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}  Lobbying is not about buying influence.  

}  Lobbying is not about getting a member of 
Congress to change their mind. 



}  Lobbying is the art of educating particular 
decision makers on an issue so that they 
adopt the cause and make it their own 

 
}  Lobbyists serve as force multipliers for 

Members of Congress 

}  Relationships are currency; honesty matters 

(Always, always, always be nice to everyone……) 



•  Background 
•  Evolution of an Issue 
•  Victories 

 



}  500-kilovolt, AC, 540 mile-long transmission line 

}  Two Segments 
◦  White Pine County, NV to Clark County, NV (SWIP-South) 
◦  White Pine County, NV to Twin Falls, ID (SWIP-North) 
 

}  History 
◦  Original EIS, ROD and Right-of-Way Grant  

to Idaho Power (1994) 
 

}  Original Game Plan (2005) 
◦  White Pine Energy Station modern coal-fired  

 facility, net capacity of up to 1600 MW 
◦  Significant investment in White Pine County 

�  $800 million to over $2bn capital investment 
�  Property and sales tax revenue  
�  Spending on local goods & services 
  

 
 



Transportation 
Reauthorization Bill 

2005 



Senator Harry  Reid 
(D-Nevada) 



 

}  Transmission only 
 

◦  Federal interest 
 

◦  Anchor tenant NV Energy 
 

◦  Federal financing  
 



 

 

 

 
}  DOE Loan Guarantee Program 

 

 

}  Western Area Power Administration (WAPA) 
$3.25 billion borrowing authority  
Granted through American Recovery and Reinvestment Act  
 (Public  Law 111-5) 

 

 



}  The Federal Bureaucracy 
◦  Bureau of Land Management 
◦  Fish & Wildlife Service 
◦  National Park Service 
◦  Bureau of Reclamation 
◦  Department of Energy 
◦  Pentagon 
 

}  NEPA Process 
◦  Species e.g. Desert Tortoise, Eagle, etc. 
◦  Unexpected triggers of new NEPA review 
 

}  Private landowners and local stakeholders 
◦  Sportsmen 
◦  Environmentalists 
◦  Ranchers 



}  Originally permitted route bisected sage grouse population 

◦  Original EIS done in early 90’s 
◦  Sage grouse population had changed 
◦  Local environmentalists concerned 
◦  Client willing to modify route; risks delay and rising costs 
 

}  Proposed Legislative Solution 

◦  New route no longer splits concentration of leks 
◦  Client avoids lengthy and costly delay   





}  Original SWIP-North route bisected Japanese-American 
Internment Camp Site 
◦  Pre-existing right-of-way owned by client  
◦  Federal obligation to preserve Minidoka lands 
◦  Strong Congressional interest 
◦  Major re-route would trigger new NEPA review 
 

}  Legislative Solution 
◦  Minidoka lands left undisturbed 
◦  Client avoids lengthy and costly delay 





}  Two Maps Referenced in the 
 “Disaster Relief and Summer Jobs 
Act of 2010”  

   (Emergency Supplemental 
Appropriations Act, July 2010) 

}  BLM issues a Final Supplemental 
Environmental Impact Statement  
for ON Line in December 2010 

 
}  BLM issues Record of Decision  

 for ON Line in March 2011 
 
}  Construction complete fall 2013 



Department of Energy Awards Loan Guarantee (February 2011) 
 
OnLine Energized 12/31/2013 
 
600 megawatts of capacity (first phase); 235 miles of 500kV line 




