fields.  Th is  l atter 
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point is not d iscussed or even menti oned except in the fi ne pri nt of Tab l e  4 . 1 1 .  
I n  fact , the informati on i n  Tables 4 . 10 and 4 . 1 1  revea l s  a number of pos s i b l e  
b i ol og ica l  effects that are not reviewed in  the text , which instead i s  used to 
downplay the potential  of any effects whatsoever. This approach is not honest 
for � the � l east , the potential  of bi o l og i cal impacts remai ns open to 
quest ion.  InsteadOf dismi s s i ng th is  poss ib i l i ty ,  the uncertai nty shou l d  be 
admitted and then ful ly and openly di scussed as part of the deci s i on-mak i ng pro
ces s .  If detri mental impacts rema i n  a pos s i b i l i ty ,  the l i ne shoul d be buried i n  
pl aces where people  o r  other sen s i t i ve species may be exposed . 

( 6 )  Coni fer tip burn is noted as a pos s i bl e  effect of exposu re to el ect ric 
fields but no mechani sm is  ever del i neated. What causes the damage? 

( 7 )  A comparat i ve analy s i s  of the proposed corri dor with the route that 
was ori gi na l ly approved by the state of Mont ana shou 1 d be made . Only then can 
the peopl e  of th is  state rea l l y  j udge the choices before them. 

In c los i n g :  I am not convinced as to several key aspects of the draft 
envi ronmental statement . I do not accept the B PA ' s  bas i c  premise that the need 
for th i s  project is a "g i ven" and therefore beyond the rea lm  of di scussion.  
This  i s  a pa rt icu larly  inappropri ate stance gi ven the  unwi l l i ngness of  the BPA 
to adequately compensate impacted area with funds in l i eu of taxes or other com
pensatory funds.  Si nce the areas through which the l i nes pass wi l l  be 
"permanently" affected by them whi l e  only  the producers and eventual users of 
the power wi l l  ever benef i t ,  BPA as the med ium of destruct i on shou l d  make due 
rest i tution  and compensation.  Certai nly the carrot of short-term economic bene
fit pales to not h i ng in the face of the l ong-term soci al and envi ronmental 
i mpacts of thi s project . Consequently,  I s u ggest that the project from Garri son 
west shou l d  be abandoned in  favor of l oad center generat ion of whatever el ectr i
c ity is  needed after the  i m�l ementation of � comprehensi ve program £.!. � 
conservation in the areas 0 supposed need. 

appreci ate the opportunity to comment , but I wish  the convnent period was 
l onger to provide flore t i me for review of the document . 

Si ncerel y ,  

V;' ",-(lw.Q �h N\r,( 
R i chard Steffe;� 

DEPARTM ENT OF NATURAL R ESOURCES 
AND CONSERVATION 

L-OM-5-

TED SCHWINDEN. GOVERNOR 

- STATE-OF MONTANA-----
(406)449·3712 

Mr. George Eskridge 
Bonnevi lIe Power Admini s tration 

Transmission Coordination Office 
P. O. Box 4327 
Missoula, MT 59806 
Dear Mr. Eskridge : 

HELENA MONT ANA 59620 

May 2 7 ,  1982 

The Montana Departments of Natural Resources and Conservation and Health 

and Environmental Sciences will not at this time officially camnent on the 
draft impact statement for BPA' s proposed twin 500 kV line from Garrison to 

Taft, Montana. 

As both departments are currently conducting analyses of BPA' s proposed 
route for compliance with the substantive standards of the Montana Major 
Facili ty Siting Act, any conanent a.t this time would be premature. OUr analyses 
and report will be in-depth and detailed and will represent the positions of 
the respective departments. 

The Montana Boa.rd of Natural Resources will decide in late 1982 or early 
1983 whether or not BPA I S proposed route meets the standards of the Major 

Facility Siting Act. 

Sincere.J.Y : /�::/' 
d"';"'-�<-('/"" 

r� "'" LEO BERRY , Director 
Montana Department of Natural 

, ' J�JJii�£r .r" {.)i D�JOHN DRYNAN , Director 

M tana Department of Health � 
d Environmental Sciences 
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Powerline proiect hits a most welcome snag' 
HUITJ lip with the Colstrip' p:rwer1lnn and ru� that the BPA powerllne pro}ect had. to com; smash into . brick waU. Moalana Power sboukl hi" bwJd the things, and not asked the BonIwvIUe Power Administration 

to do the job, bealbe It kKJb &II U BPA 'J baste has 

�Zd�y
th 
�::':'��ta��V�t�m:i:�701 �� -' 

ferred route. The fault lies with Bonneville.lor.lt,.. 
tempting �o igoore.the.standaidS set by_lbr ltate', 
Ma.}oi' YiciUty Sitin« Act. It t'OUki have lid about 
romplyina with the ad tW"Q rean ago, but dlstained' 

wasted Ume. The wbole sbebani drips with irony. Look
• Almost sb: ylWl ago the state of Montana deared a route for the twin 500-kJJmoit powerlines 

Missoulian editorial 
to carry power (rom Colstrip plants 3 and ., to (he 
West Coast. The stale eoocWded that Its pr-eferred 
roule complied with . e stale's Major Fadlity Sit· 
Ing "". • But the state-approved foole crO:SSed the 
Flathead Rewnation. 'Nhen MPC lJie to negoti. 
ale a 90werllne conidol lhcough the ceservation, the lJibn balKed. 

• Lawnc the lee" authority to get a corridor 
acrcw the feen'ation by power of eminent dom
ian, MPC uked Bonneville to take oyer the power
Imes' corutructJOn west of Townsend. MPC thought 
Bonneville, as a federal agency, had the aulhonty - oc WOllk! JOOII acquirt: i! -. locrossthe resenil
tion. • UPA did its own route study, however, and 
derided to run the po.erLines up t.br Clark Forl: 
River V.1Uey - a different route than the one ap
prOYed by the Itale, • So the stale sued to require BPA to conform with the provisions of tbe Major F;tdlity Sit.q: Act On Mardi 4, Federal District JlKIge J'rne:!I Battin 

the Townsend.(;arri.5on segment of the powerl.iB!S, 
but it wiil aCted the rest of the route up the Clart 
Fon: Valley as well. 

That brings the BPA project to I dead halt -
ternpolOlrily. There are three rich ironies to ali lhis: 

IRONY No. I - If Montana Power, thwarted 
by the tribes, bad sel�ted the aart Fort Valley 
fOOte, it probably coukl have oblIIined it afler some 
delay. When! else coukl the powerlines have gone? • 
The am Fort. route, Ifter boeing dea� under the 
Ma}oc" Facility Sitinf!; Act, WOIIkJ now face no delay. 
MPC Islr.ed BonneviUe to do the job to avoid delay. 

IRONY No. % - Bonneville's 0\If'n perfemd 
roule skirts the reservation. Montana Power collkl 
have built the powetbnes after- all. So the fight now 
going on about BPA payi", klcal governrnents in 
beu of property Lues waukl have been - rollki 
have been - avoided If MPC had selected the same 
route BonneviUe did. 

IRONY No. 3 - BooneviUe, to its sbod.ed sur· 
prise, stirred a horne!"s nest of protest by picking the Clart Fort. Valley route. If It had followed the 
state'� original preferred route and used Its legal dou.t to ram the powerunes across the rnervation, 
it rouki have dod� the Clan: Fork Yatley fight, 
complied with tbe state's Ma}oc" Facility Sitinr Act, 
and avoided J� Battin's order slammina a hah 
to the project 

This woukl be droll comedy if the Coblrtp 
power pi.ant pr-oject and the powerlines it Sp.lWDed 
wen?n't 50 grim. As it is, oobody has reuon to 

The Jolly Antl·Gre.n Giant 

laugh. The power-tines will rome through. They al· most surely will come through the Clart Fort Yal· 
ley They won't p.I)' Lues. They, will be delayed. 

Nobody wins. • 
The delay is noc the state's fautt.·Almost sis. 

yearrai01fii""�DyapProvi", its pre-

(lojnr so. ' 
.

. - -
. The lltate was entirely rorTed. to sue. Other· 

wise, every arrogant federal apncy 1IPO\IkI have felt 
free to run roughshod oyer any stale envifOllJnefttal restriction. The Ma}oc" Facility Silin« Act is too im· 
portant for Montana to let that happen. 

These powerlines will not be the \.ut. BalUn's 
judgment telJ federal agencies know they must let 
state clearance for ma}oc" projeocts. That's a smutt
ing VIctory for tbe stlte and Its citllens. What next? On Friday the stale Board of Nat- ' ural ResourCt'S and Conservation wiil ronslder

.
:� : 

=�rb!�a:: :OY':
s
t:

e
:o==: i 

''''
. 

route under
. 

the Ma.}oc" Facility Siting Act. : I BPA presumably Will have to put together an i 
environmental Impact statement and otberwise meet the ��te's "sLibsta�tive sta�anb" govemina: i 
major faCilities Thai will take tune. M

. 
eanwhile, 

wort. on the- power-Lines halt!. BPA planned to let . 
bids on March l!l and have ronstructKNl of the 
Townsend-Garri5On segment start on April I ' 

It serves. BPA right. But. ou.tside that bit� I note there's Little satISfaction III any of this. It IS ' 
splendid that the state's Ma}oc" Faolity SitlJll Act t 
emerges lrtumphant ove.r federal arr�ance. That I 
'won't keep these power-Iules from com1nr through 
in all tbeir gargantuan defilement of thu beautifu.l 
valiey, but it is somethi",. 

- Sam Reynokls 

Powerl ine p lan roundly ra p-p-e-d"'---F-';;:'"�';'=':''''J,-;;::---·· ------
Nnr It. end of Monday nigllt's 

hraring on the BonnevII"" Poorer Ad· minb:tnr.UorI', proposed 500-t.ib¥O!t powft"line, Roy Aodtnon tried. to summarize the 1�lIlimolly "1 think tMt peopW in this area," 
said An�non. who O1nUa hous , ... ar Miller om. "are univenaUy oppowd 
to this po_erhne " 

Ander� was one of more thin 20 
people wtto testified. dllring Mond.ay·' 
hea� on the pl'oposed powerlines 
Noneof those 20 �f� tbt l1nes 

About no people atte-r.iHI the 
healing al Bil Sky High ScfIooI. 

The BPA ILiu already anl'lOlU'lced 
itJ "l'J1vironmentatly pr�ferred" route
forthe powerline'J. whidl _Idtnr.ns-
mit elettncity from Colstrip leneral' ,tng plant! to the PadflC NortlI\IJ't5l. 

That route, knQwn as the T<lft pl.an, 
would pus through the Miller Crftk 
aTta soLith of MISSOula after It laves 
the Gamson substation west 01 Deer Lod,. lltt route would cross the Bitter· 
root Rsverand High'tlFay 93 abollt loUf 

o :': �� �!�:Uun�Iw11Bn� 
• the Dart; Fork RlV6 _t of NIl'll! 

• ,M.Ue Road and pus near St. Reab 011 
' jt! way outofthe lllate. The BPA his not oftJeiaU, Oedded 

whether it will U$I! the TIllI route. But fN.ny of the peopW who teli· 

fled Monday quntlonM not only 
nether tilt powerlines IbouId bt 
built on the Taft �le, but .twtber 
theydloLiId bt bcdlt at aU 

"1 am stili rompjelel, vnC'Onvlnced 
-oi thr I'II!( ' 1« !lIu iIM," IIId Barty 
Dutton, a ;il tclmtist. 

DuttDn .ald that he wouId Ukt' to 
If'e an int" pendeDt orpnu.tlOIl, IIIdI 
as tilt Nadooal Ac.demy of Sclt'�, 
Itudy the nt«l lor the poII'611nes "Po_linn are VII,:' Ou,Uon 
lIid. "Thars all' ,oll can Illy about 
!hom •. 

And Dutton warned WI if this 
po_rUne were built, uU.n -ould 
probably lollow "U,oIl �n'I,e11in1: 
one I"IOW," he lIid, "jlDt_lt. It WOll't 
bt lar beNnd "  

If the poorerUne rnull. bt buUt, oth
en Aid, bury il La are., WMre II 
WOIIld bt cJosest to peopJe. 

Pat Lawler, who IIIld he lives U\ 
tha Rodeo Rancbttles area. IIIld that 
BPA customen trOIIld have 10 pay onq an ntnr. $l.50 per ye:ar to Ply for 

the cost! of bul")'Ul, the l1nes "lltt cosio( sa'lIII tbe totepityo( 
(U" vallfy is l arnaU one," bt sald 

<>then Aid that tbe 1ong-tenD 
hralth effects 0( �rina: near hlclt-'olt. 
lie powerlinn ha-..e DOt beoen ..... 
ql&l.tely JtIld� "I am not an upert on tbe koIIi· 
lenn health efflrd' 0( tnr.fISlnIISion 
lines." Aid Beth Ferru "But Milher 
IS the BPA " 

Ferris said wt Ihr "burden of 
proof" 10 she ... Wt the powerlil'll!l 
are not harmful mil with the BPA, 
"lnd they ha� ... riousIy &hlrted that .l"npOIIsibllity " 

And othen at�M the dntoft envl· 
TOIlmenlal statement the BPA hal pro
d�" 

"I can·t help bul wondH iJ they in· 
tentiooaUy ma� It conflllllll." a man 
frorn St. IgnatJus lllld. 

Nnr the start of testimony. Evan 
Bam>tt, I repreelltau..t' for Sen John 
Melcher. read a lette-r that Melcher 
wrote- MOftday to R. Mal Petl"nOll. 

lore Oeddtn« to gralll any r1fhlI 0( 
"ay I.hroqb Forest Seniee iaDds to 
tbe BPA. 'l'tJose points Inducle thlt theUnes 
bt buned III certaill areal; Lbat thr nghl.J 0( way. If cranted, Ire Atislac
tOf)' to an Monuftl rnkIent!. thai 
tbey avoid resi�.-,; and lNIt they 
must DOt afftd c:rop-prodlKillg land 
unn the ollmer speofically qren 

III �tlDrl, tbe letlet"asU lhat .l· 
temaln'a bt eunw.ned, inc:ludJlIg not 
bu,ildillg t hr li rw and sluppLn.le'eeln\"· 
ity prodvce

d 
at Cobtrip to spots otIMr 

than the Pacific Northwesl. 

'"Thr BPA nunt talt the time to 
do the ,00 nrht." RlIm>tt said " And 
If the lob tIll"! daM nrht. it isn't 10l1li 
to bt don� .1 aU" 

Mond.ay', n"lftUnr IQS Ihr � 
�: :::'r:::

A
ro':.: �::: JPA draws another bias 

heaJ""iq will bt Mki Tuesday al tbe 

��;.
da �";;�U�:t"bt

. c�e�t from Mineral County 
thrr LoIo School IYIfII'IUIIIm 

Commisuoner Tom Manin, who firmly ' Later, d\U"Vlc a que:UOn-Ul6-amwtr � 
mlkued BonDerl.l1e at tbe 51. Reab hear· nod, Dan Bllftiha, Boone<rille's pro)ed 
Ing. Ultem.i.t� his It� 00 tbe powft" team leader 1« tbt mrirorlrMntaJ Im� 
allthonty Tue!dly . .. d!,al1ed that BPA statement, told raidenl.J the lirw _OWd def· 
was the "folt" the fedl"nit �mll"lftlt put I,n Ilutely bave Impacts. Tbe BPA bad _r de-
chargl" ofthe "bta hoUMln thrDOrthwest." rued that, he told tbe .ud�, bul thott 
M..al"Y"in Ibo .ttadled the mrironrnentallm- Imparts are mlnlmll i:a rrmst cuea, he saki. 
Plct sUte-ment and quoted a porUon of Ihrr "We ZYIILze UM IIr. WlU haVt Impacts." 
llaternenl A)'1na: fo�ry, -.e&l"tatlQn and BueNIIS told the hrrartnc alldWlln. "And III 
w.leI" � wollid aU bt btarily Ill· lOme cues It will hive Jlcn.lfkant Impacts " 
llrded if the Line paJWd II1r-oqb Mmen.] HI: did. DOt Ay wbetbft MADeral Colmty _. 
CoLinty ODe such U'U. 
im�e�, ;�'u!! ,:�n:1�� "WeD, I"D If'e this ILne e.-ery day," r.\IO 
m.andI"d rancher Mel Nordbrod. "So to mt it "l1l'1I1 bt 

Thr ftJV\ronmentai Impact IIlatftOellt, 
In unPlct - J'OU an bt JID"t." 

