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Protecring our Enviroameni,

State of New Mexico
ENVIRONMENT DEPARTMENT
Office of the Secretary
Harold Runnels Building
1190 S¢. Francis Drive, P.O. Box 26110
Santa Fe, New Mexico 875026110
Telephone: (505) 827-2855
RON CURRY
Fax: (505) lﬂﬁf G ‘ N AL SECRETARY
CINDY PADILLA
DEPUTY SECRETARY
May 31, 2007 g
Kimberly D. Boss, Secretary L8

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
856 First 5t. NE; Ruom 1A
Washington, DC 20426

Dear Secretary Bose:

RE: DOCKET NO. CP06-458-000: DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
FOR PHOENIX EXPANSION PROJECT; FERC/EIS - 0208D (APRIL 2007)

This transmits New Mexico Environment Department (NMED) comments cxxmnlng the
above- referenced Draft Environmental In'uadShhment(DEIS)

SURFACE WATER QUALITY

Section 4.3.3.1 of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) discusses discharges
of hydrostatic test waters and other possible wastewaler discharges. This section states
“Hydrostatic fest water discharges would be conducted In accordance with the
requirements of the applicable New Mexico, Navajo Nation, and Arizona NPDES permits.”

In New Mexico, hydrostatic test waters that have the potential to discharge to a Water of the
U.S., including tributaries to a Water of the U.5., require NPDES individual permit coverage.
Individual NPDES permit applications must be filed with USEPA Region 6 a minimum of 180
days (thess typically take longer than 180 days to issus)
Appﬂcuﬂnnhrrmmybnmlrndm:

before discharges occur.

AIR QUALITY

The project as proposed has construction activities in McKinley and San Juan Counties,
both of which are considered to be currently in atiainment with New Mexico and National
Ambient Alr Quality Standards.

To further ensure air quality standards are met, applicable local or county regulations
requiing noise and/or dust control must be followed; if none are in effect, controliing
construction-related air quality impacts during projects should be considered to reduce the
impact of fugitive dust and/or noise on community members.

Preserving the Enchantment

State Agencies
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Table 1.6-1 indicates that the EPA, Region VI would review and issue
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permits in
conjunction with the states for the discharge of hydrostatic test water. It
would be Transwestern’s responsibility to submit the appropriate
materials to the EPA to facilitate processing of an NPDES permit
application and to comply with all measures stipulated in the permit. It is
noted that the NPDES permit application should be submitted to the EPA
a minimum of 180 days in advance of discharge to waters of the United
States.

Sections 4.10.1.2 and 4.10.2.3 address county and local dust control and
noise regulations for the construction phase of the project. No applicable
local or county noise or dust control regulations were identified in the
McKinley County and San Juan County portions of the project area.

To address dust control during project construction, Transwestern has
developed a Dust Control Plan (see Appendix M). The Dust Control Plan
identifies construction activities with the potential to generate dust,
including fugitive dust emissions from vehicle traffic and earthmoving
activities, as well as specific mitigation measures to be implemented by
Transwestern to control dust. The FERC staff has recommended that
Transwestern file revisions to the Dust Control Plan that identify
performance standards (e.g., visible opacity requirements) and the
parties responsible for implementing the control measures. Transwestern
would file these revisions for review and approval before construction of
the proposed project (see mitigation measure number 24 in section 5.3).

Noise associated with construction activities would be temporary and
intermittent in nature and would generally occur during daylight hours. As
such, exposure to excessive ground-borne noise levels would be limited
and short term. However, certain activities, such as hydrostatic testing
and horizontal directional drilling (HDD), would occur continuously until
completed. Transwestern proposes to cross the San Juan River using
the HDD method. The HDD entry and exit points would be in close
proximity to several noise-sensitive areas (NSAs). As such, in the draft
EIS, the FERC staff recommended that an analysis of the existing noise
levels at these NSAs be completed, along with an assessment of the
noise contribution of these activities at the NSAs. Section 4.10.2.3 has
been revised to incorporate the results of Transwestern’s noise analysis
and discuss its proposed mitigation.
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Potential exists for temporary increases in dust and emissions from earthmoving,
construction equipment, and other vehicles, however the increases should not result in
non-attainment of air quality standards. Dust control measures should be taken to minimize
the release of particulates due to vehicular traffic and construction. Areas disturbed by the
construction activities, within and adjacent to the project area should be reciaimed to avoid
long-term problams with erosion and fugitive dust

All asphalt, concrete, quarrying, crushing and screening facilities confracted in conjunction
with the proposed project must have cument and proper air quality permits. For more
Information on air quality permitting and modeling requirements, please refer to 20.2.72
NMAC.

The project as proposed should have no long-term significant impacts to amblent air
quality.

PETROLEUM STORAGE TANKS

Over severty-five percent of the proposed pipeline construction is within existing
Transwestem pipeline ROW. The Department’s staff cannot identify the location of any
subject tank records along the proposed alignment with the map scale that has been
provided In this DEIS. We strongly recommend that Transwestemn or contactors for
Transwesten become famillar with New Mexico environmental laws and reguiations
affecting the mitigation of storage tanks or releases of contaminants emanating from

storage tanks if encountered during construction activities.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this document. Please let us know if you have
any questions.

Sincerely,
0SSRl

T encuy

NMED File No. 2455ER

State Agencies
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As discussed in section 4.7.6, if contaminated soils are unexpectedly
encountered during construction, Transwestern would manage those
materials in accordance with applicable federal, state, and local
regulations. It would be Transwestern’s responsibility to become familiar
with New Mexico environmental laws and regulations affecting the
mitigation of storage tanks or releases of contaminants emanating from
storage tanks if encountered during construction activities.
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June 13, 2007

Joseph T. Kelliher, Chairman

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street, NE

Washington, DC 20426

RE: Docket # CP06-459-000
Dear Chairman Kelliher,

It has come to my attention that Transwestern Pipeline, LLC, has proposed to route 25.7 miles of 36 inch-
diameter high pressure natural gas transmission pipeline through the Town of Buckeye as a part of the
Phoenix Expansion Pipeline Project, Dockat #CP06-459-000. The ity of Buckeye has exp their

about the alig of the pipeling through the town and has identified a feasible alternative route
for consideration.

