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Ċ Federal Programs for Transmission

Ċ NEPA and Transmission Siting in the DSW

Ċ Some Transmission Siting Tips
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Ċ MOU to expedite the siting and construction of qualified 

transmission infrastructure (10/23/2009)

Ï 9 Agencies: USDA; DOC; DoD; DOE; EPA; CEQ; ACHP; DOI; 

FERC

Ċ DOE economic stimulus funding under the 2009 

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) 

Ï Transmission Infrastructure Program: WAPA has the authority 

to borrow up to $3.25 B from the U.S. Treasury to fund 

partnerships to develop transmission infrastructure that 

delivers renewable energy to markets in the West.
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State Project Name Voltage Total Miles

ID LSPower: òSouthwest Intertie Projectó500 kV 523

NV NV Energy: òOne NevadaLineó (ON Line)500 kV 236

CA SCE: òDevers-Palo Verde IIó500 kV 169

CA LADWP:òBarren-Ridgeó 230kV 75

ID BPA: òPalisades-Goshenó 230 kV 52

ID Lower Valley Energy: òHooper Springsó115 kV 20

ID Idaho Power: òHemingway-Butteó500 kV 1

Î 7 transmission projects on the BLM òfast-trackó: 

a process intended to expedite the permitting process 
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Ċ Due to abundance of federal lands in the DSW, most 

projects will require NEPA oversight

Ċ Comprehensive regional planning examination of a 

project can require 3 to 5 years

Ċ Typical EIS permitting can require up to 5 years from 

NOI to ROD

Ċ Total permitting costs can reach $50K-75K per mile

(Excludes ROW, mitigation, financing, and construction costs)
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Ċ Requires consultation with Native American tribes and 

SHPOs

Ċ Relies on Class I, II, III surveys historical and cultural 

resources

Ċ Lead agencies have the option of requiring:

Ï Programmatic Agreements to satisfy Section 106 requirements

ÏPAs codify the applicantõs duty to perform Class III surveys (if 

necessary) on preferred alignment after ROD is issued

Ċ Approach concentrates compliance on preferred route

Ċ Performance by applicant under the PA is documented 

in the COM Plan executed with the lead agency
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Ċ Agency use of best available scientific data to determine the 

effects of a transmission project on a species or critical habitat.

Ċ Mitigation considerations should include on and off-site plans.

Ċ Applicants might persuade the lead agency and USFWS to:

ÏConduct Class I surveys to support ROD

ÏConduct Class III surveys to support COM Plans

Ï Issue Biological Assessment and opinion prior to NTP from 

lead agency

Ċ This plan assumes the COM can be filed with the lead agency 

after the ROD.
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Ċ Rio Grande Crossings in New Mexico

ÏAvian Migration Study

ėLocal NWR lacks data on avian mortality rates caused by power 

lines

ėAbsence of this baseline makes determination of incremental 

impacts impossible

ėWill help identify best available avoidance and mitigation plan

Ï 500 kV Underground Study

ėProvide current estimates of alternative to aerial construction

ėIdentify economic, environmental and operating impacts

ėWill guide decision on most reasonable and feasible alternative

Both Studies will be incorporated in the EIS record
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Ċ Seek early consultation with the conservation community

Ċ Avoid NWRs, NCAs, ACECs, WSAs, WAs etc.

Ċ Include multiple alternatives to proposed route

Ċ Provide adequate intermediate interconnections with underlying 

EHV grid

Ċ Ensure compatibility with land use plans and use of available 

designated corridors

Ċ Promote public involvement with planned project

Ċ Make modifications to the project following impact assessments and 

consultations with regulatory authorities and the conservation 

community 
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Ċ National recognition of the need for transmission 
to access remote renewable resources has resulted 
in federal programs to develop this critical 
infrastructure

Ċ Coordination with regional transmission planning 
is essential

Ċ Include environmental and conservation 
community early in project planning and be willing 
to adjust your proposal
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http://www.sunzia.net/
http://www.blm.gov/nm/st/en/prog/more/lands_realty/sunzia_southwest_transmission.html
http://www.blm.gov/nm/st/en/prog/more/lands_realty/sunzia_southwest_transmission.html
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Energy Capital Partners 

(equity investment fund manager)

Salt River Project 

(irrigation district and Arizona utility)

Shell WindEnergy 

(a Royal Dutch Shell company)

Tucson Electric Power 

(Arizona utility)

Tri-State G&T

(multi -state G&T association)

SouthWestern Power Group

(G&T development firm)
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Activities To-Date

5/29/09 Notice of Intent published in Federal Register

6/22/09 Initiation of first set of public scoping meetings 

(9 locations in AZ and NM)

8/28/09 Close of first Scoping Period 

9-10/09 Response to public comments: expanded study 

area and additional routes

10/26/09 Initiation of second set of public scoping 

meetings (3 locations in NM)

11/27/09 Close of second Scoping Period
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Meeting Date Location
Public in 

Attendance

June 22, 2009 Eloy , AZ 16

June 23, 2009 Oracle , AZ 39

June 24, 2009 Safford , AZ 30

June 29, 2009 Willcox , AZ 21

June 30, 2009 Lordsburg , NM 13

July 1, 2009 Deming , NM 31

July 7, 2009 Socorro , NM 26

July 8, 2009 Carrizozo , NM 52

July 9, 2009 Elephant Butte, NM 15

October 26, 2009 Las Cruces, NM 29

October 27, 2009 Alamogordo, NM 17

October 28, 2009 Chaparral, NM 12

Total Attendees 301
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Project Development, 

Permitting, & Financing

Engineering Design / Construction

2011 2012 2013 2014201020092008

Operation

PHASE 1

PHASE 2
PHASE 3

Earliest In-Service Year is 2013
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ĊMarket Drivers

ÏState Renewable Portfolio Standards
ėDesert Southwest States:

ºArizona 15% by 2025

ºCalifornia 33% by 2020 (Exec. Order)

ºNevada 25% by 2025

ºColorado 20% by 2020

ºNew Mexico 20% by 2020

ºUtah 20% by 2025

Å(Energy Basis)

ÏComing Federal RPS

ÏState and Federal Incentives

ÏFuture Regulation of Carbon