-.hId!. Malvin esl.imitited woeiI;hed 20 pounds, NonIbrod:'. �fe, T.H .. Monibroct, lD-pro.-Ided IiUJe �QI InfonnaUorl It w., tftlsi.hed tbe aitirism tIT dIIrJin, BPA wlUl ISesiptd primarily to Idde BPA', loal 0( ipofllll tbe naUonaJ � UMI buildiac 
dkMn, tbe Unt Uarouab the county It tbe the powerLW dnpllt Jo.!I" power �m.and 
k.o2IIl political rost, bt dw-ted ID the �. 

Minenl Cw.aty AttorDty Sblwn Do- '"I'm IIhoded tIT IO"ftNI"M!DI � 
_an warned, bo-.-er, tbat BPA Ihoaldn't who � it � lor !;II to UcfItt. ' 
tU.e ita tad: Li&btly. ResiOenb were P'*- OIIr btil.J,"Nordbrod lolld.bovt retentfed: 
Plced to nabt the liM to tbe tftd, he wid. en.1 budceI eub "But !bey art tcqIIIftd.lo 

"BPA is ma..tJn; a IirnlIkant IlII.Jtakt," do roothing of the kind." 
Donovan lIIid, "if they Ihin& they can shoYe Testunony nelf the tnd 0( tbe Ihrft"-.d 
this !iDe UuOllolh • smaU ,  powerle" rounty a half hour btannr a lao  poiDted ovt that tbe 
- b«av._·zy IO:'III .to flahl lllD the way proposed- PO"!""11:'- ,�Id � � dO.i. 
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. ' 1Ji,'1 II. iin!" � •. .,rojlerty .owners 
bUd tDc<ther . .... lil\linpt \0 obtatn a 
men eqUJtibj(1iMiihod of ...npeusa' 
HOn for bJ&b'��Unes ....... In,&.our lmll!. ' 
, .'!be ..- "oj;tem 0/. � 

Local COI'YlI'1'Mn , . - � , , ' . 

iJ,..;, richl'Ol ...... y easemenls .... <01�'· 
deIIUy !)eon iii effect' sinre ,the finl 
1nmIm""'lon line COIIs\nIcIion »egan 
over '/0 y..n II.; And I "",,1 add' 
'.hal 'lt Is aU right: Ali Ttcbl /or \lit' 
p"werUne owaen o,nd ,.n _ /or, 
I/Ie property ownen. . '  ' : " ' .  

Jusl beea.... II bas ahnyI -. 
cIooe that, ".y doesn'l mean I/Iat it iI . righl or fair. II wiU take A .III\II<!d e£.' 
fort .. the part of the �'11111 
_ . ..... IaUv •.  � ·"""'·- ..... 
,aten \0 •• bIeve.it,.. ........ W. rer: 

1 . ... '1 apoi:l .�Une own
inltia"" ..... �ent. 

I suggesled a __ eo.iraet 10 tbo WaiIhIncIA>a ,JIi-. p ..... r WIlen Il101 � �.-1ftIIIOI1l' jD \be -1J6Os wlib . ....... '!bey re
__ \0 coaaIder any <OIIIrae\ other 
Cltlllln their own prepan!d staDdard 
h' ' 

• 
pittance paid to the landowner at the 
timel the easement was secured. For 

''-the seven towers located on our land, 
,.., reCeived Ibe grand \DtaI of $150. fFtire of \b ... )#w.n were on th. prop

�.rty .M.en We .pUtcbaaed It. 
'J,
. 

' . It It Ii !jiYFlenlion, and I tho
,
' w 'the 

.1\bOtIchl Iiri 1 .... , thal'\beae rights 01 .:� oIioIIld be in Ibe form 0/ a land· '!'uie .�ment' In which Ibe oWDer·� �. �:��: rental fee for. oacb. 
:1o'irOr'lOClIted an 'bIs J>"'perty. '!be 
_nnl 'bOold bO reasoriable, willI' a 
! ��rpald for the type of arowid 
�ed�,�e �ount paid for I��� 

oWn prepared
' 
,tandard fOm\,. . mental anguish mighl be. 

Wbei1 I objected, '\bey reMlndOd Just consider the Urne and trouble 
me ,of 1beIr tlcbl ' of "emlnenl :ck>-' 1n�Iv.d when you haye 10 b...u your 
main," wbltb ·o/ · eourae  Ia _ , paltemjwhen plowiD&, discine, ·aeed· "yo, " Tote whal . ... oIIer ,.,. be- inc Ind _Une around \beae 1Inor-
CAUse yOU Mve no 0II\It <boice.". lure! ,-"'IInIc_ tba� and·usu· 

I ....... Mri fellOw farmer Ind. aD,y dO beconie,weed .-. _ 1iJ  the raneber �, haa'.hich-yoltage power· mlddle 6f Y'>U!', fields: ·Wbo.·basD'1 
tin" croWDg bIs or beil>roperty WU1 damaged _.Ye farm equlpinenl 
_, thAI _.'.���f;9SI y06 f�om accld'"1tal COD\.1ic\ "'b\1e worl<ing money. : Not just one 1fmO�1''''!fY ,Unut\d,_ o-cIoIJ?, ' ' .  
time you farm around thero - wOod Wby .... liId IIie ........ of biibc pole ,lruclum I .... than steel 19""', ,voltage powerllnei gel a ,forever .... e . ... l tboy  .un cost you money. ri&JtI for a �mlnar--unle fee? '!bey 

: -'!IeiIdes belng itnsicb0Y 1nd'1rrI1a· 'leD yODlbe.laitd is sliD youn, bUt Ut., 
.*11 . ,....., WIder :certain _er. abo plaa! cerWn ....aricli011S DO what' .:.=. \beae .truc\un!O.and COD- . you can and am'l dO wllb,.,.,.... own ....... wI_1 q .... tIoililMlue your. land oil \beir,rtghll1 olway: ' . '  ' property. Land on 1b_.dPts 0/ way, . 'I'beir _111' aIao ptaI'II1-
III 1eoI" em BPA rli�1I1 01 way, ts Iosl Ibem access, I bave had BPA c;re .... 

,_ lor buiY -'I ilia. '!be besl drive tbn>ugb my' bay' fields a week . _ ,lie 'on '''' property bappens to beI� ""Iunc lime for no ou.er· rea· 
tie directly t ..... ffi a _ line . . , 1011 \ban a' routine patrol. U you 

These Ill .. caot yDO 1n.1oa· 0I 1IJIa· aIlould p- prvperty with power. . 1tIe ,_ .. ,.,. \be �. (apIIroD- . - -y cr...uac It, you will pul 
, ,,,,,taly l ,OOO aquare,feot.lnr eodt pll- up wlib \beae,� .  k!IIi ot. kv tower Ind t'ODIidetjlbly niOte /or you own \be prvperty Ind ,.,. will 

\be: � Ipwers). '"'"" caot you Ia _r receive 011 penny 01 __ 
extra tImUo wort around th .... ob5\a· ]11enl lor your _ Ind trouble,' des, ID ..a...I fuel atid Iieed, Ia roucJ> AD t1ie powerlltle. owners ever bad 
grnwtd. from:lIninI to plow !rOm four to pay or ever wID Mye to pay, unIeu 
�n§, pi ... _�ver' Ib- 1'011 01 tbo IJltem ts .cbanged, is \be original 

tures on tillable ground should be c:on� 
· sidorably grealer than thai paid on 

non�tiUable land. 
A. _ .of tiring clau .. should aIao 

be ,,"lien inlo Ibe contracts (lbe gov· 
; enunedl includes them In ..... 1 every. 
thine elle). 'IbeIe contracts wOuJd 

, Mve to be peimanenl and transferable 
· with \be prOperty . ·OwMnhlp. '!bey 

couldn'l IN! cAnceOed al.\be whim of . .\be property o_�. . , . 
'.<'·..1-am n'l\,anU,BPA Ind I conaully 
"don't· Mv. iny bone to p� with prl-· vale J)oWer: '!bey both bave a prot>
.1em: TIiese power roni�rs have to go 

lOITIewhere, but when
' t6eY tnsist 011\ 1  nossing your private land. they should ·· u 

be wtlline to reimbune !the owner .:..: 
rtuonable amo\lnt on' a� ytady bas"c" 
u long os they ore nala, \be'\and:'lt'" 
\bey should reinove Ibelr � .. , . :::� 

.
..... Id .... yoU notllinC aIW-'M.!" 

, I(\be power1lite ...... : ....... ....... ,; 
ing to dO tills, 'I feel Ihey'would eft"'" 
counler far I ... · blltemels' Ind ptop.i." 
erty-<nmer ',"lsIan", _ attempt'.,,' 

'in; 10 lind JOUIeI. and obtain r1gItl .,.," 
way agreements, - -- Lyle J, ",..,," 1'" 

'Smith" Box 74%: Tbompso'a Falls. \10.." . - '':::�''''--�''-''':'--'' -

,t. Regis packs 
,PA's hearing 
STlVI JONIS said, "and it should tH! used." 

·'0---

r.tpond.nt BPA's preferred route through - MlIlenl County would pall oorth of 

eral County �uoday DIeM �c- vie'll of St. Rea:is residl!nts. An alter- -'. � ....... 
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iT. REGIS - Ancry residenu o f  st. RegiS \J'LIoulh Ma yo  Gulch I n  clear 
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-erUnes tlu"ough theLl" county be- Creek. ' - 1 ie they lacked U. "poUtJcal clout" A third route incolTedly LdentJhed . " , ., , "  . , ' heIr nelghbon by a BPA enlln�r as lM envLronmen· ;:'.!',i: :fRS��1t}� ,,,. ·Th\.\ Une i. not envu-cmmt'ntaUy \ally preferred path on a map In 
ierred, in oot economically p� Wednnday's MissouLian. iJ no lonler ed. It's only pobtJcaUy prefened," under coru.id.ention (Thai iJ AUt'mate rlt'd 5t Rells rnuxnt B,ll Sansom I on the accompanYIng map ) IR, Thursday's BPA hearin, lII SI However, tile T�rack VaUltY .PA oUldatt tatd Thunday nt,ht that alt.rnal. on., tho ... :as. route iJ not a v\i.ble altematLve, valley h .... , 1. nO longer being con.ld .... d for th. twin 500.1 :iansom's angry criticism brousbt rnident Donna Dowd ,.Ld in a t'll'O- pow.rUn... --
\aU$e from more than 60 area rei· pale statement siln� by � TalT\anck L!I crowded into the $IT\aU !ugh. Creek residents and property o_� noor. 1Irinc qunliollS and char,n al overlooked, County CommisslQ 001 caletena Do .. d SolLid that the Hot Spnnp route BonnevIlle offidab. five timn olfl- Tom Ma.rvlIl s�Lld, because reSLlh In more than two hooo of Inti- IS more financially bt'neficlIl to me CLals had to call for order. but re�u- don't have the "poUtical clout' ny, 26 people took tile floor attack. BPA denu rontmued bad,erine BonnevIlle chan,e me powethne's path. 0 Bonneville's enVIronmentally pre- Ironlatiy, none of lM residl!nu m reprnentatives. \Ion from. more popubted COIiD oed powerline rollte through Min- Tamar:Lck Cre.-k have eledncal ser- . ThLs IS thoe third me>el.Lng In SI. the north has forced the line mtl I County They charged that the vice In melT homn. That u all tile RegL3:' Andy Kulla yelled from the eraJ County, he saLd ! was pU$h.� off on thoe county of more reason why mey 'IIanl noUung to audLence "And at every meetlnl "We"rl! jlUt the little fish."' 1 )0 resLdenl!l bcoI:allH polJtiaaru do .... th the tWin !.OO-blovolt \r.lrumis- we've read your statements and com- concluded !...-here didn't want it ".on Linn, �d said mented But I have yet to see a sIn,le His anessmenl reflected the " You have an nislin, po .. erline At timn the hoeann, broke mtodn- conces�non Irom BPA " rnents 01 many other people ndor at Hot Sprinls," Dick Olson Hray as residents aruiously toot ttM! MLneral County concerns are belnl ITum to 51, I.OtS. pale 1: 

St. Regis 
(Contlnu.d) 
spoke throu&hout tIw eveDLng Rnl
dent Denley Loll' ar&ued that thoe 
county's malIl auets arc 10Ulng. wild, 
bfe and il!l vUIIII beauty 

The powerlme Will have dramal.LC 
unpacts on each of those Heas. he 
1OI1d, yet BonneVIlle stJU cJa»Lfies me 
route "enVlronmenuUy preferred" 

"That's toully inconsistent with 
the fact s m this area,"'LoleSolLLd " It's 
politLCJ. that's all ·' 

PolitiCJaslde, Bonnevilleen&lne.-n 
doUedly stuck to tht' (acl!l presented 
in thoe dnft EIS 

A worUhop pnor to Thu�ay 
evellLnc's hearin, drew about JO !ocal 
rnldenl!l - sorne of tllem angry. but 
most were quieOy illSutent that BPA 
chOOM! anothotr path outSide MLneral 
County 

"Why can't you pUtlt where you've 
already got a n,M 01 way," 10ILd St. 

�:ef�:�
n
l� :

n
�t ��;

n
ro�: 

throUlh SIInders County to the north. 
" You alrudy have . line therl! !oO 

.my don't you put thiJ one bt'�lde LI." 
he said 

"We'1"\' sbU cofULderinl the Hot 
5pnn,s Ind PLains routes:' s.ud SPA 
engIneer Frank Ward " They haven·t 
btorn ruled out - notlunghas been de
c,ded at Ill" 

But Ward's assurances dldn·t 
lessen the opposItion Resldents' main 
concems wen the visLbluty ofttM! une 
lhroulh St. RegiS, IU Lmpact on prop
erty values and the effed of high·yolt
ale hnes on people and llvntock 

Cost was also a major consLdera
tion and Tamarack Cre.-k resLdent 

�:a:�u��e �g��e:�d ���
l
�:�; 

asking BPA to choose the least e�pen
Slve route to help keep electnc rate! 
down. Ross 1OI,d she had JO() signa
tures on the petllLon Thursday mght 

Loewen, wt. sLlned the petltLOn, 
�ed The $l8$-nullion Hot Spnngs 
route IS $4 nullion Ie» than the C01tol 
the Taft route through Mineral 
County The cheaper pam LS thot obvl 
OU$ chOLce, hot told BonneVille olIL-

� >i '� 

Clals 
How"er, rancher Tom AndenQn 

and h,s Wlle, Hele"e, had money con
cems of their own 

"We had It appraLsed and .. e jU$t 
pul It up for sale," Helene told GtorCe 
Eskrld,e. Bonneville's MiJsoula infor· 
malion oWcer " Then you guys corne 
along " 

"Of count Lt"SIOLnI\o devalue ouL 
property:' Tom Andl!nQn IaLd after 
discussLng thetOuteWlth Esknd,e "lt �� 

�
e
o�i���.

��1l\I to ��. tower 

Th.it night. Anderson took t'floor 
at the h.eanngand asked BonneVIlle to 
COIISLder allOther route Ihlough south· 
em Mineral County But ttM! route en
dontd by most reSldent3 is one en
tinly oUUlde the county "I can·t be
Heve BPA ,s ,oLnl to put that Une in 
our backyard:' !lBLd Charue Antos, 
" when they've already ,ot an eSLab
lIshe<l route at Hot Spnng, " 

A BPA ollieLal saId Ifter lhoe me.-t· 
LOg thai the turnout Ln St RegIS u
ce.-ded lhat of the Spokane. Coeur 
d'Alene and Walla�, Idaho, h.eanngs 
combined 
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CORRESPONDENT'S 
COMMENT 
................. � •••••••• ' •••• I ................ ... 
Bill Sansom .us. all .if the Minerai County Rout. l. 