The purpose of the Phoenix Expansion Project (project) as stated in the application to Federal Energy
Regulatary Commission (FERC) Is to increase natural gas supplies based upon across-all sectors demand in
Arizona. It has been noted however that a majority of the natural gas from this project will be used for
natural gas p electric g g facilities. F ically (2000-2005), 30% of the electricity generated in
Arizona is exported outside the state - primarily to Southern California. It has also been noted that Southern
California Edison has filed an application with the Arizona Corporation Commission, Docket No. L-00000A-
06-0295-00130 for a 500KV al g current ion line and related facilities in Maricopa and La Paz
Counties originating at the Harguahala Generating Station Switchyard {serving the R and Sund
natural gas generating stations near Palo Verde Nuclear Plant) and terminating in Riverside County, CA.
Although the Arizona Gorporation Commission (ACC) recently voted to deny the application, Southern
California Edison has stated that it will either re-apply to the ACC or will file an application with FERC. Itis
highly likely, that the total export of electricity will increase significantly based upon these two
complementary projects.  Although Southem California will greatly benefit from this project, the
disproporti imp: of the ission pipeline will be borne by the residents and community of
Buckeye. This brings to the fore the possibility of an Environmental Justice issue (EO 12898 - 1994).

The arg p by T n for their proposed route through the Town of Buckeye over the
cast-west alternative route is that of construction cost.  The incremental construction cost of the cast-west

would be app $40 million (based upon an average per mile cost of $2.3 million using

Ti 's total ion costs). Although Tr has axp a concern of the
of cost to the i T has built $43 millien in lis construction budget for
ingency and no on the impact on rates has been provided, particularly in light of

the capacity of the pipeline being 500,000 decerms per day. Also ignored by Transwestern in the cost

is that of ti and mai (O & M). Itis knewn in the pipeline industry that the cost
of O & M is greater for pipelines in urban areas (such as the location of T 'S prop lig
than in rural unpopulated areas (such as the location of the Town's proposed i t t
alignment).
Additional issues of garding T fi's prop pipeline aligs through the Town of

Buckeye include:

1. The Town of Buckeye has engaged in urban planning to manage growth, including working closely
with the d ity through the p of mastes communities, conserved
its environmental and cultural resources and has provided a high quality-of-life community for its
current and future residents;

GOUNTIES, MUNICIPALITIES AND
MILITARY AFFAIRS, RANKING.

FINANCLAL INSTITUTIONS AND
INSURANCE

State Agencies
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The Commission responded separately to this letter on July 12, 2007.
The Commission’s response is part of the public record for the Phoenix
Expansion Project and is available for available for viewing on the FERC
Internet website (http://www.ferc.gov) under Docket Number CP06-459.
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2. The pipeline alignment proposed by Transwestern cuts through the Town without regard to the
careful planning by the Town and without regard for the future urban nature of the area or quality of

life;
3. The pupelme dmgn by Transwestern s insufficient for the planned and permitted residential and
t along the p d route, causing safety concerns;
4, The potential mlpact radius {PiRi M tlw pipeline route prop by Tr  covers
and pment, an y school, a fire station, an Arizona Public

Service substation, two water wells, 2 worship site, numerous parks and open space recreations
areas, and a planned Maricopa County Flood Control District flood-retardant structure;
5. For the health, safoty and welfare of the community, an alternative pipeline route has been identified

(east 1 ive route). The would avoid the Town of Buckeye, would lie
along the Palo Verde-Devers Utility Corridor, an established APS utility corridor, and is in open
unpopulated desert;

6. Through technical analysis:

a. The alternative route has been found to be a viable option from a constructability,
operations and maintenance point of view;
I. The alternative route has no planned high pop
it route
il. The alternative route provides the safest feasible route for the transmission pipeline
7. Transwestern's proposed route is based upon their time and cost consideration and not upon the
safest feasible route; and

density pments along

8 The draft EIS has not d d sufficient purp of and need for action and has not
ani ibility of the east t alternative.
Based upon the fore mentioned information, | ask the FERC C: i s to full ider the east-

west alternative route as the preferred route for the Phoenix Expansion Pipeline Project Eucke\re alignment.

Respectiully,

e -
ﬁ1 V. “Mann y_" Al\m%

State Representative
District 25

State Agencies



ote-

20070614-5080 FERC PDF (Unofficial) 06/14/2007 06:27:30 EM

MARSHA ARZBERGER
DISTRICT 25

COMMITTEES:

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS,
INSURANCE ANT RETIREMENT

NATURAL RESOURCES
AMIYRURAL AFFAIRS

SEATE SENATOR
FORTY-EWGHTH |EGISLATURE

ARIZONA SENATE

100 W WASHINGTON

FHORNIX, ARRZONA. B5007-2890
1

ETHICS COMMITTE
JOPNT COMMITTEE 0%
CAPITAL REVIEW
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL

June 13, 2007

Joseph T. Kelliher, Chairman

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street, NE

Washington, DC 20426

RE: Docket # CP06-459-000
Dear Mr. Kelliher:

SA3-1 |lthas come to my attention that Transwestern Pipeline, LLC, has proposed to route 25.7 miles of 36
inch-diameter high pressure natural gas transmission pipeline through the Town of Buckeye asa part
of the Phoenix Expansion Pipeline Project, Docket # CP06-459-000. The community of Buckeye
has expressed their concern about the alignment of the pipeline through the town and has identified
a feasible alternative route for consideration.

I request that you, the FERC Commissioners, consider approving an alternate route that will address
the local community’s needs and concerns.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Senator Marsha Arzbcrgc;gj .

Senate Democratic Leader

State Agencies

SA3-1

The Town of Buckeye and other Buckeye area stakeholders made their
concerns known through participation in the NEPA process, which
included a technical conference held in Buckeye on December 14, 2006.
In response to these concerns, the Agency Staffs examined two route
alternatives that would potentially reduce impacts on the Buckeye
planning area. As discussed in detail in section 3.4.2.5, the Agency
Staffs concluded that neither alternative represented an environmentally
preferable or economically viable alternative to the proposed route
through the Buckeye area. The Agency Staffs also responded to all
comments on the draft EIS filed by the Buckeye area stakeholders (see
most notably the response to comment letter LA2).

The proposed route would be located within an existing easement for
nearly the entire length through the Buckeye area and therefore would
not require significant new right-of-way. The proposed pipeline would
also be designed, constructed, and operated in accordance with
applicable standards and regulations and thus would not pose a
significant risk to public safety. The project proponent, Transwestern
Pipeline Company, LLC would be required to monitor development in
proximity to the pipeline, including in the Buckeye area, and would be
required to implement more stringent safety measures as surrounding
areas develop. Transwestern has committed to working with the Town of
Buckeye and other stakeholders to reduce the impact of the project on
the community.
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JUDY M. BURGES COMMITTEES:
1700 WEST WASHINGTON, SUITE K SUB-APPROPRIATIONS
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ERIMINAL JUSTICE. CHAIRMAN
NATURAL RESOURCES AND
PUBLIC SAFLTY.