Mmeral County Rn.dent. an In owr public land. And the final 
the unique poet�n of living In a Idcker II that here IUIt .. nf• HOUgh 
<GUn/!! that .. (IY" 85" publicly _I. hon 10 ...... m.ch political 
�cI. 1hot ...- .... F..... no"" ��mment can 1 force lied u • .;.,. Ita�Dot going to laappen all ,e' once, 
thlnjf they want and mak, ua eat It. but Minerai County .. 801fti' to be-

They ran an Int,nia'. rlgh. through come an .... ., eon1clor. Ewrytlme 
the rnkldl. of .hat Utd, prtv ••• ty lOme bureaucrat tIedda to nan OWl' 
owned land we haw and now they an .. he'U tab another nibble out of OUI 

preparing to t:WI over .... with . prlv.�. land.. Ewry nibble IftNJIs 
500.000 volt _ .. ·Una. Idgher '- on lea Janel. Ther.'. 

The Bonneville Power Admlniltr... only three things .e can do about It: 
tlon "" .. n't Intere.ted In HOW 1. Become an Indian Raervadon. 2. 
Mineral County resident. fell at the Become a WUderneu .... 3. Write 

,'Mcent public meeting In St. Regia, our Polldcianl and teD them If tIM , they wen only tntcrated In telbng ... BPA I.,. one foot of 11M 'In Minerai 
what they were going to cIo.-Uke lt or County we'll VOle .... nat them In the 
nol. nal election. Start with your county 

TIMy aren'l Inlermed In Mlnaal commlNlonen "and cIon'l .top until 
County'e economic or envlronmenlal you elgn you letter to the PrelildenL 
future and they don't c:an about the Petition. and prote't wdi not have 
I.ndownen who an getting uHd to nUr the efhr:ct of a penonal letter. 
being told to mow over. The only Don't tel a few toe ldampe (which I, 
Impact the BPA I, tuned Into .. the another thing government did wllh
polldul Impact. Quite aimpiy the out aeklng), .top you hom Itopplng 
other two routa Inlafer. wUh the tIlI, PBA line. Don'l fool vourtclflnlo 
Indian Haerv.Uo" or the Ratti.. beUeving thl, power bne will be the 
.nake WllciemeN. The chorteet route lUI one either. There will be more 
t. through Minerai County. (See linn and blgsu IIna tfyou let: the flnt 
corn..-ondlnsr map page $). Practlc- line In you've opened the door forever. 

.. etters to Editor 
Open tnt.r To: 
onnevtb. Power �ln"tratlon 
lrtland. Oregon 
entlemen: 
Ao majority .... ero of. Sec. 10. T. 
I, H·28 In MontaG .. let: .. add our 
lice to the b.t 01 OPPOMDtt to the 

--n..iM of I/0Il IiwoIvod .. .... 
dociolon ....... og __ -. ..... .... dedoIoa Jo .... .. '-:II to .... dow lip dow DI ....... __ and , ....... .... location of tbo _ ... .Jon c:onIdon. 

opooed GarNo ... Spo...... traM-
... Ion proJected ....... ........... St. .---- -

� .. liliilli .... iii 
-------,.-_'? 

----- - . _ --' 

Robert E. And __ ShlrI.., _ __  
St. R ..... Mon ..... 

L -s R. - I - "" 

{hY-'L) 

I pponents in St. Reg i s, Mi l ler C�eek u rged to be 'sq ueaky wheel: 
, It:IVIN MILUt 

the MIUoull_" 
HI 'toff r." ... ,. 

ment e::uber thiJ IIKII1th tNt the lOuthem route - _ant to Uvot Mar !be ptlW'trline, with Its 1� 
prniollSly unheard of - Is the kadlng aUemaUvt hiJh lowen. ' 

. ' 
Relidenu 01 the 51. Rqil and Miller Creek 

�a.I Tuesday told ,," aide to SeD. Mp: BlUM, [). 

t-
�he

on 
ro�:r:���

s 
o��

o
= :,n:r�nge (rom OIIt :;�'=a;� !��

i
:,:, '='�::e= 

Garrison, � the f"bnt C'rftk Vall� at Max· JacUor\ told them BoIlM'\"lUt II a ptlW'8:1 
YiDe, 1* UIloUCb the MIlleT Crm VaDey IOUth lIency tNt opente!' on a RU�DiIIC baa, 
at MI.,oula.�d Slut MOllntain, Cl"OS.S the Clark _ith no �u'on.al 'ppropriatiOll. 
F'orlr:-River Mtlll'ftn Albertm IJId Frenchtown - .  ·'Hef't's' .tu.t It means: 'BPA 'CDUJd .taoI.e 
and then M)u,hly parallels Inter1l11te II() to the t-lically nlbt tbroup your neichborbood:' I 
Idaho border. ,It paua �Iy north of 5t Rrab "Id He urpd St. Reali rtside1l1 to _peak up, 

�8on--:�e =y
·�=o��: 

1n, �lloYOlt ptrIII'a"li.DeI anywbln DIlar their 
me!'. 

" _ . " . 
Kayl" Jackson, entTJY &6vfaer to BaUCUI. told 

ople at each of thret � - one 1n St. !gl$ and two in MatoIiIa - that although no nalor bi.s rontrol over 8oII.1II'fi11e, Bluau will 
)rk to mu.e the lIency lilten 

Murray .. Id thIS option bYJIIIsses ltJe Nanemile aert political pre'Ufe on the 1pSIIe7. 
VaDey. allhouah BonlltYilte's mlpS ihow a possi- "Irs the squeaky whHl that lets the IfUII' 
ble llne ln that .rea he .. id ''I'm Itronrly urlinl you to tq� 

The other t .. o routts under roruideration iolldly " 

He also '-!lId BaUCIlJ JUpportt two pending law· 
n" that quesllon Bon:�vWe'. authonty to build 
e lints 

would cross ltJe Rlittltsnak.e Valley to the north of Questions, (oUowt<! by opreaions 01 nee al 
Miuouia One of them would terminate at an e.· nu.na:led WlItJ sUJleltions about altemaw M)uh 
lilang SPA 5ubsllltion near Hot Sprlnp, the other kept the three officials at the metth\c lor : 
would terminate in the Plains arn houn 

Two BonntvUle ofllaals who attendt<! aD rte mHti"l' spent mealt of \Mit tilTM I1yina" to 
assllfe people wbo hve III!ll \M proposed south
n powerline route. 

Bonnnille 5lIYS it h� the power1mes to S\I&Ilestions from the auc1luCt lnduded fII 
tarT)' electriCIty from ltJe COlli-fired eerotnton at nine ltJe hIM" larthet lOuth tban St. Rqil; e]th 
Colstnp to the lIency', Padflc Northwest power .Iona: 1M Sartden/Ml/Ieral eounty bOrder, alo. 
Ifid The MonlllM Power Co Is building the lei' the lOulhfrn Monana line or �na: the ok! M 
ment of thf Une between CoIsU'ip and TO'Wllxnd. _aukee RalIrOid M)llte Tim Murnay, chid of BoDMYWt's environ

enllli plannine M(Lion, repea1Mly MId the :ent") IS sllU consldenDg thrH major M)utes 
But bt added lhIt unlel!l lurther raurch 

.InS up lome bi& surprUes, Bonnnllk problbly 
ID propolt' the lOuthem route 

80Meville bas anady Bained approval for ill fint AU 01 those options'ilIYOlve leu private III 
MIfl'Jmt, lrom Towruend to GamlOn. and now .. tNn dOH Bonneville's IIOUthel1l option, peo� It)"inl to IIoelect a route (tom Gunson west_ard. ..kI 

Bonneville Is preparine a d�ft environmental Murnar told them, as be lIta told MlI.1 Imp.lct .latemtnt on the Gatruo'Fwest Iqment Creek rtlldenlJ, that there" . DO 1tIJ Bonnevi 
Baucus called tbt Missoula IIId St. ReSU ,eetina:s in rtlpon� to BoaMvUle'. aeknowledi:� 

and plaru to relult that document by Marth. tan please neryooe _hen sitin&: • powuline 
NeUber St. Rq-ls nor Miller Creek re.idenu C1\am to 'O�e 2� 

Powerline "II ahr.llYS in the bleb of oUr engineers' and mvlrcwnf'llbll 
peoplts' min� _hfn they're lillna: . hne.". , " " ::': 

MIIIOfadJustmt'llll to the propostd routt a.rt poIItble:' 
(C."tI"u.d) 

Murnay ... id, lJId be qteotd lo look .u.gntio!\J oveT··J.Ii'-' 

"BasicaDy, evtl)'One 1ft deal with wantJ It Ollt of their 
county and out of !belt Illite," hf told NiUe/" CrHt mi
dents dunne an evetlllll mHtin&: at a Mlssoula rtltaw-ant 

However, he addt<!, tht southern M)llte appun to af
lect ft'Wtr people than the other altamative!' 

son told residenu that. If 80nnnille doesn·t �tm to be U,.·· 
tenlJlg to their sUUestions, they should write to BlUM aDd
he'U (oN'ard the Ideas on ronues$jOlllll lettemead ' 

Wbrn askt<! wby BonnI!YIlk can't bw"y the 1me!', Milt, 
,..y IJId Geo'1e Eskridae, BonnevWe'. MlD;)u.la spokes
min, "Id that .ould eoIt. too much - $8-U million per 
mile IS opposed to an estimated $700,000 per mlk with the 
wi",s stnJna: a�na: to\lll'm 

MIlIT1lY said a det.ailtd &planalion of BonnnUlf'. rei: ' 
..:ms for choosina: a spttlfic route, be jt ltJe lOllthern alt� ' ... tive or lnother, _ill be made dur iI:J the tnVlronment.a1 
Imp.lct statement ':, 

"It Isn't (lltuwork." he lIid 01 1M Wp.lct atatemeb,'l' �15 The lIeney', work to date "involved a bell o( a IO! 01 mlppinC work. - mtalluring thf in',p.lct _as an elabOn.�' proceu,'" bt laid , :-. 
At all three mHtinp. people uktd MIIlTIY _bether 

8oMevilie envlJions the nelil route asa mljor po_er roni, 
dor-amedayCl.rryi"l �nr.lh1jh-vollllle 1ineithrolllh the 
aru. He aid Bonn"vtlle·' 10-year plan calli lor only one 
major new Une in the aru 

barban. Rc.s, I 5t. Rqis �dent. .. id af(� lIw rntiI:: , 
Ina: tNt she _� a� 10 mlny people turMd out lor.� 

�
t
�� =:In!ti��na: the hoUda)'l -_�i",�t '  

"I'm llad they (the BPA oUlcials) beard1all the 'pee>.' 
ple·s pretly u.niltd opposJlion." .hf .. ld l .'" Bul h" added that haVUl( TOOm tormof't than one Une 

. People who advocate centrallUd �wer plants, . and the bie powerlines than spring from them, un. 
;; wittingly advocate fewer jobs and boom.and-bust � energy growth. j ••• 'L'eO Berry, director of Montana Department of 
" NatthiJ'Resources and Conservation, in September 
., ga�:���oOd lesson on enelD" at the Alternative En. 
: M.i�souIlQn editorial 

ergy and Renewable ResoW'ces conference In MJs
soula . 

Energy must be thought of generically, he $ald. A Btu (BritISh thermal Unit) of heat saved u precisely the equivalent of a Btu burned. Invest. ment in insulation or solar energy to live heat is the same as investinr in a big co.al·fired plant to create heat. Montana must invest in renewable (or sustainable) enere and in energy conservation, Berty said 
Such an Invesunent would create many more jobs than building bag power plants with huge pow, erhnes, he said, and It'S easy to lee why. A power plant is a big project Workers move In their trall- ' en and a boom results. When construclion is over. job� up .nd a bust occ:Uf1 

.aut then is an endless backlog of conservation and�e-wable ener8Y projects. Investment in that also taps talent already living In �ery conununlty . - carp�ntenl, glulers, plumben, masons, insula, ton 
Investment in conservation is apensive, but the payoff endures A major coal-fired power plant has a life of 3;' yean or so Then it's wom out. Insulation in a building, or a p<usive solar s)'3tem to - 51ppiemeJ'l' buHdlng heat, lasts the building'3 life-

lime T' nayoff is long-,lastInB ;>'"-1, If the building ,{��� .  _ _  . - examplE'J I' ""Id, tIlt 1:'" ... 1,,1 ;"" ... 1. 

C�,", , )  
I '-
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:� nud lor Uuee, IM"II', Sinai' wooden 

O I t · ·t po\es that calTY so. to etch! PO'll'U-angerous e ec rlCI Y �T!':.': •. I;;,'::�b�:rlh::� 
aboYe lbe nver 

,_ .utility companies and goyernmant agenci.. commonly found n8af transmiSSion lines caused ThU pt'I'haPl Is only • unaD 0' 
'IIYI been .trlnging high Yoltage powlrlln.. Jlgnlfiean! disruption II' eleclnc.' Ind �ple of el\vinlllmrnUi damage, but 

���� tn�iI�
it

� t�:I:'II�;' ec:lt:�· c:��:� :�o�=:��ca!"i::�c.".s and chromosome ��:.IJ�UI:'� �::I::Y� �;�� 
togathar like . vat alectric ..... b. Tha Uni ....... lty of Colorado Medical Canter MaoMliDe, MIssollla. 

Most Ir. 3eo. 1O  5(l(}-kilovolt Un .. U'lough 785- found that an unusual number 01 Children who �y lin .. 1111 beginnln.g to spr •• d, and the hid died trom cancer in the Denver aree. !'lad 
technology for much larg.r one. i. beln" lived n •• r po .... erline. 
d_loped Scl.nc. N."", .ummarlz.d 11'1. study In 1919 

Th. Bonnevill. POWI'.r A"mini.tratlon plan. to and concluded that for children .... 1'10 lived ne.r 
buil" twin SOG-kv Un .. near Mluaula. probably :--.Q-kv lin ••. ·'th. deeth rate lor 'eukemia. 
up MUI.r Cr .. ": or the Rattlesnak •. Th.y .... 111 lymphomas and n.rvous-sY" em lumofl ' . 
Clfry .Iectriclty trom Col.lrlp 3 and " w •• t. roUOhly twlc. 11'1 • •  xpecled r.te." 

Nobodyw.nta toli .... nurtna pooow.rllne:t. Th.y In 191' Ina New York Public S.rvic.Comml", 
.. ill b. hooe, hun" on l1S-loot-t.1I tOW.fI. Th. .101'1 h.ld 8xt.nliy. h •• rln"s on th. h •• lth .nd 
Iraninullion lin •• will d.stroy the Ic.n.ry of the NI.ty 01 high volt.g. power Ii".s. Arter revI.w-
y.lI.ys. hIIllandll.ldltheycroN.Andpeopla If8 ing 13.000 p.gel 01 tnUmony and h.llring 
Inghl.n.d that the .n.pplng nn •• will b. carryln" numerous .. Itn ...... the commiSSion concluded ' 

U"I�nl�W;U��j��.I:�:�:!�o;���,: �;��;::::� ����I��=������:�����: ::�����:�� L � � -c ') 
hOldl.,,, h.arl"". In which a"ancy offlci.l. are effectl may be hlfmtul .. 
polite Ind r .... urlng. And in a "'Yi.w 01 the re,.arch done on 11'1. Georg. E.krld" •• BPA', Mluoul. rapr .. n- h .. lth eff.cta of pow.rhnls. which .. as pllrtillily 
,atly •. said .t a rec.nt h.arln". ·'Th.re I. no tinancto::! by the America., Electric Pow.r Com-.... Id.nc. 01 d.tnmantal .ffeca. W.·YI h.d hi"h pe.ny. II w .. .  tated that "'the on. llrm conclu.lon '0'011'". Unes for 30 ye." .nd hay.n·t h.d any that .m.rg •• from the e .. lslm" 1it.,.lur. i. that 
proDI.ms." rel.liy.ly w •• k electric or m.gnelic lIeld are 

If by evidence h. m$ln. proof. Eskrldg. I, capable of evoking neurophysiological or 
right. But than 11'1.,..·. no proof Ihal tOD.ceO il. behayioral eff.cta." 
unnaallhy: the evidence i. ml"hty lu"" .. lIye It'. logical lor corporation and agencies thai 
hOWl'.ye!. axil! and profit by •• lIlng eleclrlclty to Ignor. , Batt.II.·. Pacific NorthwHt laboratories hIlS publicly tna dang.,.. 01 th.ir product. 
tummlflteCI mati th.n l00 .tudl .. on the h.alth Some peopl. justify the deceplion by saying 
.ff.ct. 01 the .Iectrlc and m."n.llc radiation the cony.ni.nc. 01 .I.ctriclty IS .... onh th. n.k 
.",ltteCI by hlOh yalta". pooow.nln... But that II. phony ar"um.nl. BPA doesr>'t talk 

Som. 01 theM reporIJ .hOwed no m .. n8C!,. about the helrth problems bee.usa it suspects 
ev.n alter rel.tiyely higl'l-l�11 01 ."POlU"'. th.t if the puDllc knew. the pooow.rllnes wouldn't 
Other .tudles ,howed that mlatto" I�II be toleratto::!. 

errest>enclent Cemment 
Stick It Te Us BPA 

B �  Bill San.om 
Inlerorsled Mlnort.1 County ruldcml, were deluged with BPA 

maU. some houlehold, ,e� .. lvhlg al many a. eight coplu, lall 
,",eork 01 Ihe BPA Draft Envlronm .. Rtal lmpact Slalem .. nl on Ihe 
propoMd G.rrison-Spokane 500 I(VTranlml"lon Project. The 31 
pao .. book. cont.lning graphl, !!taps. ml,conct'ptlon •. d .. lu,Ion •• 
and BP" rhdorie, w., complied to delude Ih .. people and goverit' 
mornl .liIancln Inlo borUavlng the SOutht'ITI Routa wa. th .. mo.l 
I.allblor route. 

An� pcouon i"l«ruled enough '10 rUld the dr.ft EIS would , .... 
Ihll 11'1 .. BPA ha, 10m .. good ,..a,on. '0,.. pr .. furlng Ihe Soulhern 
R.oulor. Anyone .Rgu .. d ornollgh to CLOSELY namlne th .. EIS 
:!�uld.� thl loulhuen route' ... a. n.ol MI .. �.d becau� of • 
Invlronmlntal or Konondeal lmp.et eOMk!.ar.UOIW .t all. It ... a. 
Mlorcted bKau •• It woold be I ... haul. lor tbl BP". n.. Soudlem Routor" 'hortu. on. flat map. bUI It nollh .. lu.t 
upen,l ... or roule to build.. n.. Hot Sprinp rOllI.1I 4 million doUa ... 
cheaper. The Southam Roulor 1II'O"ld cro .. 84.7 mll.1 of pri .... t .. 
I.nd, dbiCurb 6.1 mila ofruadl", area, croa It.l mil ... 01 prim .. 
&arm I.nd, and pa .. Ihrough 113.0 mil ... of counhy.ldor thaI Ihe 
BPA 1'1 .. daI .. rmln .. d 10 hav. high ... i .... 1 quality. Th .. Une wUl eH .. ct 2I 7 mU •• of I'I.I.ghl� produ�tlve IImberiand dbilurblng natuT.1 
"'ctj!elalion wltb . 125 foot wide corridor, nollo mention 257 mil .. 
.of .eu .. ruao.. Whal .. ill Mln .. ,al County ruld.nls get besides I ... dmberlAl\d, I ... prl .... t .. prup .. rty, hlgh .. r property I.IUI" on 
what Utll .. prlv.tor ground we ha ... e lorft. lell unbleml.h .. d h .. ntlng 
ground, and 175 foot 1000000cr. In our backyaro.1 Th .. ,,,,weT I, I nOII'l.l.",. -

\ 1 Th. La,t page of the draft EIS conl.ln • •  lIel')l 'mall patagr.ph. 
, alm05t an aft.rthollghl, lb., ,..0.: "When tran'mlnlon IIn .. .  rc �'r"PllCed' Ihe contrect for construction 01 the n ..... Un .. Includes 

emov.I of the old onor. Old poles . •  1 .. eI. and " onduclor .rc 
emoved .nd ,e(.pped O'r •• I .... oed ·vufootlng • •  re r .. mov .. d or 
urled." Th .. BP" 1'1" a Un .. rig'" ca�, All in .. IIcn's> 

o.d, arc b .. llt, .".11 11'1" n,U�I�I."���""":�"  " . ,I $�"rI'.<[ ",II II, .. 

Letters 
50 .aith BPA 

The almIghty BonneVille sp'aileth 
My children. you h,aye ,inned LA 

your d�lA' tonot have our po_rl.lfte, 
run through ytlur vall� 

TheA'lor.!. we shall position QUI' 
towers In )'OI.If Une of sight and you 
,hall view them aUtbc d.a)'l 01 your lit� 

YOllr compensallon lor the devalu· 
ahon 01 your propu1y shall be notQI'\e 
\X'nny 

May you live In sorrow lor tbe loss 
01 the pnstll'le bcauty 01 your valley 

You shall have lear 01 the beallh 
haurds we are not sur� of 

Oh bul JOY. our benefactots .lft the 
gto!at state of WashlllltOl1 will be lor
l!Yer gr;Itdul for the pow .. r our Unes 
deliver 

So Soallh lbe almighty BonneVille 

Cr��r;:::� ei�5!:�:�n. 91�5 Mill�r 
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Powerlines cut "I\uge swath L-,({ - I - >J 
The Bonneville Power AdmmJstra. The BPA lIItends 10 slash a 12Hoot country mostly used by hunte� and 

n!creationlsb who bave theIr own 
bone to pick WIth the BPA. What hap
?l'lU when a row ofmsuLatOl"1 aresnot 
ouP Could sl?IIoo fly? Could the blUl! 
snort out? 

lion JIIy3 in iU draft Env'ironmenUI comdor through the heart of westem 

Impact ;Statement, "The Monuna !1tontaM" best timber \ar,d How dos 
Major FaClbty SIting Act alrm to BPA d('scnbe this 260·milp.long 
mamtaLll and Improve a dl!an ami ckoarcut? In a letter to Sen Mu Bau-
healtllIul environment fot present and C'lU, who,hQu)d lulowbetter, theYCOlll 
lutu.re generatJons.tD prot�t t11eenvJ' It an "attractIVe greenbelt." TI'II' BPA 

Reader «:IIoI'IIUIIII:I.I. 
ronmell1..Ol1 filf-$upport Sy3tem lrom 
derradallon and ptevent ulireasonable 
depletion and deVadaUon ol nalunl 
rewurces ... Both JCU (the other one 
is the Wash.ington Slale Act) an! de
sllned to n!gulate construction and 
opel'3l!on 01 power laetUlles III order 
to mlnllTuze adverle elfecU upon the 
people and envIronment of the ,tate." 

That sounds like the act was writ· 
ten m the pubhc lllten!sl It sounds n 
Ifwmebody IJ loolung out tor our best 
envlTonmenlal inten!st ' 

\Vhy does the state 01 Mon1..Olna 
have to IIIe the BPA 10 set it 10 con· 
form 10 the Major f"aclUty Sit.mg Ad? 
I'll alUwer my own quesllon because 
thl! BPA does not operate in the pub
lic Interest and 1M BPA southem 
powerbne route adverlely alfeocu the 
people lIld envlrDnment of t/us state 

annoW'lCeQ lt W'Oll]d bulld up to four 
mile$ of acceu toadsfot e>'ery fTUie[)f 
powerime. Does that mean "'e can 
look at an addLtional 1.(I� miles olso
calleQ atlIllctlve grftnbelt? 

Unbke POWE't romdQI"S through 
range and farmland where, fot the 
most part, alTlcuitu.re may resume 
aitercolUlT\I('lJon of lhe line, the iand 
under tbI! Imes In timberland "",U 
nevl!t a,am bI! Umbl!t·producmg 

Lft's fotlel llle hmbi!r up.t'('ts for 
a moment and think about some othl!T 
probll!rm caused by the Une. Wluot 
�boul forest fire? Well, the BPA 
cLairm lhi! powerlme probably won't 
sLart firn. But If a fln! !.Omehow 0<:' 
cu� alon, the Line, wiU thl! Tetardant 
plann ny Oller or under the Unes? WIll 
they ny around, or through, the 11� 
foot t.a.U towers? My bI!\ IS they won'\ 
fly at all 

How aboutvanda�?Mostof tlle 
southern roule rulU through pnm

,
�,ve 

The BPA would have to spend 
Ihou!otnd, (excu-'l! ml!. tlw ralep3ye� 
would have to pay lhow.ands) 01 do]· 
larsjlUt 10 find the problem, letaione 
hX lt How do thy plan to find and lix 
tile problem In Sill feet of snow? 

Lft's talk about COS\5 The south· 
ern route IS about 14 numon more ex· 
penslVe If you don't add lhi! adW!.Jonal t8 nulllon cost of localllli a substation 
In the middle of nowilen! What if 
Monlan.a Power, and other pnvat� 
uhhhl!', bUilt the bne? Well, countles 
along the route would coUeoct S201 7 
nuUion during the life span of the 
prOject \Vhat do we colJeoct If BPA 
bUIlds the line? ZERO So logers, tluonk the BPA for loss 
of employment. Hunte�, th:Ink the 
BPA for lack 01 bili lame. Wn(j· 
owners, thank tile BPA lor the altrac· 
lIve greenbelt In your backyard Oh, 
don't fOTlel to thank your poU!.Jclans 
al the polls fOT allOWIng It to happen 
- BUI S.n50m, P.O. Box 4, SI, Re,1 

dllor. Min .... ] Coun� Sun ,Jt 100 �I cam .. lip with a t.. pla ...... n dldn', ....... knoow wha,1he 
h� ClIIlcn. of MillenJ Cou.n� I BIltnlattva .. h.t� NtoWd 1M cOIMId- StacclinOl! or CC [)Md .. -.. you bon.. On O .. umb., 29, 1981, "-vi • .... eeI.. ThlBpA�I.alftnl ,."-ed IlIId thl'V daJ1rI Io �w loobd lll .u 
'ciuon &0111 M-. B .... eua· RaIl aDd Iu giye th_ a.Itft"l1.attv. "'11 .. (J;I�Id- all''''811 __ :":·��I=dO� .. c!:n�n1:; ::::

o
;:::vw�r'��� :��r :.. C::'�ct;

r
o�':':�,:"=!: �ti'tol'lIua .. �tBPA_golnI1 10 "ecbon uv-d Ib, BPAto rapondto .. 'V, Th-v laid 0VCI'hud U _ __  

). JlICkaon 1Jtr aa.d  the fact th.t d'I_ altemam. •• on IMh.If 01 1700.000/ .. U.Modbu1a.J ... enSSIO � want.d lIN pGIlI"ITU_ (t.1n BauC\ll.. 12 n:lllllOil pIT nld... I don't bcIlevw )OKV) and aald thet _ ahooaId Th. alt_ttv .. pr_ntM .... ... thet. They IIhovold plul1 In their II.ad look for vlabl, alt_m.... �1I0we: c.alo..,J.o ... Mod quit t.aJ.ILI"II throul1'h 3 th�p.:opl, "the ,"",1"I11\g(approlt. 1) Locat. the lin .. Oft the Giatlnl1 dlllr ...... , , C_UnuM nut colurnn ��
ht
'::'::, I�= �

t
,,::� ��;�':a. �::::.�:::: _b)eel to NftIIoval. n.. contndor rdIaa.I to _ IIddnee the.... MI _Id do aI! the ...... -.1 wort.. Mod rwmlnd IlOU that the �Ie In dw .. . elao b"ll the to..,.., OIM lit 01 ..... _ of the �ountl/ had NO I ... t to ... n .. ould be bult!: thet _Id � ...ta.t.ocwr Into �nnld.dnl1 routbi,1 onlll ·«olDOlbt. the old 1I�.aJtd the a.ltcm.tI_. Tlt.et ... all done b!i n_ fWln 500KV but thef, -..Ld be BPA br.-M I" PvrtLaad., cn..oq b!i ".cancI .. on ..... towen .,.. 1Urw, 100"'"11 at InIfIC .-nd P"""'hII/ n.... 51-. onJv one act 01 *-n tbrowlDll'darIa! Wbv don', the �Ie would lilt.&, th,,, .. ouId IN ........ In the JHoIbilc fit to PIoIttct.p:, In :::.::�I:::"�"'t..then ... 

- �tI;�:�,:
t
�:::.�� ! 

I ta- th.1 -tth tcodev'. t-=tuto� aad II .n 1lIC,lIent --.pie of : O!I'I. _n """allII pluttn,1 tow," Ihonal,1ht .... Mod � I.-nd could IN dclll1II.d than the 1I1� � raanalrl""'It. lharp ... giedoIM',p ... wnd!iYMdand At a public, 1 Mod "'"'II other aw-nd!i dall1II,d b!i aqaar. dlil", IIhovold DEMAND a ..., ... •• dId Iftg!n ...... n... � detailed � oI lhIM  akemawould noW on� aecolDOdaol. ... . d_ ,.ther than , qulU NO! They �t oaIb&.aUon, but woIIId allYIel. can'l a.av .... too 1_ thai th.U !"Q1t1_1 .... thIe In the lulUi'll. lAf', En¥tommlrl"-l 5&.'-1 11 .... - - 10"11 ran .. P&.. ...... ,1 lAd doow ...... _tl ..... l,lpoi1Widv� ., ....... ht fro ... � 8PA cMIk:i.J. lh. BPA 04 the _ Iend -.  ..... ..tIoo "-110. In drd... _I and dM poo....c plaran1n9 """" 2) eo ..... der nulnintr dw ..... a.Jone chi c.M 111_ hldall. I IN  .. II dw SPA '- a ....... � the OOV:Itfy. __ III dt •• c.atothe�leoflhl.countryI the CC DMde end!o.'S .... _,rw. rm .......... to __ QlItt.- ... � -'d tot:aDv MlOkl  .... U,5. Gov.nr._1, ='-Ib�":::"�-:BP-: - ........ _ ,... 1 

Uk,' Xflll, Jecbol'l laid, I1w aq·lIiIaIqI .. t..I,1n:, It. gu ..... M Th, SI. Revt. OIIed/ng tumout .... r,aJ good bUI ... IIIUI' contln ... to Iii OUr "-ling b. MOWn. The BPA _Id fli rtghl In I" R .... I •. but Utll I. Ute UnU�d Stat", eo Jer. gli lINm 10 rupond 10 die public before they 110 too fart 
At tt. rneli/ng,' a.II«1 Tim Hunty 

of :h� BPA to upleln wh!I dw tou(hoem rOUle Wt, Ml!nvlomm .... "-I1II pr�f.n • .,... H. 10011 OUI lOlli' p..-pcn and lII"mbl,d _boul IOftMthlng that .. _d� no ..... � al aiI-I tJUnll the BPA h.. got a 101 of hom_on. and apllllnlni 10 dof WRITE to your conp .. lman, 90 .. emor, and the BPA. la1 your fUling. be kIIo ... n 
Andr_ Kulla. SI. R'ili• 

, -� 

Open lell,erl';-Ih� Goverllor-�e 
St. ReCto. Mootana 

January 211. 188% 
Dear Governor Schwlnden: 

Enclosed are copIes of over 
100 oIgn:.turu of Mlneral 'County 
residents opposed ID the BPA .'powerllne route through our 
COUDty. 

J\t a re<:ent meeting In SI. 
RegIs (callEd DB. very short 
DOUee) a "capacity crowd" 
presented Its Itrongly united 
opposlUon ID the BPA proposed "lOuthem route!" 

Ironically. back In March ·SI. 
m a letter to Senator Max Bau. cus. the BPA expressed the fol· 
lowing opinion. which can also 
be considered a concensus Of thinking by St. RegIs people: .  , 

"ExIsting powerll\les with ,d· !�eenl vacant rlght<>t·way b�ve 
less land coots be<:a� of the 
previous investment in the vac
ant right-or-way, In addition �o 
this econom1c consider-adon. the 
�nvironmental weight wOuld be aI!ected by I... requirement 
for new access roads and the 
vlsual ditfe.reoce of' two ad
jacent powerlines compared ID 
two separate lines west (rom 
Missoula. The alternaUves along 
the Clark Fori< Valley would require all new access and ae
quisiUon costs. The route north
wa<! 10 HOI Springs would fol· 
low an exJsting Une with a vac
ant right-o(-way." 