CAPITOL PHONE. (802} 925-5851
CAPITOL FAX. (602) 417:3104
TOLLFREE 18003528404
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— . . H’JMﬂN SCHTMCES
it 4 Arizona House of Representatives "S85

Flhoenix, Arizona 83007

June 12, 2007

Joseph T. Kelliher, Chairman

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street, NE

Washington, DC 20426

RE: Docket # CP06-459-000

Dear Mr. Helliher:

SA4-1 | It has come to my attention that Transwestern Pipeline, LLC, has proposed to route 25.7 miles of 36 inch-
diameter high pressure natural gas transmission pipeline through the Town of Buckeye as a part of the
Phoenix Expansion Pipeline Project, Docket # CP06-459-000. The community of Buckeye has expressed
their concern about the alignment of the pipeline through the town and has identified a feasible aliernative
route for consideration.

The purpose of the Phoenix Expansion Project (project) as stated in the application to Federal Encrgy
Regulatory Commission (FERC) is to increase natural gas supplies based upon across-all sectors demand
in Arizona. It has been noted however that a majority of the natural gas from this project will be used for
natural gas powered electric generating facilities.  Historically (2000-2005), 30% of the electricity
generated in Arizona is exported outside the state — primarily to Southern California, It has also been
noted that Southern California Edison has filed an application with the Arizona Corporation Commission,
Docket No. L-00000A-06-0295-00130 for a 500KV alternating current transmission line and related
facilities in Maricopa and La Paz Counties originating at the Harquahala Generating Station Switchyard
(serving the Redhawk and Sundance natural gas generating stations near Palo Verde Muclear Plant) and
terminating in Riverside County, CA. Although the Arizona Corporation Commission (ACC) recently
voled to deny the application, Southern California Edison has stated that it will either re-apply to the ACC
or will file an application with FERC. 1t is highly likely, that the total export of electricity will increase
significantly based upon these two complementary projects. Although Southem California will greatly
benefit from this project, the disproportionate impacts of the transmission pipeline will be borne by the
residents and community of Buckeye. This brings to the fore the possibility of an Environmental Justice
issue (EO 12898 — 1994).

The argument presented by Transwestern for their proposed route through the Town of Buckeye over the
east-west alternative route is that of construction cost.  The incremental construction cost of the east-
west altemative would be approximately $40 million (based upon an average per mile cost of $2.3 million
using Transwestern’s total construction costs). Although Transwestern has expressed a concern of the
increase of cost to the individual consumer, Transwestern has built $43 million in its construction budget
for contingency and no calculations on the marginal impact on rates has been provided, particularly in

State Agencies

SA4-1

The Commission responded separately to this letter on July 12, 2007.
The Commission’s response is part of the public record for the Phoenix
Expansion Project and is available for available for viewing on the FERC
Internet website (http://www.ferc.gov) under Docket Number CP06-459.
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light of the capacity of the pipeline being 500,000 decerms per day. Also ignored by Transwestem in the
cost caleulations is that of operations and maintenance (O & M). It is known in the pipeline industry that
the cost of O & M is greater for pipelines in urban areas (such as the location of Transwestern’s proposed
alignment) than in rural unpopulated areas (such as the location of the Town’s proposed alternative cast-
west alignment),

Additional issues of concem regarding Transwestern’s proposed pipeline alignment through the Town of
Buckeye include:

1. The Town of Buckeye has engaged in urban planning to manage growth, including working
closely with the development community through the process of master-planned communities,
conserved its environmental and cultural resources and has provided a high quality-of-life
community for its current and future residents;
The pipeline alignment proposed by Transwestern cuts through the Town without regard to the
careful planning by the Town and without regard for the future urban nature of the area or quality
of life;
The pipeline design by Transwestern is insufficient for the planned and permitted residential and
commercial development along the proposed route, causing safety concerns;
4. The potential impact radius (PIR) of the pipeline route proposed by Transwestern covers
residential and commercial development, including an elementary school, a fire station, an
Arizona Public Service substation, two water wells, a worship site, numerous parks and open
space recreations arcas, and a planned Maricopa County Flood Control District flood-retardant
structure;
For the health, safety and welfare of the community, an alternative pipeline route has been
identified (cast-west alternative route). The alternative alignment would avoid the Town of
Buckeye, would lie along the Palo Verde-Devers Utility Corridor, an established APS utility
corridor, and 15 in open unpopulated desert;
6, Through technical analysis:
a. The aliernative route has been found to be a viable option from a constructability,
operations and maintenance point of view;
i. The alternative route has no planned high population density developments
along it route
ii. The aliemative route provides the safest feasible route for the transmission
pipeline
7. Transwestern's proposed route is based upon their time and cost consideration and not upen the
safest feasible route; and
8. The draft EIS has not demonstrated sufficient purpose of and need for action and has not
demonstrated an infeasibility of the east-west alternative.

[}

L

o

Based upon the fore mentioned information, | ask the FERC Commissioners to carefully consider the
cast-west alternative route as the preferred route for the Phoenix Expansion Pipeline Project Buckeye
alignment.

Sincerely,

"_ w (_‘_\m.. s ] \‘)hk--uac. -

.Iu@ M. Burges
State Representative
Legislative District 4

IMB/ph

State Agencies
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ROBERT BLENDU PARLIAMENTARIAN
DISTRICT 12 COMMITTEES:
B o - COMnaEACE vir-Caaman
MNATURAL RESOURCES & RURAL AFFARS
PRGN AT TN Ari [
roRm—— Artzong State Senute o ——
:-m‘o\.c?l- 4100 . SEMATE ETHICS COMMITTEE
PRESIDENT Pro Tempare
June 6,2007
Joseph T. Kelliher, Chairman
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20426
Dear Commissioner Kelliher:
SAS-1 i lmgi:mw;"wvo&mm"mm F‘F“"“”“"‘.’{‘:‘.“‘A‘? Pireliﬁ:impal:y::d SA5-1 The Commission responded separately to this letter on July 3, 2007. The
planning to bui ugh an area that 15 one o astest growing communities in Arizona. [ have enclo: e, . . R
4 newspaper article, “Pipeline plan rises fear of risk {o homes.” Commission’s response is part of the public record for the Phoenix

Expansion Project and is available for available for viewing on the FERC

This article includes a map of the Proposed Transwestern route. As you view the map, you will Internet website (http://www.ferc.gov) under Docket Number CP06-459.

notice that this proposed route rung through the Sun Valley Parkway, which is located in the middle of
Buckeye. This route presents & hazardoos risk to the current residents and future residents of this area.