What ex.actJy 18 the reason for 
not using Ws vacant Iight«· 
way? ' 

At the meetIo!i It was, further 
suggested that the existing lines 
along the "DOrthem route" be 
consolidated. onto · 'one set of 
tower..-J\t �-lI -.n.lbe· 
BPA Is authortzed 10 scar the 
land with ugly towers with no . 
provision for removing them 
when their usef'ulness (or the 

coal) nms oUt. 
U the line must go through , 

MInerai County. th.... Is fill 
existing 'Vacant ilabt«·hy 
along Ibe old Mu..,8IIkee ROad. 
Why not bury the line jIIere In· 
Blead of ,clefadng cIeuoeIy .  fOl' 
eoted. mountainous land. , 

The cost of. engI.-ing and maln!Jllnfng such a project 
would be astronomlcal. DOt 10 
mention the deotructlon of. the 
little wildlife babltat left In thI. 
country. . . 

It also seems people potept. , 
laIly affected by this 1InI>· -.l4 
be less dIsturt>ed If It were 
burl"" undergroond. 

Minerai County has e""1'l/llflg 
to lose and nothing 10 gain from the proposed conslnlcUOn. We 
get no power; we lose revenue 
in mJ1es or land removed from 
the tax base and from Umbo. 
production. 

Copies of this letter and the 
accompanying signatures have 
been sent to Seu.tors Max Bau
ros and John Melchu, Con
gressmen P.at Williams and Ron. 
Marlenee; the Missoullan. the 
MineraI County newspapen<. aM 
thn BPA. 

'We surely hope you can help 
us in this matter. 

BarIlara Ross 
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1 *  , • So MIller C'reek is elected to become Missou,fl' .•

.

. plwerlines sacrifice area. Congratulations. v

.

ou :-folks have just won the Hairy Dog Tail Award. 
• , .. The dog tail was mentioned bere In an edit<>

'·rial Sept.·8 - the one about the guy who fended off : �Ii.""ation In a north woods cabin by whacking off 

,;·;.r.ssoullan editorial '.f.� 
'�I . � boiling his good 01' dog" tall. The dog partook 

f�rJhe broth too. and 50 they both survived. 
'-:;-:'::'PowerUnes and pipeUnes. slurry Unes and 

.::�ther manifestations of what misguided people ,.lfiin "progress" are like that good 01' dog: con· 
surbing one's own substance to live. cJr"� -f��e �J) In the case of the Colstrip powerlines. the sulr 
stance consumed. sacrificed. is the beauty of Miller 
Creek. not to mention the beauty of all the lands 
crossed by these two 5O()'kilovolt power lines hang· 
irig from their 162·foot high towers. 4i The sacrifice also involves potential emission 
by the powerlines of positive. ions - whose perni� 
cious pollution mysteries are still being explored -
and from ozone. a ·better·known pollutant which 
might or might not be a problem once the power· 
Unes are in use. 

Jl ct' 
The sacrifice will be felt in property values. @\981. GREG. SIfl.E 

Many people Uve in western Montana (and the 
Miller Creek area) because it's stunninRly lovely. 

Powerlines are stunningly ugly. Given a choice. 
who could be induced to pay top value for property 
whose scenic vista embraced repulsive powerline 
towers? Name three. 

We all know these powerlInes are destined to1 
march through western Montana on their gigantic 
towers. That's in the cards. The.Bonneville Power '. 
Administration can and will condemn land. if nec· • 
essary. to clear the way. The powerUnes will carry I 
power from Colstrip coal·fired generating plants 3 • 
and 4: to Pacific Northwest consumers. . These twin powerUnes might be the forerun· 
ners of more. That future threat is of greater im· 
portance. oddly enough. than these specific power· 

, Unes. Some .questions: . 
• Does BPA intend to.buy a right-of·way wide 

enough to take not only these powerUne, but future 
powerUnes? That', important b.ecause otherwise 
this distressing event might be repeated in the fu
ture, creating additional sacrifice areas in Missoula 
and the Clark Fork Valley. 

• Are concerned citizens here wilUng to look 
at the long·range impUcations of this. in addition to 
the immediate distress caused by these twin power· 
lines? That's important too. Citizens here should 
lean on state and officials to insist on comprehen� 
live planning of aU future power plant and power
liDe development. 

It·, late, now. to debate these specific power· 
Unes. The Colstrip power plants are nearing com· 

L-S�'/ <,I  
pl"tion. Their construction. which dictated u: 
powerUnes, was cleared by the state years ago. Th 
dehate then centered on eastern Montana. but obv 
ously. we all now know. it was important to wes 
em Montana. Western MOQtanans must become i\ 
volved early In all state power plant developmen\1 

• What sort of federaUsm is it that BPA, a fe.: 
eral agency, can ram powetline, through witho� 
review under the state', Major FaciUties Sitin 
Act? The state (and Montana Power) wanted uj 
Colstrip powerUne, to follow a different route. i 

• What should be paid in Ueu of taxes? Tbe. 
federally-owned powedines take property from uj 

. tax rolls, lower the value of adjacent property. ani 
, pay nothing in return. If privately owned, tbd 
, value would be added to the tax rolls. BPA is mul 

ling this qu'estion over. Payment in lieu of tax� 
should be decided in favor of the sacrificed area 
and cemented into permanent poUey. I The basic issue is long·range planning - stat� 
wide. regionwide. nationwide. That planning shouIi 
tum from vast centralized power plants Uke tho� 
at Colstrip to conservation and to development 0 
renewable energy sources. 1 

Otherwise the suffering due to hit Miller� 
and other areas will be affUcted ObeW'here, on 
on. over and over'. until the beauty of Mon il 
sacrificed to the hang-<log tail principle of "prog 
ress." - Som �VDolds 

L - $(- / _ "  .".ote .P4 � �."E� I./�£ ---

.l&tteD. nUl 
To dto c  ...... of _ .. c-'" 

rm _ ...... If � In tt>e 
caanly .. ....... of tho fact _ .... I I '  

!!is l I '---�-E� : === I' (,rVi " 1  
.... Ii � : 

mOmI... ' I' '. it ' 0. ......... . . lIP tIannake. c ....... tho ota ...... ·on a ,1 
_ ..... _ � tho  ...... aI ....... ...... In 1M. wooOIo. v. aD 
...... - ... ;,or' .... . :-oIadrIdty. � .... t"-;,;.;u ... - -. 

1100 BPA ..... to St, ...... � 
_ _  to ... .. �FJnt .. they apIaIftoiI _ ... . ......... ' to bow our  ......... _ tbof _ 
oded to TEll. _ .... _ they -'" do. c-Ide< _ aI .... 
loII-"'8 po1.-1) -.- ",· _.to c.
prtvat. 1ond, they'll _n .... '-" andJNlllYOU1ew1t. 50 ___ ... _thel.,.,.... .. _ .-.,.. 
doIIan I. your pocIiot. Big deal, Bat don't wony _ ,..... 1ancI . ....... : 
_ n.., ___ tho_ I 
_ _ _  value .... .... aI _ � ol  ... or\ ...... ......, ..... oo _ _  .. don·t._� to 
• pol ....... �(If __ tooolll _,Ito. _aIIno.-:t .... I!I,.,..'JIIOIIOI1lr ol aD. '.' . . ,:, I) 1100 BPA ....... ·t. .,.-dr ,.., _ OI' -, � In "' aI  '-. - . 

T\-\R� M \\J c �� lA N\'1 4) So maybe you own I.nd out . ways and you don·t haw elec:trIdty. Forget 
Il. 

'",*,�""thop,,-,, _ .... , vn. � _.... ..... .... will only It�_.�� CGOC· ' ' #� cIofluo • milo. n.;"t ...... ,� iboIr "-(BPA) don't -�:t' ',,!!�pton. ,� dayo • 

I) " Ao\d  � .. __ aI - .. "' ...... ' .... t:ou..., co... tncton. 'Ibon'II bo __ Ir_ ..... 
I ... add bonoolil and lllloIntv to our 

� ... /tI_ Tldnk ..... 1 .. .  Icc 
_Ie tho Ir_y h ... broullht .... 
tbe pqwertlne will �n. �Oft. 

(.AJ.o for your Informe&. -lI'IN .wUl '-_lJiD!IpotHIo ... t ea. .... and *--.MiIOo _ In tho Poot 0IIIce 01 tho _  . ..--..,) 

9) Th. PBAaInadr ..... _ot.ay _ aI ..... :� •. thoo4! -'Ina 
you ... _. lIP to Hot ;17;; f; =1=:; " " L_�l, .... ,... .... .,.,... .... ......,. .... IancI.1th .�,::�t .. well ..... 
� d;l«Oeithor, Bat no • •  �n· • ... � (100, 54 __ ploto! 

· aiod �.'_ to pick on • IItIe fIIII/. �. -�-:::::. .... ......t..tlthey 
........ - orW,.,.",. -r- _ .... .�""''''''_caD''''' H .. th 

r .. ...... OoitIwMl ...... c:o.a.q, .. � ..... � ..... , �  J!tIht' 0( -'. ,' .... - .............. BPAI!' : :·'Pc.·t'''' I'i!tl(�.''''''' ,t$.t ....BPA ............. ___ t .. lt .. ..... . e'ad ... __ __  ud 
· _ .... _ they  ..... bodIdJng tt 

III 1981 

: !I...;..J "-«ill = .. �':; .ii_iiiiil-iii NOW .. 
.... _ lew  ... to got to .. d,c' ..... .... I _ .- that thIo JinIo .  IMI (M ..... al County) doan't want .'1 -'1 .. ....- ....... _ throa ... ' 

· w. have ' HOrnING to p1ft a.d' 
· LOIS ... .... _ _ _  Iet ih  .... 

_7 
--1 .... · ........... -

, ... oil """ and �'liut 110 ..... onIy. 
_.' ujiOu ... 't ........... kaolw;oar � ...... ...., ..... .... ho;WIdo ... . 

�EacIoeo4 ... _ ........ ... wIti ... . 
. ................... _ ... Ihoiobow 
.. )Jta lWllt .lO ..., 10 ... _ .  ' r '  . 
f'_ K ..... lit. .... < ,Pot Wtla- . 
· _ al Rop_ ........ 

lSI! Longworth a..llclJng 
, W_ngton. DC 10515 

1·_·S32-6171 
,' . 

Mu hucu. 
U.s. Sen_ Wuhl.glon, DC 20510 
1-800-332-6106 

' 

Ted SdowInden 
�. 
H.I ...... Mt. 59620 •�t£!!!ik�=-:0 � BPA S ceir 

, 80& 4321 _ •• 
MIMouI ... Mt. 59806 
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Valley pays heavy prlc��_ I _� 1 for the powerlines 
BPA Will 
"Wipe Out" 
Radio and T "  

' IB_Mvdle . PWof.' liiImln.......o.. l i(BP� tr_ line _gil 
'=-�;=:.:':�� 
�' , �_,, {·Ac<ordlog .... McEJweIp ·the � .t""'" and llli.dfOoal ... tun·of radio and 
TV ............ 00 .......... pi..,.. MInorai CouatY ___ •• _ "caIJod':fai_.�, SIgnaIIIro .. ; M�. wID 11M to c:rwo the patb 0'-tbe SOO.OOO voll ......,. ... "' .... " ..... .,. and 01_10 &oi;. Si>o...., ... . cr-tb!� .. �� The� 
�Iectriclty from thae lines ""lIrlll�1y 
overpower theu already ".ak 
signal.. Mac said that new. IQOre 
powerful. reflectors eouId be installed 
to overide the signal Interference but 
the larger more sophisticated equip
ment would create problems all its 
own. For one thing, the FCC (Federal 
Communications Commission) 
""ould have to approve the lnatalla
tlon and then an alternate lite for tIM 
refleetor. ""ould possibly have to be 
located arid.approved. According to 
McElwain, the present reflector lites 
Wf're not randomly we-cted but were 
chosen because they·l"'ere the best 
possible sites to receive and amplify 
the radio Signals. There may not be 
an. ac;eeptable alternate lite In any of 
the communlttes. More than 1Y will 
be affected according to McElwain. 
Police communications. CB .'  and 
Short Wave radfo tran.mlsdO'� will 
aU" be affected. Pow�llnu _w been 
around for a long time arid people 
have adjusted to them. P�le have 
paid for that adjustment. ', . 

The 500,000 volt po9t�r IIn�s iIlre 
going "to be " more than Just �lnother' , 
federal go....emment eyesore. The 
lines are golog10cre"ate problems the 
entire length "of Mineral c6unty and 
they will be troublesome to every 
community.' Once the power corridor 
is established it can M expanded. 

Ralph Mc£lwaln has beel'l lnvolved 
in communications for almost 60 
years. which Is longer than the BPA 
h�5 o:lsted 

It'.,fn.,.�,:ro spei\, JJp To B�Af '. . . . ' . 

i ..... �-:.':"--::::=='t. 

\:-.::.....::.. .... :.::...": 
-..

. .
.

..
. 

,tho" n- �

. 

_. , '. 
--.'.n.eo. soo,ooo _ � ,  � . ...... -.;;;;;;;...�\ The,""""", ,,,,,,,,,,,, _�' � --,- .... .,- - �  . 
_ '1ho � ....... ; " _-0, .... or 1VjIC(Dno' 

' ---' - -
.'.'ShorIIIbept. and tbdr patIvI --. 1!  · .qJ Ilo _ ioaII ...... .... ........ 

and ..... on PaUr TV  . .. .. O ....... 
....... ... ....... , c " ' " 

_ H";'��'_ 15 
,..... 

_ .. ... iimo -:.a uP. . , ��_tv._.CB .... � W  .... or _ BC � : 1f  _dO, vau do not ...... 5OO •• .xv 
_ ... ... - ......... W_ .. tbe __ " �' SItJaod B. Ralph Mc:EIWaIa. st. .... 
-... .. 

.' Missoula �. � am Fork valley are about fO bperlence tho· IeSuIb of Colstrip. � anq 4 ceobalW;cl IIPwer pIadI «>IIS�. Tww> powerllnel. ' mounted 1m. poles 162 or� leet Idcb. '"WID 1IIIIIdI, 
past . ......... n. power to W"shingtoD IItd 0ftII0II.," �II: .. ·A··«>lIIIrueU .... .  � whl!e tho poIjIf. 
being built. 

• Some payroU lor mlhlteDance. . ·�·hbWties: . , . , , .  ..�!'! �I ..... "�villlltan._ c d. lower W' <:01- , i lectiql)l on property near tho Jl4!!OerUne.. . .  ' .!Ifo property W co1Ied:I .... because tho pow-. :erlineS are being bul1t by • Iederal agency. tho fIon. . lev!Ile Power Adininlsbatlon. , ; I" . [ U poUutlon 

',r=e::: ':, ��n�caI1! expenso •. 
; .;t • •  Damage to the beauty 01 tbiJ area, wbich Is 
MiIIoula's greatest D8t� strength and its best 

bet to loster ",Ud economic fUowth ",!d 
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Department of Energy 
Bonneville Power Administration 
Transmission Coordination Office 
1620 Regent 
Missoula , MT 59801 
Atten : Mr . George Eskridge 

Dear Mr . E skrid ge : 

L-MC-l- C: / / 

650 Lost Mine Loop 
Missoula , MT 59803 
May 12, 1982 

Please add my comments to your file concerning the route for the 500 kv 
power transmission line . 

We live in the Miller Creek Valley . We have attended various informational 
meetings the BPA has held , and have spoken with you . We haVe not , 
howeve r .  submitted any written comments previously . 

Our single most important concern at this point is a common one . I'm sure : 
the potential health hazards . We have two young children . and many of 
our neighbors have kid s ,  too . These powerlines are a gamble with the 
children , just like the bomb tests of the Fifties . We are so afraid that 5 
year s , 10 years from now , increased lymphatic , carcinoma-related diseases 
will show up in these kid s ,  just as it has in Colorado . The University of 
Colorado Medical Center found much higher rates of those "childhood" 
forms of cancer in families living near the high kv powerlines . This is a 
sobering coincidence . 

Please keep considering all other possible alternative s .  T hink of all the 
kids near all the proposed transmission rout e s .  Let the p ublic help you .  
We've heard the BPA's responses , but add these comments to your 
statistics : Can we bury the line? Do we really need the line ? What is 
the government's liability and /or responsibility in installing a potential 
health hazard near an inhabited area? 

We are already on the Department of Energy's mailing list for transmission 
line informatio n .  We would appreciate continuing to receive any updated 
material . Thank you . 