The proposed pipeline will be a 36 or 42 inch pipe that is 8o rore than three feet below the ground.
This route was chosen by Transwestern not because it is the best and safest, but because it is the cheapest for
them. The alernative route has been agreed upen by the stakeholders. It is a safer route and should be the
chosen route. The cost issue that Transwestern brings forward is not a valid argument. They do not pay for
anything: the consumers pay for everyihing, and the consumers have chosen the favorable alternate route and
apt the cheapest route, This is very important to me and the people whe live in this area.

| am requesting your suppert for the alternative route. If you should have any questions or need
further information, please do not hesitate to give me a call a1 my Senate affice at 602 926-5955 or my cell

phone at 602 9894496,
S:nw

ROBERT BLENDU
President Pro Tempore
State Senator, District 12

RB:cga

ce- Commissioner Suedeen G. Kelly
Commissioner Philip D, Moeller
Commissioner Mase Spitzer
Commssioner John Wellinghoff
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Routc » would send natural gas through Buckeye

By Kelly Carr Alternative route for
THE AR1ZONS REFLELIC *rmmlg“plpﬁlm

2 pipeline is plarnad lF agh
I have tim

Transwestevn Pipeline Co. wants to build
& major natural-gss pipeline throagh Buck-
eye’s planned development boom along Sun
Walley Parkway.

It's part of the company's plans for & 259-
mile underground pipeline that would run
from Coconing County’s Ash Fork south
through Yavapal and Maricopa counties
and into Pinal County.

Pitched to federal regulators in 2005, the
project would serve the Valley's growing
J-gas neads, the company said
But Buckeye officials say 1
ing the brunt of the pr
roject’s danger to fature
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June 14, 2007

Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First St. NE

Room 1A

Washington, DC 20426

Re:  Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Phoenix Lateral Project,
Docket No. CP06-459-000.

Dear Ms. Bose:

The Arizona Game and Fish Department (Department) appreciates the opportunity to review the DEIS
for Transwestern Pipeline Company's Phoenix Lateral Project. The Department’s primary comment
pertains to Section 4.6, Special Status Species. The Department recommends additional specific
language to support the Determination of Effects, including why the project actions would be
“discountable” and/or “insignificant”, and therefore “Not Likely to Adversely Affect” (pursuant to
Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act). Otherwise, the DEIS was a clear, complete report on
Transwestern’s project activities, the resulting impacts, and the planned restoration of the project area.
It included all previously discussed mitigations measures requested by the Department and we are
satisfied with the DEIS assuming all measures would be followed.

We appreciate Transwestern's initiative to coordinate early with the Department to allow us to include
measures to ensure conservation of wildlife and its habitat. The Department looks forward to the
continued coordination throughout the life of this project. If you have any questions regarding this
letter, please contact me at (602) 789-3606.

Sincerely,

o Wi

Ginggr L. Ritter
Project Evaluation Program Specialist, Habitat Branch

cc: Rebecca Davidson, Project Evaluation Supervisor, Habitat Branch
Rick Miller, Habitat Program Manager, Region IT
Kevin Morgan, Habitat Program Manager, Region 111
Russ Engel, Habitat Program Manager, Region IV
Russ Haughey, Habitat Program Manager, Region VI

AGFD #M07-05043458

A EoUAL DPPOATUNITY REASONARLE ACCOMMODATIONS AGENCY

State Agencies
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SA6-2

The FERC staff has reviewed the discussions regarding special status
species in the EIS and have added language as necessary to better
explain the determinations of effect. The AGFD’s satisfaction with the
draft EIS, assuming that all mitigation measures would be followed, is
noted.

The AGFD’s willingness to continue to cooperate in finalization of
measures to conserve wildlife and their habitat is noted.
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June 18, 2007

Kimbery 0. Bose, Secretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First St. NE, Room 1A

Washington DC 20426

Re: Docket No. CP06-459-000, Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Transwestern Pipeline
Company Phoenix Expansion Project; NMGF Project No. 11434

Dear Ms. Bose:

In response to your notice dated April 27, 2007, the New Mexico Department of Game & Fish (NMGF)
has reviewed the above referenced document. The project comprises approximately 260 miles of 36-inch
diameter lateral pipeline and ancillary facilities in Arizona, and approximately 25 miles of 36-inch diameter
loop pipeline in New Mexico. The New Mexico portion of the project includes an approximately 9-mile
loop in San Juan County (San Juan Lateral Loop A) and an approximately 16-mile loop in McKinley
County (San Juan Lateral Loop B). Various mainline valve and pig launcher and receiver facilities would
also be constructed at unspecified locations. NMGF comments will address only that portion of the
project located in New Mexico.

Major waterbodies in New Mexico that would be crossed by Loop A include the perennial San Juan River
(200 feet wide at the crossing location; MP 1.5), a perennial tributary to the San Juan River (186 feet wide
at the crossing location; MP 1.7), and an intermittent tributary to the San Juan River (Kutz Canyon) that is
200 feet wide at the crossing location {(MP 5.2). NMGF is unaware of any 186-foot wide San Juan River
perennial tributary. Loop B would cross one major waterbody in New Mexico, an ephemeral tributary to
the Puerco River that is 150 feet wide at MP 87.1.  Site-specific construction procedures are described
only for the San Juan River. Transwestern proposes to cross the San Juan using a horizontal directional
drilling (HDD) procedure. NMGF concurs with the FERG staff recommendation that Transwestem shall
prepare a revised HDD Plan that specifies the corrective action and cleanup procedures that would be
followed and the agencies that would be notified in the event a frac-out (failure potentially resulting in
release of driling mud) occurs in the water during the HDD crossing of the San Juan River. NMGF
requests to be on the list of agencies to be notified in that eventuality. Ifthe HDD turns out to be
infeasible, a modified wet open-cut procedure would be followed, using a temporary dam to dewater half
of the channel.