Sincerely , , 

- / ha}�? j d;e< f� 
Mary L .  Hall 
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J- - ot>J - '1 - _ lq 
United States Senate 

June 1 ,  1 9 8 2  

Mr .  George E .  Esk r idge 
Bonn e v i l l e  Power Admin i s tration 
P. O .  Box 4 32 7  
M i ssoul a ,  Mt . 5 9 8 0 1  

Dear George : 

Senator Baucus has received the enclosed 
l etter from h i s  cons t itue n t ,  Mr. Lee Tavenne r . 
P lease note that Mr . Tavenner has submitted a l i s t  
o f  correspondence which he would l ike i n c l uded 
i n  the f in a l  E I S . 

P lease feel free to use a l l  the mate r i a l s  
from Senator Baucus ' o f f ice mentioned i n  Mr . 
Tavenne r ' s  letter . If we can be of any 
ass i s tance , please do not h e s i tate to contact 
me . 

When Senator Baucus submi t t e d  h is s tatement 
for the record h e  a l so asked that copies o f  certain 
l etters be i n c l uded .  S ince I have not seen the 
Senator ' s  s tatement I cannot say tha t  some o f  the 
same letters have not already been s ubmitte d . 

I appreci ate your ass i s tance in seeing that 
these l etters are made part of the record . 

cc : Lee Tavenner 
Enc losure 

7::1'O� 
Mike Cooney ;2 
Staff As s i stant 
Room 2 5 6 , Fed a l  B l dg . 
Butte , Montana 5 9 7 0 1  

MAX BAUCUS Montana 

Washington. D.C. 20510 
(202) 224-2651 

Montana Toll Free No. 
(1) 800-332-6106 

Committees 

Environment and 
Public Works 

Finance 
Judiciary 

Small Business 

Billings 
657-6790 

Bozeman 
586-6104 

Butte 
782-8700 

Great Falls 
761-1574 

Helena 
449-5480 
Missoula 

728-2043 

M ik e  Cooney 

S enator Max Bauc us ' s  Offi c e  

R o om 2 56 ,  Fed eral Bui lding 

But t e ,  M ontana 59701 

l'l ear Mik e ,  

L --om - 'f -r' l'f 

i>ee Tavenner 

G rani t e  C ounty Alli anc e 

S t ar Route 

Hall , Montana 59837 

May 28 , 1982 

Thanks much for the help on the J e rry Frick l e t t e r .  I may 

going overboard , but I think the more specific language i s  

important t o  us ,  and that from our past experi enc e w e  are 

going to have tn k e ep up the pres sure to get the job done . 

Enc l o s ed i91 the l i s t  of l e tt ers that we have requested 

BPA include i n  .he fi nal El S  on the powerl i n e .  I would appreciate 

y o ur forwarding to BPA perm i s s i on to us e tho s e  l e tt ers on the list 

from or t o  you or from or t o  Max Baucus that are not already 

of public record. 

Again, thank s .  W e ' ll be i n  touch. 

S i nc eI:ely., 
\ .  \ I .J, • .. .' J,'l " 

}' . Lee Tavenner 
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L-om - <f -1 /"f 
L t; ( ;  ';' 2 V �.' 11ner 

A �� � ·,.i : :  . = . n t  Chui rman 

G rani t e:  C ounty All i anc e 

:; t,: t '  , , () \ �  � c  
1 ; ,, 1 1 , �! cm t: _na 59837 
Mu,Y 28 , 1 'j82 

M r .  G eoree E:;kridee 

Bonnevi l l e  j 'OVl er A(lm i ni s l.r . .  t i o n  

t ranGm i s � i o n  C o ordination 

P . O . Box 4 327 

Mi s s oul a ,  j,; c; :-nana 59iJ06 

D ear G eorge: 

The following i s  a lis t of l e t, t er" til', ' t h e  Grani t e  C ounty 

All ianc e req ues t s· ,be i'nc l ud ed i n "  .. li·e f i'netJ. E10 �  

All i anc e 

10/12/81 

1 1/17/81 

1/18/82 

1/2 5/82 

2/4/82 

2/5/82 

3/16/82 

3/22/82 

3/2 5/82 

3/25/82 

3/29/82 

3/30/82 

4/8/82 

4/9/82 

4/9/82 
4/9/82 

5/21/82 

5/21/82 

5/28/82 

A d e l e Furby' to G eoree Ecokri d g e  

Mrs . Carl Cassidy t o  G eoree Esk r i d g e  

Evelena And erson t o  G eorge Eskridge ( i nc luding resolut i o n )  

Clayton H erron t o  G eorge Eskridge 

Ad e l e  Furby t o  G eorge EGk r i d g e  

G eoree Eskri d g e  to Clayton H erron 

G eorg"!! Eskri dge t o  M e l e  Furby ( p1'oc e';>' )  

L ee Tavenner t o  G eorec Es)cri rlg e  ( £1:; i nformat i o n )  

G eorge Eskri dge to L e c  Tavenn cr ( E1;, i nformati on )  

L ee 'ravenner t o  G e org e  Eskri o g e  ( h eurine; l o c a t i o n )  

Lee Tavenner t o  G eore e Esk r i d g e  ( E1:0 i nformat i o n )  

L e e  Tavenner to G eorg e  Eskri u,n;e ( proc es s ) 

G eoree �skrid r-e to A d el e  Furby ( nubl i c  m e e t i ng a r ,proac h )  

G eorge E"kridge 

G eorge Eskri dge 

G eorge Eskridge 

t o  l,ce 'I'a v o nn e r' 

to Leo L'nV e n n c Y' 

to L e e  ; 'avenner 

J e rry Frick t o.  Lee 'l'aV enl i er 

( b e:,r.i ng l ocati o n )  

( pr o c " " , , ) 

( ,,:1:: i nformati on ) 

J erry }'rick to IJec 'l'[l v enr: c r t  rev i r; e d  

L e e  '.c avenner to G e o r/" "  ;:r:lc rirlge (l  e t �ers ) 

-c onti nuecl-

L -O W1 - 'I- � /' 
-?-

C o ngr es s i o nal Del er,a t i o n  

1/18/82 

1/18/82 

1/18/82 

2 /1/82 

2/19/82 

2/2 5/82 

3/3/82 

3/3/82 

3/15/82 

3/2 3/82 

3/2 3/82 

3/24/82 

3/29/82 

3/31/82 

4 /2/82 
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Evel ena And e rs o n t o  J ohn M e l c h er 

Evel ena Anderson to Max Baue us 

Ev el ena And e rs o n  t o  Pat \'; i l l  i a'll s 

Pat W i l l i ams  to G eo !',";e t:" !crj r!r-e 
G e org e  Eskri d g e  t o  Pat \"ii ] l j LlJn�� 

N.ax Baue us to C l a y  LOll l ! erroll 

Pat \,l i l 1 i ams t o  C J ay t o n  I ! err'on 

Pat \'I i l 1 i &-:IS t o  Le e  Tavenner an.d A d e l e  Jo'urby 

Adel e Furby to If. i k  e C o o ney 

A d el e Furby e t  al t o  M " x  BaueuG 

A d e l e  Furby et al t o  J oh n  E elcher 

John Me l c he r t o  Le e  Tavenner 

G eore;e Esk r i rl g e  t o  MRX lla uc m, 

M i k e  C o o ney to Ad el e j<" H'\'Y 
A d el e  Furby to M i k e  C o o n ey 

Pat Vi i l J i ams to IY e s  Kvars t,en 
Max Baueur: to Le e  (l' a v e n l ' e r  

'N e G  Kvur s t en t o  at. Vi i ]  1 i am�; 
Pa t W i l l i am "  t o  Arl e l e F urb.v 
J ohn M el ch er t o  l , c e  '�' ,-j v c nncr 

G eorge Esk r i d g e  t o  I,:"x ll" uCllS 

M i k e  C o oney t o  i'. cl r> l e  j<'uruy s no Lee 'l'8 venner 
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2 /3/82 

2/4/82 

2 /11/82 

2/22/82 

3/5/82 

3 /11/f:l2 

3/1 1/82 

3/11/f:l? 

Char I e R  Mi l l e r to F o r' c d ,  : : uTlc rvj " or 

L e e  'Pavenner c om' (� n L : ;  011 t.! · C l" O I" t ; : '  L 11) ' !' cam evalua t i o n  

ft. cJ e l e Furby t o  C h · , r l er; ,:i l l e r ( i r ,c 1 uc1 i ng roni t i o n s ta t em en t ) 

L f' e  '�'av enner to T: o\'/ ii rr: ell, !  1 1  j n o r  
L e e  'l'avenn er t o  C h a r l  c o;  j . i 1 ; e r  
!Jev erly � k i n n c r  e 'l  11 : 1,0 C h ar] C" M i l l er 

A d e l e  Furby to J ack Fi s c r! e r  

A n e l e  Furby to ChHrl e� N. j J ] cr 

,\ d el e  Furby to V i c  : ;  t;:!.n d : J  
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Charl es M i l l  er to F o r c :  L : ', u ;' e ) 'vj " o r 

Lee 'r avenn er to Char] c, J,'j 1 1 ",,.. 

Ad e l e Furby to Charl e:; !.> i n  ,,1' 
Charl e s  Mi l l er to Fore!l L S unervi s or 

L-(;fy/ -'/-' If 

Corres!)ond enc e with BPI, ��}1 0 'J J  d ll e avr:ti labl e in your f i l e s .  

C orrespond enc e wi t h  t h e  F o r e G t  � ; e rv i Cf '  , -ho uJ,d be avai labl e 

i n  your f i l e s  or through Lhe F o r e : ; t  : " " ' v i. e e  a s  a c o op erati ng 
agency _ C o p i es of o t h er c o rrp.:iponci PJlc e .1 G  e nc l o s e d . 

We al s o  req ues t  thp t al l oth er l e t t ers rer>ardi ng the Taft 

rout e i n  the Flint C r e ek Val l ey that you rec eived after the 

TIrwamond s c o p i nr> me et i ng tha L were no;' s p ec i f i c ally included 

in your se o ni nc; summari e>; b c  i nc l urlp<J i n  the fi nal EIS . 

Thank y o u .  
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P o r t l and , Ore gon 9 7 20 8 

De a r  lh . Johns on : 

May 2 7 ,  1 9 8 2 

w ri te to summa r i ze my conce rns ove r the G a r r i s on � We s t  
s i t i n g  o f  Bonnevi l l e ' s  p ropos e d  powe r l i ne s .  Rathe r than 
repe at e ar l ie r ,  more s p e c i fi c  remarks h e r e , I r e q ue s t  that 
our e ar l i e r  corres pondence be i n c l uded in your h e a r i n g  re cord 
and th a t  BPA ' s  s i t i n g  deci s i ons respond to the conce rns I 
h ave r ai s e d  s ep ar a t e ly in c o r r e s pondence ove r the pas t y e a r . 

Committees 
I ns te a d ,  I w i l l  h e re s ummari ze what I b e l i eve to be the 

mo s t  import ant c r i te ri a f o r  s i t i ng th e s e  l i ne s : Environment and Publ ic Works 

1 .  R e c e nt ch anges in the f o r e c as t e d  power demand for 
the Paci fi c Northwes t rai s e  q ue s t i ons ab out the cont inue d  
n e e d  f o r  powe r g e n e r a t e d  by Col s t r i p  Uni ts 3 and 4 .  The 
ch anges w i l l  re q u i re a n ew look a t  the e xtent t o  wh i ch 
Bonne v i l l e ' s  furthe r i n vo l vement w i th th e s e  l i n e s  i s  

Finance 
Judiciary 

Small Business 

ne ce s s ary . As p a r t  of the E I S  p roces s ,  Bonnevi l le s h o u l d  
th o rough ly re view the " no fe d e r a l  l in e "  al ternat ive . Bonnevi l l e 
s h o u l d  t h o r ough ly examine whe th e r  or n o t  there is at t h i s  t i me 
a need for BPA to cons truct D o r t ions of t h i s  l i ne . W i th the 
many demands b e i ng p l ace d up on BPA ' s  r e s o u rces - - inc l uding 
cons e rv a t i on , f i s h  h ab i t a t  enh anceme n t , and Tre as u ry repayments 
your agency h as an ove rwhe lming r e s p o n s i b i l i ty t o  avo i d  p r o j e c t s  
th a t  are n o t  c l e a r l y  e s s e n t i a l . I f  Bonne v i l l e canno t de termine a 
c l e a r  c a s e  o f  e x i s t i n g  ne e d  for fede r a l  cons t ruct ion , Bonnevi l le ,  
should advi s e  the p ri vate cons o r t i um cons tr uct ing C o l s t r i p  3 a n d  4 
of the i r  opt ion t o  cons t ruct th e s e  l i nes thems e l ve s  o r  to awa i t  
the e s t ab l i s h me n t  o f  s u ch a n e e d  on ce the Re gional Pow e r  P l an n i n g  
Counc i l  h as deve l o p e d  i t s p l an .  

2 .  Bonne v i l l e  s h ou l d  respond t o  a l l  s i t ing conce rns rai s e d  
b y  t h e  S t a t e  o f  Mon t an a .  I am convi n c e d  th a t  had B PA r e c o gni z e d  
t h e  Montana Maj o r  F a c i l i ty S i t in g  Act a s  t h e  governing aut h or i ty 
for l i ne s i t i ng from the o ut s e t ,  many - - r e rhaps a l l  - - o f  
today ' s  p rob lems wi th l i ne s i t i ng cou l d  h ave b e e n  a v o i de d .  Any 
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de c i s i on made by Bonnevi l le at th i s  t i me should re f l e ct the i n tent 
a n d  s p i ri t as we l l  as the l e t t e r  o f  the recent court de c i s i on .  
BPA s h o u l d  coop e r a t e  f u l ly w i th the S tate o f  Mon tana i n  m ak i ng a l l  
fur th e r  s i t in g  de ci s i ons . Noth i n g  i n  fede ra l  l aw p re c l u des fu l l  
coop e r a t i on wi th the S t ate . 

3 .  The s p e c i fi c concerns o f  l o c a l  res i de n ts s h o u l d  be 
p a r amoun t .  L i ne s i t i n g  co s t s  s h o u l d  b e  p ai d  b y  the consumers o f  
the e l e c t r i c i ty b e i n g  t r ansm i t t e d  b y  these l i ne s .  I mp a c t  ai d 
auth ori ty sh o u l d  be us e d  f lexib ly to mi t i gate a l l  l ine i mp acts . 
I t  is n o t  ade q uate fo r Bonnevi l l e  to b as e  s i t i n g  de ci s i ons 
p rimari ly upon cos t factors . The ques t i on i s  not "how much" the 
l ines cos t ,  but who should p ay the cos ts as s o ci a t e d  w i th the 
l ine co n s t ruct i on . 

I am p ar t i cu l arly conce rned about l o c a l  res idents whose 
l i ves and p roperty wou l d ' b e  a ffected by the lines and yet who 
are not e n t i t l e d  to payments unde r Bonnevi l l e ' s  e xi s t ing 
compens a t i on p o l i c i e s . Every unmi t i g ated local i mp a c t  means 
sh i ft i n g  " l ine c o s t s  from e l e c t ri ci ty consumers to l o c a l  res idents . 
Accordi n g ly , BPA s h o u l d  re l o c ate , re de s i gn ,  and , i f  n e ce s s ary , 
b ury the l i ne s  to a vo i d  h i gh i mpacts . I f  Bonnevi l le fi nds s uch 
a c t ivi t i e s  to be cos t - prohib i t ive , Bonne v i l le s h ou l d  p ro v i de 
adequate compe ns a t i on to a f fe c t e d  re s i de n t s  and l o c a l  governments 
even if th e s e  res i de n ts and governments do not h ave p roperty 
w i th in the l i nes ' r i gh t s - o f - w ay .  I f  Bonne v i l le does not w i s h  
to use i ts di s cre t i on ary aut h o r i t y  to do t h i s , i t  mus t re turn 
cons t r uc t i on to p r i vate e n t e rpr i s e  i mme di a te ly . 

4 .  S i n ce Bonnevi l le ,  as a fe de r a l  agency , h a s  a g r e e d  to 
b ui ld th e s e  l ines , it is re a s on ab le t o  e xpect t h a t  these l i ne s  
b e  l o cated upon fe de r a l  l an ds t o  the maximum extent po s s ib le .  

S .  Bonnevi l l e  s h o u l d  c l o s e ly review a l l  l o c a l  i n i t i a t i ve s  
a n d  p ropos a l s  f o r  center l i n e  rout i n g .  I am p a rt i cularly concerned 
ab out rep o r t s  from s e ve r a l  e f fe cte d commun i t ies that l o c a l  conce rns 
are not b e i n g  cons i de re d  adequa t e ly .  I w i l l  take th i s  opp o rtuni ty 
to make c l e a r  for th e de ci s i on re cord th a t  e s pe ci a l ly wi th re g a rd 
to the Maxvi l l e , Mi l l e r  Creek , S t . Re g i s  and Thompson F a l l s  areas 
my rep e a t e d  reques ts for more and improved mee t ings b e twe en 
1 0  11 res idents and Bonne v i l l e  p e r s onne l h a ve met wi th on ly 
1 :  i te d  s uc ce s s .  F u rthe r ,  I h ave h a d  rep e a t e d  i n d i c a t ions that 
Be �e vi l l e  h as n o t  to date res ponded to p a r t i c u l a r  ro u t in g i de as 
and p rob l ems r a i s e d  by l o c a l  re s i den t s . 
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I repe atedly h ave reque s t e d  t h a t  i n  th e s e  and o ther p roblem 

a r e as Bonnevi l le adopt a p o l i cy th a t  requires b r i e fi n g  l o c a l  

res i de n t s  o n  t h e  p ar t i c u l ars o f  the d r a f t  E I S , t h e n  h e l p i n g  the 

res i dents or gani ze and p re s e n t  the i r respons es , and only then , 

a ft e r  adequate t i me for review an d respons e ,  h o l di n g  the 

formal E I S  h e ari ngs . 

Bonnevi l le h a s  s t rong ly re s i s ted th i s  reque s t .  Fur thermore , 
l o c a l  re s i dents have repe atedly reg i s t e r e d  b o th procedur a l  and 
s ub s t ant ive comp l a i n ts conce rning the l i ne s i t i ng proce s s . 
Recent ly , i t  required i n tervent i on from my o f f i c e  to s e cure 
Bonne v i l le ' s  a g reeme n t  to accept p re - comment p e r i o d  w ri t ten 
comments offered by local res i de n t s  as a p a r t  o f  the h e a ri n g  
record . Bonnevi l l e  h a d  advi s e d  Maxvi l l e  are a res i de n ts t h a t  
res i dents w o u l d  need to dup l i c a t e  a n d  resubmi t the i r  e a r l i e r  
comments i f  the s e  comments were to b e  cons i de r e d  dur i n g  the 
formal E I S  p roces s .  Th is i s  one of many t i mes when reques ted 
and an xious c i t i zen i nvo lveme n t , o ften comb i ne d w i th con g re s s i on a l  
i n terve n t i on , was needed t o  p rod Bonnevi l le i n t o  do i ng wh a t  i t  
s h o u l d  h ave done on i ts own . 

In f a i rnes s ,  BPA p e rs onne l s ay s uch an app a r e n t  l a ck o f  
respons iven e s s  w a s  i n adve r tent a n d  l o c a l  concerns w i l l  b e  
e xp l ored th orough ly . Bonne v i l l e  has t ak e n  a numb e r  o f  s teps 
ove r the p as t  ye a r  t o  make i ts proce s s  more respons ive and i t s  
p e o p l e  more avai l ab l e  to the p ub l i c .  Neve rth e le s s , i t  i s  
e s s en t i a l  t h a t  the f i n a l  envi ronmen t a l  i mp a c t  s t a tement s h ow 
c l e arly and sp e ci f i c a l ly how e ach of the l o c a l  conce rns and 
i de as h as been addre s s e d .  

6 .  Bonnev i l le s h ou l d  s p e e d  i t s  s t udy o f  potent i al h e a l t h  
a n d  s a fety imp ac t s  o f  h i gh vo lt ag e  t r ans mission l i ne s . T h e  
L i b rary of Cong ress re v i ew un de rt ak e n  l a s t  y e a r  at m y  reques t 
i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  too l i t t l e  s tu dy h a d  b e e n  comp l e t e d  to g a i n  
con fi de n t  know l e dge o f  a l l  p o t e n ti al h e a l th a n d  s a fety i mp ac t s  
o f  s u ch l i nes . Bonnev i l le ' s  s t udy s h o u l d  b e  concl uded a s  
qui ck ly as pos s ib le , i t s re s ul t  p ub l i sh e d ,  a n d  i ts re commendat i ons , 
i f  any , p romptly pursue d .  

Let me res t a t e  my dis may w i th Bonnevi l l e ' s  ove ra l l  re co r d  
conce rning the s e  powe r l i ne s . Th is re cord b e g an wi th Bonnevi l l e ' s  
b e ing l e s s  th an candid i n  o u t l i n i n g  i t s  intent i ons to Congre s s . 
The record cont inue d  w i th Bonne v i l l e ' s  s t r e t ch in g  i t s  autho r i ty 
to , or in my op i n i o n  b ey o nd , i t s  l e g a l  author i z a t ion for 
con s t ruc t i on of the s e  l ines . Bonnevi l l e h as fought the S t ate of 
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Mo n t an a  i ns t e a d  o f  coope r a t i n g  w i t h  i t .  An d B o nnevi l l e ' s  s i t i n g  
p ro ce s s ,  wh i l e g re a t l y  i mp ro ve d  ove r t h e  p a s t  y e a r , h as i m p r o ve d  
o n l y  a s  a re s u l t  o f  d i re c t  a n d  c o ns t a n t  p re s s u re . Even i n  l t s 
i m p r o v e d  s t a t e , B onnevi l l e ' s  s i t i ng p ro c e s s  i s  f a r  l e s s  t h a n  
p e r f e c t .  

app re c i a t e  and re s p e c t  the d e d i ca t i on o f  many o f  Bonnevi l l e ' s  
p e r s onne l wh o h a ve h o n e s t l y  t r i e d  t o  i mp rove B on n e v i l l e ' s  re s p o n 
s i ve ne s s  t o  Mon t a n a  n e e ds . Howeve r ,  I f i n d  mys e l f  m o v i n g  aw a y  
f rom s up p o rt of B o n n e v i l l e ' s  h i s t o r i c w o rk i n  b r i n g i ng e l e c t r i c i ty 
to the N o r thwe s t  t ow a r d  a new and d e e p - fe l t  s k e p t i c i s m  o f  p ro j e ct s  
B o n ne v i l l e  u n d e r t a ke s . My S t a t e  i s  r e c e i v i n g  q u i te an e d u c a t i on 
in t h e  w o rk i n g s  of a l a r g e , cumb e rs o me fe de r a l  b u r e a u c r a cy t h a t  
i n t e rvenes i n  o u r  l i ves b u t  s e e ms re s p on s ib l e  t o  n o  ?ne . 

I h o p e  t h e  c r e a t i o n  o f  the Re g i on a l  P o w e r  P l a nn i n g  C o un c i l 
be comes a m a j o r  s tep f o rw a r d i n  mak i ng Bonnevi l l e  more r e s p on s i b l e  
t o  Mon t a n a  and t o  t h e  r e g i on . Th i s  w a s  t h e  i n te n t  o f  Con g r e s s .  
F u r th e r ,  I h o p e  t h a t  a l l  of us h a ve l e a r n e d  f rom t h i s  expe r i e n c e  
to r e v i ew m o r e  care f u l l y  t h e  g r an t i n g o f  a n y  M o n t a n a  p e r m i t t o  
c on s t r uc t  maj o r  f a c i l i t i e s  s uch as Col s t r i p  3 and 4 .  

The Mon t a n a  B o a rd o f  Na t i on a l  Re s o u r c e s  h ad no way o f  
k n ow i n g  th a t  the t r ans m i s s i on l i ne s  i t  a g re e d  to a s  p a r t  o f  the 
s i t i n g  of  C o l s t r i p  3 an d 4 w o u l d  n e ve r b e  b u i l t  - t h a t  i n s t e ad 
t h e  co n s o r t i um o f  u t i l i t i e s  le d by Mon t a n a  Powe r Company wo u l d  
w a s h  i t s h a n d s  of th e s e  p ow c r l i ne s  a t  Town s e n d ,  Mon t an a, we s t . I n  
t h e  f u t u r e , i t  wo u l d  s e e m  c l e a r  t h a t  any pe rmi t s  fo r m a j o r  
f a c i  l i t l e s s h o u l d  b e  ma de c on d i t i o n a l  u p o n  t h e  o r i g i n a l  app l i c a n t ' s  
c o mp l e t i o n o f  a l l  t h e  w o r k . And i n  the f ut u re ,  we mus t b e  c a r e f u l  
to i n s ure t h a t  p r i va t e  ut i l i t i e s and o t h e rs s e c k i Ilg t o  con s t r u c t  
m a j o r  p r o j e c t s  in o u r  S t a t e  are h e l d  r e s pons i b l e  f o r  a l l  o f  the 
i mp l i c a t i o n s  of th e i r p r o j e c t s . 

F o r  t h e p re s e n t , I u r g e  B onnev i l l e  to us e th i s  l as t  p a r t  o f  
i t s  s i t i n g p r o ce s s  t o  i mp r o ve upon i t s r e c o r d  i n  my S t a t e . The 
N a t i o n a l  En v i r o nmen t a l P o l i cy Act w a s  e n a c t e d  b y  Con g re s s  i n  an 
a t t e mp t  t o  make f e de r a l  a g e n c i e s  t r ul y  re s pons i ve t o  t h e  c i t i zens 
t h e y  a re t o  s e r ve .  I n  th i s  c as c ,  B o n n e v i l l e ' s r e s p on s i b i l i ty i s  
n o t  j us t  t o  e l e ct r i c  c o n s u me rs i n  t h e  P a c i f i  c No rthwe s t , no r j us t  
t o  t h e  c o ns o r t i um o f  p r i v a t e  u t i l i t i e s  and the p ub l ic wh i ch t h e s e  
ut i l i t i e s  s e rve . B o nn e v i l l e ' s  res pons i b i l i t y i s  a l s o  t o  e a ch 
l o c al re s i d e n t  b e i n g  a ffe c t e d  , b y i t s  a c t i ons . Bonnevi l I e  s h o u l d  
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move the l i n e s  a s n e ce s s a ry t o  m e e t  l o c a l  o b j e c t i o n s . B o n ne v i l l e  
s h o u l d  i n t e rn a l i ze th e  c o s t  o f  t h e s e  l i ne s i n s te ad o f  d u mp i n g  
the b u rdens o f  l an d  d e p re c i a t io n  a n d  as s o c i a te d  i m p a c t s  o n  t h e  
b a c k s  o f  l o c a l  res i de n t s . Bonne v i l l e  as a fede r a l  'age n cy h as a 
s p e c i a l  ob l i g a t i o n  to c o o p e r a t e  - - n o t  to f i g h t - - w i th t h e  
g o ve rnment o f  the S t a t e  o f  Mon t a n a . 

W i th b e s t p e r s o n a l  r e g a r d s , I am 

S i n c e r e l y ,  

M+�--
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f�ONTANA 1'19884 
P . O .  Box 794 
Ronan, Montana 59864 

N O R T H W E S T E R N  NAT I O NAL LI FE I N S U RAN C E  C OMPANY 
MONTANA AGENCY. Ii:AlISPELL DISTRICT 
ART AYLESWORTH . SALES REPRESENTATIVE 

Hr. Franklin Worth P. E.  
Bonneville Power Administration 
P. O. Box 3621 
Portland, Oregon 97208 

Dear Mr. Worth ; 

April 23, 1982 

OFF: 406 . 876 0300 

RES: 406 . 6768100 

I visited with you last week at a hearing in St. Regis, Montana. The purpose 
of our discussion was the proposed SOOkv line which your maps show 8S passing directly 
over my home 2� miles east of St. Regis on Highway Route 135. My property is river-
front property below the highway and railroad. I am. opposed to this particular line route 
for several reasons which I have listed. 

1.  I do not want this line over ., home or within 500 feet of it. 

2 .  In dry years . we have a problem with grounding the power line that feeds our 
property at the present time. We get electrical shocks from water faucets 
and switch boxes even though they are properly grounded. My electrician says 
your line running through this area will complicate this problem and will 
certainly make it worse. 

3.  The property I own wil l certainly be devalued in the mardetplace if this 
crosses over it. While it is ideal as subdivision at this time . it  would 
lose its appeal for that purpose with this line running over it. Not only 
would I lose property to the line right ef way. but also to the value of 
the remaining land and my home . 

4. It would appear to me that you would need one tower in the flood plain 
across the river from my property_ This appears to be a very dangerous loc 
location to me. 

5. A line in this area would certainly infringe on the air space needed for 
the private air strip lOcated at St. Regis. 

Sincerely. 

;{A/--

UNITED STATES DEPARTM ENT OF AGRICULTURE 

FOREST SERVICE 

P . O .  Box 2417  
Washington, D . C .  20013  

J U N  4 1982 
1 950 

, 
Mr. Peter T. Johnson, Administrator 
Bonneville Power Administrat ion 
P .O .  Box 3621 � 
Portland, OR 97208 
L 
Dear Mr. Johnson: 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Garrison-Spokane 500 KV 
Transmission Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement . Our specific 
comments are: 

1 .  Table 1 . 1  (facing page 1-10) should be updated with BPA's 
newest load growth estimates, as they are considerably different than 
those displayed in the table. An accompanyment to the table explaining 
new generation sources , capacity and planned date of energization would 
be helpful in putting this proj ect in perspective, especially in light 
of curtailments and delays associated with the WPPSS projects. 

2. The presentation of the present net values for timber are 
somewhat misleading (page IV-13) . The values shown represent only the 
value of future stands that would be lost and do not include values of 
currently merchantable timber that would be utilized. In other words ,  
the values represent productive forest lands that are currently 
nonstocked (due to harvests) or stocked with nonmerchantable trees. The 
discussion should be rewritten to clarify this. 

3. The impact of line location on forested lands needs to be 
expanded to include the restrictions imposed on slash disposal and big 
game winter range burning to avoid flash-overs. An estimate made on one 
Ranger District indicates that in excess of 700 acres of winter range 
treatment may be forgone due to the location of the transmission line. 
The mitigation to relieve this situation would be very expensive slash 
removal in timber harvest areas; curtailing electric transmission while 
burning near the line ; and, in the case of winter range, the 
substitution of hand labor and use of herbicides in lieu of burning. 

4 .  The Recreation Corridor Impact Map does not properly reflect 
the impacts on dispersed recreation on the Deerlodge National Forest . 
The map should reflect moderate to low impacts along mos"t of the 
corridor instead of no impact . 

5 .  The transmission line overlay for the Hayden Creek (Idaho) 
needs to be changed to reflect the new locations on National F�rest 
System lands .  

area 

UOo-ll (l/ee) 
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Mr . Peter T .  Johnson I Administrator 

6. There are several areas that deserve further s tudy before final 
locat ion is determined. These include Maxvil l e ,  Rock Creek, Blue 
Mountain and S t .  Regi s ,  all in Montan a .  We would be happy to 
participate in the analyses or studies since they would affect Na tional 
Forest System lands . 

7 .  Two visual analyses reports liS t .  Regis , February 1982 , II and "A 
visual Assessment for the Lol0 N ational Fores t ,  April 1982" have been 
submitted to BPA. The April 1982 report contained selected points on 
the Lol0 and the Idaho Panhandle National Forests . The conclusions of 
these reports should be incorporated in the proposed mitigation in the 
FET S .  I t  should be noted that these reports do not represent a complete 
visual analysis for Na tional Forest System land, and are applicable 
only to the areas identified in the report s .  

8 .  The locat ion o f  the potential Taft substat ion site needs 
further study to identify alternative sites . The present location would 
have high impac t s  on riparian zone management and water quality that can 
only b e  successfully mitigated through relocat ion . We wish to work with 
you to resolve these impa c t s .  

9 .  The need to u s e  herbicides to control vegetat ion o n  the 
transmiss ion line right-o f-way has a generic j u s t ification that may not 
be applicable to this proj e c t ,  especially east of the Idaho-Montana 
State line ( see page IV-7 ) .  The use of herbicides concerns many peop l e ,  
and i t s  u s e  should only be advocated when the growth of deciduous 
vegetation j ustifies i t . The poten t i a ]  use of herbicides can be b e t t e r  
addressed i n  t h e  section "Discussions" sta rting o n  p a g e  IV-Z S .  