State Agencies
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The waterbody crossing information presented in the EIS was based on
information provided by Transwestern and verified to the extent possible
by reviewing aerial photo-based maps. Based on a review of the
available mapping data, it appears that a large tributary to the San Juan
River would be crossed at MP 1.7.

Transwestern has filed a revised HDD Plan that specifies the corrective
action and cleanup procedures that would be followed and the agencies
that would be notified in the event a frac-out occurs in the water during
the HDD crossing of the San Juan River. The NMDGF is included in the
list of agencies that would be notified. The revised HDD Plan is included
in Appendix I.
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Ms. Kimberley Bose Page -2- June 18, 2007

More than eight acres of riparian vegetation would be affected by San Juan Lateral Loop A if the HDD
procedure is used al the San Juan River crossing. An additional three acres would be affected HDD is
not successful. Transwestern’s Wetland and Waterbody Construction and Mitigation (WWCM) plan
states that they will limit vegetation maintenance adjacent to waterbodies to allow a riparian strip at least
25 feet wide to permanently revegetate with native plant species across the entire construction right-of-
way. However, to facilitate periodic pipeline corrosion/leak surveys, a corridor centered on the pipeline
and up to 10 feet wide may be maintained in an herbaceous state. In addition, trees that are located
within 15 feet of the pipeline that are greater than 15 feet in height may be cut and removed from the
permanent right-of-way. Cottonwoods and willows that are removed at the Kutz Canyon crossing will be
replaced. In addition, riparian areas will be revegetated with “conservation grasses and legumes or
nafive plant species”. NMGF concurs with the FERC staff recommendation that Transwestern's WWMC
and Restoration Plan be updated to reflect the proposed vegetalion maintenance and restoration
mitigative measures. We further recommend the seepwillows (Baccharis salicifolia), a major component
of the native woody plant community, be replaced at the Kutz Canyon crossing, at the same ratio as
coyote willows, and that only native species be used in revegetation seeding.

Itis unclear whether the proposed noxious weed surveillance and control measures are infended to
control existing weed populations, o just to avoid spreading them. If the infention is to eradicale existing
tamarisk plants on the right-of-way, mechanical control will not be sufficient. |t would be necessary to
treat the stumps with herbicide, and monitor for resprouting for a period of at least three years.

NMGF acknowledges and concurs with Transwestern's inclusion of trenching best practice guidelines in
Appendix K of the DEIS, which are based in part on our recommendations submitted during scoping for
this project. We recommend that FERC incorporate such best practices as nondiscretionary miligation for
all pipeline projects.

Gonsultation with the US Fish & Wildlife Service (FWS) is in progress regarding how adverse impact from
this project on migratory birds will be avoided. To protect priority raptor species (particularly bald eagle,
golden eagle, prairie falcon and ferruginous hawk) from nesting disturbance, Transwestern will conduct
pre-consiruction nesting season surveys and will contact agencies to identify conservation measures if an
active nest is detected within 0.5 miles of the project area. NMGF recommends extending the survey
activity to 1.0 miles from the project area. There are some instances where mitigation would be
appropriate al distances greater than 0.5 miles, for example an especially sensifive raplor species raising
nestlings in direct view of a naisy or long-duration construction site. Bald eagles are far more likely to be
seen foraging than nesting in northwestern New Mexico; miligation should focus on avoiding disturbance
in the winter months rather than nest detection. The San Juan River crossing location has been relocated
approximately 1500 feet since surveys were conducted for the southwestern willow fiycatcher. Mew
surveys should take place in suitable habitat in the vicinity of the new project location. Conversion of the
pipeline corridor from forested to a herbaceous or shrubby habilat type may negatively impact flycatcher
breeding habitat. Transwestern proposes to complete the crossing between January and March to avoid
potential impact fo the flycaicher. However the WWCM plan siates that waterbody crossings of warm-
waler fisheries will take place June 1 to November 30. Some clarification of the construction schedule is
necessary
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Section 4.4.3 has been revised to include information from
Transwestern’s revised WWCM Procedures and the request of the
NMDGF to replace seepwillow at the Kutz Canyon crossing. In addition,
the Agency Staffs’ recommendation in section 4.2.2 has been revised to
recommend that Transwestern continue to coordinate with the BLM, the
FS, and other applicable agencies to revise its Restoration Plan to
address any additional concerns identified by these agencies and file the
revised Restoration Plan before construction (see also mitigation
measure number 14 in section 5.3).

Section 4.4.4 has been revised to address Transwestern’s Noxious Weed
Management Plan. The plan is included as Appendix R. Transwestern
would attempt to control the spread of designated noxious weeds during
construction and, following construction, would treat noxious weed
infestations that were not present before construction.

The NMDGF's concurrence with the trenching best practice guidelines in
Appendix K is noted. As noted by the NMDGF and discussed in section
4.5.1.2, these guidelines were developed in part based on
recommendations from the NMDGF. Similar best management practices
are developed for other projects when considered appropriate mitigation
for project-specific impacts.

Section 4.6 has been revised to provide additional details regarding the
potential impact of the project on priority raptor species, including a
discussion of the need for preconstruction surveys and Transwestern’'s
raptor preconstruction survey results. In follow-up consultations between
the FERC staff and the NMDGF, the NMDGF clarified that it
recommended that if construction would occur in New Mexico during the
nesting season in 2008, additional surveys extending 1.0 mile from the
construction work area should be conducted only for the peregrine falcon.
These surveys should be conducted during the nesting season in areas
of suitable nesting habitat before 2008 construction begins (Jankowitz,
2007). The FERC staff's recommendation in section 4.6.4.2 (section
4.6.4.1 of the draft EIS) has been revised accordingly (see also mitigation
measure number 19 in section 5.3).

Transwestern currently proposes to complete the crossing of the San
Juan River during a period when individual southwestern willow
flycatchers would not be present in the area. If construction is delayed
past April 15, when birds are expected to return to the area,
Transwestern would consult with the FWS to determine the need for
species-specific surveys and other conservation measures. Further,
because the San Juan River is proposed to be crossed using the HDD
method, conversion from forested to herbaceous habitat is not expected.
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Transwestern proposes to cross the San Juan River using the HDD
method. The timing stipulation outlined in Transwestern’'s WWCM
Procedures is for in-stream work. HDD crossings do not involve in-
stream activities. Accordingly, the timing stipulation in the WWCM
Procedures does not apply to this crossing location.
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Ms. Kimberley Bose Page -3- June 18, 2007

In addition to being a major waterbody, the San Juan River is considered sensitive because it supports
three federally and/or state-listed endangered species, the Colorado pikeminnow, the razorback sucker,
and the roundtail chub. Formal consultation with FWS is in progress regarding potential adverse impact
to the federal-listed pikeminnow and sucker, in the event of a wet open-cut crossing. However the DEIS
concludes that there will be no impact to the state-listed roundtail chub because the proposed crossing
method is HDD, and because any fish affected by dewatering would be relocated. Although NMGF has
no formal consultation requirement, and it is unlikely for the species to occur in the project area, the
conclusion should be consistent with that for the federal-listed species, given the identical situation and
proposed actions. Placement of devices to divert flow in the channel should include salvage of fish from
the dewatered work area that could be stranded during placement. Please nofify the Department 7 days
in advance of the start of in-stream crossing aclivilies so that we can be available to assist in any fish
salvage that may be required by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this DEIS. I there are any questions, please contact
Rachel Jankowitz at 505-476-8158, or riankowitz@state nm us

Sincerely
Jan Ward, Assistant Chief
Conservation Services Division

cc Wally Murphy, Ecological Services Field Supervisor, USFWS
Mark Olson, NW Area Habitat Specialist, NMGF

State Agencies 7
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Section 4.6.4.4 has been revised to make this discussion consistent with
federally listed species potentially occurring at the crossing location of the
San Juan River.

Section 4.3.2.3 has been revised to include the recommendation that
Transwestern shall not begin a wet open-cut crossing of the San Juan
River until it files documentation with the Secretary of the Commission
(Secretary) that it has provided at least 7 days advance natification of the
start of in-stream activities at the river to the NMDGF and receives written
notification from the Director of the Office of Energy Projects (OEP) that a
wet open-cut crossing may begin (see also mitigation measure number
16 in section 5.3).
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COMMITTEES
HIGHER EDUCATION

JENNIFER J. BURNS

1700 WEST WASHINGTON, SUITE H
PHOENLX ARIZONA B00T-1844
CAPITOL PHONE. {602) 006-563
CARITOL FAX. (607) 417-012%
TOLLFREE 18000808404

jburng@azieg gov

CHAIRMAN
HEALTH
WATER 480 AGRICULTURE

eovessaeorree  Arizona House of Representatives

TUCSCH, ARIZONA 85701

TUCSON BHONE [£20) 886000 Phoenix, Arizoun 85007

TUCSCHFAX |520) 2686020

DISTRICT 2%

June 14, 2007

Mr. Joseph T. Kelliher, Chairman
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
8§88 First Street, NE

Washington, D. C. 20426

RE: Docket # CP06-459-000
Dear Mr. Kelliher:

It has come to my attention that Transwestern Pipeline, LLC, has proposed to route a high pressure natural gas
transmission pipeline through the Town of Buckeye as a part of the Phoenix Expansion Pipeline Project, Docket
# CP06-459-000. The community of Buckeye has expressed their concern about the alignment of the pipeline
through the town and has identified an alternative route for consideration.

The Town of Buckeye has engaged in urban planning to manage growth, including working closely with the
development community through the process of master-planned communities, conserved its environmental and
cultural resources and has provided a high quality-of-life community for its current and future residents,

The pipeline alignment proposed by Transwestern cuts through the Town raising concerns about the  careful
planning by the Town and concerns [or the future urban nature of the area and quality of life.

The pipeline design by Transwestern may be insufficient for the planned and permitted residential and
commercial development along the proposed route, causing safety concerns,

Therefore, 1 ask the FERC Commissioners to carefully consider the east-west alternative route as the preferred
route for the Phoenix Expansion Pipeline Project Buckeye alignment,

N N Lt O
inniti:rj. Burns, 1.D., M.P.AL
Representative, District 25

Sincerely, “

State Agencies
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The Commission responded separately to this letter on July 12, 2007.
The Commission’s response is part of the public record for the Phoenix
Expansion Project and is available for available for viewing on the FERC
Internet website (http://www.ferc.gov) under Docket Number CP06-459.
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JOMN B. NELSON

1700 WEST WASHINGTON, SUITE 1
PHOENIX, ARIZONA BSOOT: 2844
CAPITOL PHONE (802) %6542
CAPTTOL FAX (602) 417-3112
TOLL FRLE: 1-800-362-8404

COMMITTEES:

HATURAL RESOURCES AND
WCULTURE
TRANSPORTATION

jnelson@azleg gov

st Arizona House of Representatives

SA9-1

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

June 13, 2007

Joseph T. Kelliher, Chairman

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street, NE

Washington, DC 20426

RE: Docket # CP06-459-000

Dear Chairman Kelliher,

It has come to my attention that Transwestern Pipeline, LLC, has proposed to route 25.7 miles of 36 inch-
diameter high pressure natural gas transmission pipeline through the Town of Buckeye as a part of the
Phoenix Expansion Pipeline Project, Docket # CP06-459-000. The community of Buckeye has expressed
their concern about the alignment of the pipeline through the town and has identified a feasible alternative
route for consideration.

The purpose of the Phoenix Expansion Project (project) as stated in the application to Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (FERC) is o increase natural gas supplies based upon across-all sectors demand
in Arizona. It has been noted however that a majority of the natural gas from this project will be used for
natural gas powered electric gencrating facilities, Historically (2000-2003), 30% of the electricity
generated in Arizona is exported outside the state — primarily to Southern California. It has also been
noted that Southern California Edison has filed an application with the Arizona Corporation Commission.
Docket No. L-0D000A-06-0295-00130 for a 500KV alternating current transmission line and related
facilities in Maricopa and La Paz Counties originating at the Harquahala Generating Station Switchyard
{serving the Redhawk and Sundance natural gas generating stations near Palo Verde Nuclear Plant) and
terminating in Riverside County, CA. Although the Arizona Corporation Commission (ACC) recently
voted to deny the application, Southern California Edison has stated that it will either re-apply to the ACC
or will file an application with FERC. Itis highly likely, that the total export of electricity will increase
significantly based upon these two complementary projects. Although Southern California will greatly
benefit from this project, the disproportionate impacts of the transmission pipeline will be barne by the
residents and community of Buckeye. This brings to the fore the possibility of an Environmental Justice
issue (EO 12898 — 1994).