Sincerely, 

7,paA� 
pj.1 ;  R .  MAX PETERSON 

Chief 

·n� --··r,�pr--, 
PO :, .• MANAG� " "If • 

... u..IIo ...... UIt ,.....,. ..... .. _- ri,: ·· Date --/-SVs t,/z. JOHN L. WOZNIAK, CLU 

".May 25 ; . 1982 

�l i c lnvo1¥eaent Coordinator 
,BOnneVille P.ower Admi nis tration ,·,O.8tllcjm99 
POrtlUl4'i •. Oregon 97212 
DMr;:Si r i  

Re "i(j to: 
�:r"" hiken: 
c,· .ns. OHo Replr 
"i O.te 

', $' I ng wlt11 the BPA has been one of the IIIlst frustrating 
uperi8I)F.H I have ever deal t w i th .  You conti nually spend 

;�1I11' tax :dollars advertising ,  tel l ing us , ' please give us 
, ,our fnput' '. At this tine I have not seen or heard one 
,CQlllllllt that would favor your pl anned transmi ssion l i nes 

' thrOUgh �stern Montana. Everything that 1 read and, every-
one tII.� I talk to i $  opposed, not only to what you are 
doing but � . tlle way you are doing i t .  With publ i c  
sentilll!nt rlllning decisi vely against the BPA and i ts trans
,",ssion l ines , It looks l i ke we ' re going to get them anyway 
and we ' re  going to get them exactly the way the BPA wants 

: � Ings done . 

·i want ,ou to know that I am strongly opposed to the 
building of the l i nes .  I ' m  s ure If this was done democratically 
the l i nes W9uld never be bui l t  at al l .  

Sincerely, � �/...v'y--' Jo�. Wozniak, CLU 

JLW/smw 

ctl Congressman Pat Wi l l i ams 

LIIOCOUIIIA ___ TION Of IIONTANA 
2000 RU88EU. ' 

. 
�. 0. 1014201 . MISSOUt.A 11.tCHTN4A 1 68_ 14081 72.27101Il00. 273·034' REOI8TEIIEIII!El'lllleNTATIIIE lHXlLH NATIONAL LIfE 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION V I I I  

1 860 L I NCOLN STREET 
D E N V ER,  COLORADO 80295 

JUN 1 4  1882 
Ref : SMO 

Mr. George Eskridge 
Bonnev i l l e Power Admini stration 
Transm i s s i on Coord i nation Off i ce 
P . O .  Box 4327 
M i s sou l a ,  Montana 59806 

Dear Mr. Eskridge: 

We have compl eted our revi ew of your Agency ' s  draft E l  S on the Garri son
Spokane 500 kV Transm i s s i on Project. We have found the draft E l S  to be 
general ly straight forward and candid i n  i ts analys i s  of the impacts of the 
proposed transmission l i nes . Al s o ,  we are pleased to see BPA ' s  wi l l i ngness to 
f u l l y  analyze al ternate routings for t h i s  controvers i a l  project. 

Accord i ng to EPA ' s  rating system for draft impact statement s ,  this E I S  i s  
rated ER-1 (envi ronmental reservations - suff i c ient i nformat i on ) . Our 
reservations concern the impacts rel ated to the l arge scale ground di sturbance 
that 1011 1 1  occur and to other factors 1 i sted in our spec i f i c  conments. 

Our spec i f i c  conments are found in the Attachment . If you have any 
questions, please contact Mr. Gene Taylor in our Montana Office in Helena, at 
FTS 585-5486. 

Attachment 

S i ncerely your��
; L � i ' ;\. Ic ',- , LjNv , j c� , 

St ven J 'j Durham 
Regiona 1 ,'Admini  s trator 

Conservation 

ATTACHMENT 

EPA COMMENTS ON GARR I S ON - SPOKANE 
500 kV TRANSMI S S ION PROJECT 

(. _""-' -s -G '(f, 

The Bonnev i l l e  Power Admi n i stration (BPA ) states ( p .  1 I -2 9 )  that s i nce 
the State of Montana i ssued a cert i f i c ate of need for the Col str i p  generating 
pl ants and s i nce they are now under construct i on ,  "the i s sue of conservation 
as an al ternati ve to the produc t i on of Col str i p  power i s  consi dered to have 
been reso 1ved . "  The El S goes on to poi nt out ( P .  II -30) that conservat i on 
a l so is not an al ternative to the transm i s s i on l i ne .  

A s  the BPA knows, energy forecasts f o r  the northwest area have recently 
been revi sed downward. The "mothba l l i ng"  of two partly construc ted nucl ear 
generati ng pl ants and the postponement i nto the 1990 ' s of Montana Power 
Company' s Resource 89 Project attest to not on ly the economic s i t uation, but 
to peopl e ' s wi l l  i ngnes s to conserve when f aced with es ca 1 at i ng energy cos ts . 
The State of Montana' s previ ous ru l i ng was based on now outdated forecasts and 
is some seven years o l d .  For this reason we bel i eve the E I S  shoul d  di rectly 
address the conservation i ss ue i n  l i ght of today ' s  rev i sed forecasts. Th i s  
ques tion i s  central to the who l e  transm i s s i on l i ne i s sue and a n  up-to-date 
d i scu ssion on it would be most helpf u l . 

Uti 1 it y Corri dor 

We wou l d  emph as i ze the importance of the transm i s s i on l i ne dec i s i on to 
the future of eastern Montana for add i t i onal coal-fi red generat i ng pl ant 
deve lopment. That i s ,  as the northwes t ' s  hydro pl ants are converted to 
peak i ng f ac i l  i ti es,  a need for base1 0ad generators becomes more important. I f  
this "scenario" takes pl ace, then the transm i s s i on l i ne routing made through 
the present E I S  may we l l  be the routing for other east- to-west f ac i l i ti es i n  
the future. 

We commend the BPA for i nc l ud i ng an anal ys i s  of the su itabi l i ty of the 
three al ternate 500 kV 1 i ne rou tes f or future u se as " energy corri dors . "  We 
do think this i s s ue s hould be g i ven more emphas i s  in the ElS and the poss i b l e  
future ramifi c ati ons o f  route sel ec t i on better exp l a i ned . 

Herbi c i de Use 

The preferred alternative (Taft P l an )  also crosses the h i ghest number of 
mun i c i pal watershed s .  We encourage the BPA to minimize use of her b i c i des i n  
these s i t uat i on s .  A more compl ete d i scussion o f  BPA ' s practices i n  regards to 
vegetat i on management and to the i r  current efforts underway i n  the area of 
i ntegrated pest management wou l d  help c l ar i fy th i s  often controversial  i ssue. 
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Water Qua l i ty 

The preferred a l ternati ve (Taft P l an )  wou l d  result  in l es s  sedimentat ion 
than the other al ternati ves even though it crosses more steeply s l oping l and. 
This wou l d  be true apparently because this  routing crosses fewer areas of 
"probl em" soi l s .  We do not d i s pute BPA ' s  analysi s  of potenti al  sedimentation 
of the vari ous a 1 ternat i ves , but wou 1 d poi nt out that the above wou l d  probably 
be true only if stringent erosion control , i nc l ud i ng p roject fo l l ow- up, i s  
carrted out b y  the BPA and i t s  contractors. 

The qual ity f isheri es and presence of numerous munic i pal watersheds make 
stri ct erosi on control most important to thi s  project. We endorse a l l  erosi on 
control described i n  the EIS and be li eve these measures should be made part of 
a l l  constructi on contracts .  We a l so recommend a l l  contract work be c losely 
monitored and, if necessary, stopped or al tered if excessi ve erosion is 
res u l ti ng . 

1-00-5-250 

United States Department of the Interior 
OHICE OF THE SECRETARY 

PACIFIC NORTHWEST REGION 
500 N.E. Muitnomah Street, Suite l 692, Portland ,  Oregon 97232 

ER 82/563 

George Eskri dge 
Bonnev i l le  Power Admi ni strati on 
Transmi s s i on Coordi nation  Offi ce 
P .  O. Box 4327 
Mi s sou 1 a, Montana 59806 

Dear Mr .  Eskridge :  

June 1 4 ,  1 982 

Comments from the Bureau of Indian Affa i rs ,  Fl athead Agency , were received 
too l ate to be i nc l uded in our ori gi nal  l etter dated May 24, 1 982. They 
are as fol l ows : 

Tab l e  2 . 4 ,  Alternat i ves i ncl udi ng the Proposed Act i o n ,  Di sadvantages , 
No. 6 ,  states , "no adverse effect on endangered or threatened speci es . "  
The proposed powerl i ne wi 1 1  cross through gri zz ly  bear foragi ng a reas 
from the F l at head Reservat i on bounda ry to where it wi 1 1  cross U .  S .  
Hi ghway 93.  We reference the Bureau o f  Indian Affa i rs F i n l ey Loggi ng 
Unit envi ronmental assessment for i mpact analys i s .  

Tab 1 e 2 . 2 ,  Compa r i  son of Al ternat i ves : Data Summa ry , states that for 
Plan  A,  1 .9 mi l es of l i ne for both Route Al  and Route A2 wi l l  go 
through gri z zly habi tat . The l i ne wi l l  actual ly traverse about f i ve 
m i l es of grizzly forag i n g  area for ei ther route.  

Map Vol ume, Appendi x C ,  Hot Spri ngs - Bel l Study Area , Hydrol ogy : 
Surface Wate r ,  fai l s  to i dent i fy Fi n l ey Creek and i t s  several t ri b
utari es as pe rennial streams . It al so fai l s  to i dent i fy the north 
and east forks of Val l ey Creek as perenni a l  streams . Addi t i ona l l y ,  
there are s l oughs and s p r i ngs immedi ately east o f  Dog ( Rai nbow) Lake 
at the head of Cottonwood Creek whi ch are not i dent i fi ed .  

Map Vol ume , Appendi x C ,  Hot Spri ngs - Bel l Study Area , Hydrol ogy :  
Speci al Featu res , fai l s  to l i st the Jocko Ri ve r ,  F i n l ey Creek , and 
Lower Val l ey Creek as h igh  val ue fi shery streams . 

Map Vol ume , Appendi x C ,  Hot Spri ngs - Bel l Study Area , Land Pro
duct i v i ty :  Fores t ,  underestimates product i v i ty c lass  rati ngs from 
Evaro to Arlee.  Much of the land i s  Dou g l as -fi r/VACA, grand f i r/ 
CLUN , or grand fi r/L IBO habitat types . Thi nn i ng i nvestments have 
been made or are bei ng made a l ong most of the proposed ri ght of way . 
Al so,  thi nni ng i nvestments have been made a l ong most of the proposed 
r i ght of way from Hot Spri ngs to Dog (Rai nbow) Lake. 
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The use  of cubi c meters per hectare as a measu rement of product i vi ty ,  
a s  opposed to cub i c  feet per acre , i s  i nconveni ent , a s  most product i v i ty 
; s  sti l l  measured by cubi c feet pe r acre. P l ease reference Append i x  A,  
Methodol ogy. 

Map Vol ume , Appendi x C, Hot Spri ngs - Bel l Study Area , Wi l d l i fe :  B i g  
Game Sens i t i ve Habi tat ; Wi l d l i fe :  Peregrine Fal con ; Wi l d l i fe :  Bal d 
Eag l e ;  Wi l dl i fe :  Osprey ; Wi l dl i fe :  Grizzly  Bear ;  Wi l dl i fe :  Waterfowl , 
al l fai l  to ment i on the Bureau of Indian Affa i rs ,  Wi l d l i fe B ranch , as 
a source of i nformation for on or adjacent to the F l athead Reservation 
resources . 

Indi an concerns have been l i sted i n  the draft envi ronmental impact 
statement , however ,  say i n g  that they were g i ven a fai r presentat i on 
wou l d  not be accurate. Thi s  is espec ia l ly t rue in the several i n-� 
stances where the draft refers to the "potent i a l  difficu l ty of cross
i ng t he F lathead Reservat ion , "  as  opposed to  say i n g ,  "the concerns of 
the Confederated Sa l i sh and Kootenai Tri bes rel ati ng to hea l th and 
sa fety i ssues , juri sdi ct ion,  l ega 1 i ssues , envi ronmental i ssues , 
soci al and economic cons i derat i ons , etc . , "  with a presentat i on and 
di scuss ion of each . The Confederated Sal i sh and Kootenai Tribal 
Counci l s houl d  n ot be perceived as a problem to be deal t  wi t h ,  but 
gi ven the respect and cons i derati on due to the governing body of the 
tr ibal members h i p ,  the triba l  homel and and of a l l the resources 
found there.  

���� Charl es S .  Pol i tyka 
Regi onal Envi ronmental 0 icer 

.'IERAL COUITY PLAII'I. BOIRD 
PLANNING DIRECTOR: Jack Wri ght 

Mr. Dan B i senius  
Bonnev i l l e  Power Admini stration 
Route EVHE 
P . O .  Box 3621 
Port l and, Oregon 97208 

RE : St. Reg i s  Montana Re-route of  500 KV Powerl ine 

Dear Mr. B i seni u s ,  

PHONE ( 4015 )  822-4632 
POST OFFICE BOX 281 
SUPERIOR, MONT. 59872 

Augus t 6th , 1 982 

I enjoyed our phone conversation today concern i ng the poss i b l e  re-route of 
BPA ' s  proposed 500 KV l i ne near St. Reg i s ,  Montana . The route shown in the draft 
E l S  is enti rely unsati s factory from a number of  standpo ints .  With  88% of  I�i neral 
County ' s  l and in tax exempt s ta tus we were d is tressed to see such va l uabl e l and 
removed from potential  uses other than agricul ture. The draft E I S  route a l s o  woul d  
s i gni ficantly l essen the envi ronmental qua l i ty o f  the St.  Reg i s  Land i ng recreati on 
s i te ,  Th i s  s i te ,  l ocated on the l arge pen i ns u l a  just upstream from the proposed 
cross i ng of  the C l ark Fork River, has been coveted for years as a s i te for a park! 
recreational  a rea. We i denti fied thi s  s i te as our top acqu i s i tion  pri or ity for 
ri ver oriented recreation  s i tes (HUD funded: " C l ark  Fork Recrea ti onal  Corridor 
Study, 1980" and "C lark  Fork Recreational Corridor, Impl ementa t i on P l an ,  1981" ) ,  
Si nce that time the Montana Dept. o f  F ish ,  W i l d l  i fe and Parks has acquired 20 acres 
on "The Landing" and is in the process of securing  20+ more acres , So our goal 
wi l l  very soon be rea l i zed . Thi s  l ong standi ng wish  for recreat ional  use of  the 
s i te woul d  be " rai ned on" pretty hard by the cl ose proximity of  a 500 KV l i ne.  
The v i sual  degradation a l one wou l d  be enormous . 

The residents of the St.  Reg i s  area are very upset about the pos s i b l e  despoi l ation 
of "The Landi ng" . They are al so furi ous about the route across private l ands .  The 
Tama rack Park subd i v i si o n  was platted on l and in the path of  the l i ne .  Lot owners 
and others i n  the area feel that their i nvestment in l and wi l l  be rui ned unl ess  the 
1 i ne is moved . Publ ic sentiment wou l d  be greatly reduced should BPA do the prudent 
and env i ronmenta l ly " ri ght" t h i ng and rel oca te the l i ne .  

The  re-route which has been di scussed wou l d  i nvol ve State of  Montana and  USFS l a nd 
to a much l a rger degree than the draft E I S  route, I hearti l y  support the proposed re
route which woul d take the 1 i ne near Tamarack Hi 1 1  and across the Tamarack Creek a rea , 
Local res i dents , i nc l uding the owners of the Johnson Ranch up Tamarack Creek , a l so 
support thi s  c ha nge.  The Mi neral County P l anning  Board has instructed me to convey their  
unan imous support for  the  re-route. We a l l  feel  that  BPA has  been presented a gol den 
opportun i ty to accomodate l oca l publ i c  opinion and move the l i ne o ff pri vate l ands 
and away from the st.  Reg i s  Land i ng park. 

I urge you as  Team Leader to careful l y eval uate this i ssue,  I s i ncere l y  hope 
tha t you wi 1 1  arrive a t the same conc 1 us  i on as the peopl e of  Mi nera 1 County and 
recommend a re-route near St. Reg i s ,  We wou l d  be grateful as hel l if you d id ,  

S i ncerely , � W+ 
Jack Wright,  P lanning  Di rector 
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