The argument presented by Transwestern for their proposed route through the Town of Buckeye over the
east-west alternative route is that of construction cost.  The incremental construction cost of the cast-
west alternative would be approximately $40 million (based upon an average per mile cost of $2.3 million
using Transwestern's total construction costs). Although Transwestern has expressed a concern of the
increase of cost to the individual consumer, Transwestern has built $43 million in its construction budget
for contingency and no calculations on the marginal impact on rates has been provided, particularly in
light of the eapacity of the pipeline being 500,000 decerms per day.

COUNTIES, MUNIGIPALITIES AND
MILITARY AFFAIRS, CHARMAN
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The Commission responded separately to this letter on July 12, 2007.
The Commission’s response is part of the public record for the Phoenix
Expansion Project and is available for available for viewing on the FERC
Internet website (http://www.ferc.gov) under Docket Number CP06-459.
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Also ignored by Transwestern in the cost calculations is that of operations and maintenance (O&M). It
is known in the pipeling industry that the cost of O & M is greater for pipelines in urban areas (such as the
Jocation of Transwestern’s proposed alignment) than in rural unpopulated areas (such as the location of
the Town's proposed alterative cast-west alignment).

Additional issues of concern regarding Transwestern's proposed pipeline alignment through the Town of
Buckeye include:

I. The Town of Buckeye has engaged in urban planning to manage growth, including working
closely with the development community through the process of master-planned communiti
conserved its environmental and cultural resources and has provided a high quality-of-life
community for its current and future residents;

The pipeline alignment proposed by Transwestern cuts through the Town without regard to the

careful planning by the Town and without regard for the future urban nature of the area or quality

of life;

3. The pipeline design by Transwestern appears to be insufficient for the planned and permitted
residential and commercial development along the proposed route, causing safety concems;

4. The potential impact radius (PIR) of the pipeline route proposed by Transwestern covers
residential and commercial development, including an elementary school, a fire station, an
Arizona Public Service substation, two water wells, a worship site, numerous parks and open
space recreations areas, and a planned Maricopa County Flood Control District flood-retardant
structure;

5. For the health, safety and welfare of the community, an aliernative pipeline route has been
identified (east-west alternative route). The alternative alignment would avoid the Town of
Buckeye, would lie along the Palo Verde-Devers Utility Corridor, an established APS utility
corridor, and is in open unpopulated desert;

6. Through technical analysis:

4. The alternative route has been found to be a viable option from a constructability,
operations and maintenance point of view;
i The alternative route has no known planned high population density
developments along it route
ii. The alternative route provides a safer feasible route for the transmission pipeline

7. Transwe s proposed route is based upon their time and cost consideration and not upon the
safest feasible route; and

8§ The draft EIS has not demonstrated sufficient purpose of and need for action and has not
d trated an infeasibility of the east-west alternative.

ra

Based upon the fore mentioned information, 1 ask the FERC Commissioners 1o carefully consider the
ast-west alternative route as the preferred route for the Phoenix Expansion Pipcline Project Buckeye
alignment.

Sincerely,

P T
John Nelson

State Representative
District 12

State Agencies
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1110 West Washington Street » Phoenix, Arizona 85007
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June 15, 2007 =Y $8=
UORIGINAL & R =55
Ms. Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary 9:; ) '_:2._.0
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission B z
888 First Street, NE, Room 1A % o
Washington, D.C. 20426 g o

SUBJECT:  Docket No. CP06-459-000
Transwestern Pipeline—Phoenix Expansion Project

Dear Ms. Bose:

SA10-1 | The Air Quality Division has reviewed the project you have submitted for a Determination of
General Conformity in accordance with Clean Air Act § 176(c)(1); Title 40 CFR Part 51,
Subpart W, §§ 51.850-860; Title 40 CFR §§ 93.150-160; and Arizona Administrative Code § 18-
2-348 (approved into the Arizona State Implementation Plan on April 23, 199; effective June 22
1999).

Title 40 CFR § 51.852 defines “Applicable implementation plan or applicable SIP” as the SIP
approved under Section 110 of the Clean Air Act., Effective June 14, 2005, the Phoenix

Metropolitan area was designated attainment for the 1-Hour Ozone standard. EPA revoked the
1-Hour Ozone standard on June 15, 2003,

Effective June 15, 2004, the Meuopolitan’Phoénik"Eight-Hohr! Ozox{e Planning Area was
classified as a “Basic” nonattainment area subject to requirements of Title I, Part D, Subpart I of

the Clean Air Act. The SIP is due June 15, 2007, for this area and EPA wﬂi revie“; it for
possible approval thereafter.

The Transwestern Natural Gas Pi'pelinz-Phoenix Eipmsion Project would traverse a portion of
the 8-Hour Ozone nonattainment planning area. ADEQ acknowledges that the Metropolitan
Phoenix SIP subitted to the U.S. Environmental Protectlon Agency on June 14, 2007, includes

the nonroad construction emlsslcns for this pro_|ect in the Emissions Inventory for the modeled
2008 eplsodes ﬂm demonslme attamment for NOx and VOCs.

ot
Northern Regional Office ’

1801 W. Raute 66 ¢ Suite 117 » Flagstaff, AZ 86001
(928) 779-0313

" Southem Reglona! Office
400 West Congress Street » Suite 433 » Tucson, AZ 85701
(520) 628-6733

Printed on recycled paper
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SA10-1 The FERC, as lead federal agency for the Phoenix Expansion Project, is
tasked with issuing the General Conformity Determination, as outlined in
Title 40 CFR Parts 6, 51, and 93. However, the basis for issuing the
Final General Conformity Determination is provided by the state agency
primarily responsible for the applicable State Implementation Plan (SIP)

which, in the case of the Phoenix Expansion Project, is the ADEQ. See
also the response to comment FA4-11.
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Ms. Kimberly D. Bose
June 15, 2007
Page 2

Pending EPA’s approval of this SIP submittal, ADEQ cannot render a General Conformity
Determination. As soon as EPA acts upon the 8-Hour Ozone SIP, ADEQ can revisit the matter.
Very truly yours, ‘ »

N

- -;..);/‘-.'L‘_ :
Diane L. Arnst, Manager
Air Quality Section
DLA:MBL

cc: Doug Sipe, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
Jon A. Pollack, TRC Solutions
William R. Osborne, Transwestern Pipeline Company, L.L.C.

State Agencies
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Intermodal Transportation Division

ADOT 206 South Seventaenth Avenue  Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3213
Janet Napolitano Sam Elters
Governor State Engincer
vw"" July 17, 2007
Director Ao
2.3 ¢
Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary 5h = B3
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission P i ¥
888 First St. NE; Room 1A Iy on @r.
Washington, DC 20426 o B
8z Y
e -
RE: Docket No. CP06-459-000 o T
e
Dear Ms. Bose; -

My name is Rebecca Yedlin and I am a NEPA Planner for Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT)
Environmental Planning Group (EPG). I was asked to review the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
for the Phoenix Expansion Project drafted by the T n Pipeline Company, LLC. 1have the following
comments on the DEIS:

SA11-1 | e Ihave concerns with the fact that the FERC staff has not completed its section 7 responsibilities, but
details that construction will not begin until completion of ding species-specific surveys and
coordination with USFWS. (p.ES-5)
SA11-2 |* Interms of wildlife impact they have determined that it is “minimal because only 14.5 acres of habitat
would be permanently affected....This loss of habitat would be negligible given the amount of area in the
project area.” — It is also a bisecting project that creates habitat fragmentation and from a biologists
standpoint this will create enormous cumulative impacts that were not addressed in the DEIS. (p.4-81)
SA11-3 | e They claim that avoidance of the breeding season for migratory birds may not be possible - working with
‘USFWS to develop appropriate procedures for minimizing impacts on migratory birds is absolutel
necessary. (p.4-83)
SA11-4 | e The determination of an effect on historic properties through consultation with Tribal HPOs, SHPO and
staff of other federal agencies — a Programmatic Agreement has been prepared for the project and we
need to know if we can receive a copy of it because if there was a concurrence as to eligibility reached
from SHPO or the Tribes then ADOT could possibly utilize that information for projects in the same area.
(p.ES-5)
They acknowledged TCPs but have not identified them yet. (p.4-173)
Location of the proposed Phoenix Lateral is along the ADOT I-17, BLACK CITY TO JCT. SR 69 project
(H6800). (p.3-9) We request that the Transwestern Pipeline Company, LLC coordinate with the ADOT
Project Manager for this project - Vincent Li (602) 712-7578 (VL.i@axdot.gov).

M

SA11-5 |
SA11-6

Tdo apologize that these comments were not sent to you by the deadline of June 18, 2007. Thanks for taking
these comments into account and if you have any questions or comments you can contact me at (602) 712-8642 or

ryedlin@azdot.gov.
Sincerely,

Rebecca Yedlin
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The FERC staff's consultation with the FWS regarding the Phoenix
Expansion Project has been conducted in compliance with section 7 of
the Endangered Species Act. On May 4, 2007, the FERC staff submitted
a BA to the FWS with a request for concurrence with its determinations of
effect and to initiate formal consultation. The FERC staff subsequently
conducted follow-up discussions with the FWS regarding the
determinations of effect. In a letter dated June 7, 2007, (see comment
letter FAG), the FWS indicated that it concurred with the FERC's
determinations of effect and had received or had access to all of the
information necessary to initiate formal consultation. The FWS’ June 7,
2007 letter also stated that formal section 7 consultation for the proposed
Phoenix Expansion Project was initiated on May 9, 2007. The FWS is
expected to issue a BO regarding whether the proposed project would
likely jeopardize the continued existence of the Colorado pikeminnow, the
razorback sucker, and the spikedace or result in the destruction or
adverse modification of critical habitat for the spikedace. The BO would
contain the FWS’ non-discretionary terms and conditions in order to
ensure that the project would not jeopardize the continued existence of
these species. In its comments on the draft EIS (see comment letter
FAG), the FWS indicated that the BO would be delivered on or before
September 21, 2007 unless an extension is mutually agreed to by the
FERC and the FWS. The FWS has not requested an extension;
therefore, receipt of the BO is expected by September 21, 2007. Receipt
of the BO would complete the FERC's section 7 formal consultation
responsibilities; however, the FERC would have responsibilities to
enforce the terms and conditions of the BO during and after construction.
As stated in the EIS, Transwestern would be prohibited from beginning
construction until the appropriate consultations with the FWS have been
completed, which would ensure that impacts on special status species
are minimized, mitigated, and compensated for.

Because 86 percent of the proposed pipeline facilities would be located
adjacent to or overlap existing rights-of-way, the project would not result
in a new cleared utility corridor for the majority of the facilities but in an
incremental increase of existing cleared rights-of-way. This incremental
increase in existing cleared rights-of-way would not contribute greatly to
habitat fragmentation. Furthermore, the potential for habitat
fragmentation resulting from the proposed Phoenix Expansion Project
would be reduced because a majority of the disturbed areas would be
allowed to return to pre-existing conditions. We do not agree that habitat
fragmentation as a result of the Phoenix Expansion Project would create
enormous cumulative impacts.

Section 4.5.1.3 has been revised to include a discussion of
Transwestern’s preliminary Migratory Bird Plan that includes potential
measures to minimize impacts on migratory birds. Some of the measures
proposed include the destruction of nests during the dormant (i.e., non-
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nesting) season, the preclearing of suitable nesting vegetation from the
right-of-way, and the installation of temporary barriers to make existing
nests unusable during the construction period. The preliminary Migratory
Bird Plan is included in the final EIS as Appendix S. Because
Transwestern is currently working with the FWS to finalize the mitigation
measures contained in its Migratory Bird Plan, section 4.5.1.3 has also
been revised to include the recommendation that Transwestern continue
to consult with the FWS and finalize its plan to protect migratory bird
species during construction, including specific details of the measures
that would be implemented to protect nesting migratory birds (see also
mitigation measure number 18 in section 5.3 of the final EIS).

The PA is part of the public record for the Phoenix Expansion Project and
is available for viewing on the FERC Internet website
(http://www.ferc.gov) under Docket Number CP06-459.

Section 4.9.3.1 identifies 12 Sensitive Cultural Manifestation sites (also
referred to as Traditional Cultural Properties), including 9 burial sites, 1
ceremonial site, and 2 resource gathering areas. Additional information
regarding these sites is included in a confidential ethnographic report on
file with the Navajo Nation Historic Preservation Department (NNHPD).
Due to the sensitive nature of these sites, additional information is not
presented in the EIS and the ethnographic report is only available upon
request to and approval by the NNHPD.

All comments on the draft EIS are part of the public record for the
Phoenix Expansion Project and are available for viewing on the FERC
Internet website (http://www.ferc.gov) under Docket Number CP06-459.
It is expected that Transwestern has seen the Arizona Department of
Transportation’s request and will coordinate with the specified project
manager.
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