
Variance Request Form 
 Ocotillo Express Wind LLC Variance: ___034____ 
 Pier 1 Bay 3 Request No.:___Rev 2___ 
 San Francisco CA 94111 Date Submit:___11/14/2012 
 415-283-4000 Date Approval Needed: __11/20/2012 
 Date Agency Received: __________ 
 Agency Approval Reference No.: __________ 
Request Prepared by: Joan Inlow / James Dermody 

Spread/ Location: Road and Collection System Access into Site 2, Road/Collection Corridor Modification, and Turbine Locations 116, 
118, 120, 122-126, 128 

(Milepost): Net acreage affected: -11.92 acres 

Alignment Sheet/Sta. 

No.: Tract No:  

Landowner: BLM In or within 50 feet of a wetland: ☐ Yes X No  

 Within 50 feet of a water body:  ☐ Yes X No  

Current Land Use/ Vegetative Cover: Desert vegetation  

Nearby Features (Water body, T&E Habitat, Wetland, Noxious Weed): Water of the U.S. and CDFG Jurisdictional Areas 

Area, Residence, Cultural Resource Site (distance, etc.):  

Variance Level: ☐ Level 1  ☐ Level 2 X Level 3 (To Be Assigned by Designated Representative) 

Variance From: ☐ Permit  ☐ Plan/Procedure ☐Specification  X  Drawing  ☐Mitigation Measure  ☐Other: 

Detailed Description of Variance: Attachments?  Yes X No ☐ Photos? Yes ☐ No X 

Variance 034 includes a relocation of the access road to the Site 2 turbines (south of Interstate 8 and CA-98), modification of the 
internal road/collection corridors, and moves of Turbines 116, 118, and 123 and the associated access road and collection circuit 
(see map attachments).  The variance will shift the pads for Turbines 118, 116, and 123 a total of 2093 feet NW, 189 feet SW, and 99 
feet East of their currently approved locations, respectively.   The total length of road and collection circuit realignment is 16,575 
feet and the proposed route follows existing WECO routes to the maximum extent feasible.  Additional minor modifications are 
made to the disturbance limits at Turbines 120, 122, 124, 125 and 128.  Variance 034 also includes the location and disturbance 
limits associated with Turbine 126, which has replaced Turbine 129 as one of 112 primary turbine locations.   

Removal of an approved equipment laydown area adjacent to the railroad track north of I-8 is also included in this variance (see map 
attachment). 

Variance Justification:   The proposed shift in turbine location 118 and the minor road access shift south of turbine location 116 is 
requested by OE LLC as an accommodation to a third party interest group requesting avoidance of an area that the group considers 
to be culturally sensitive.  While OE LLC does not have factual evidence that sensitive resources exist at this area, a move of the 
turbine is being requested by OE LLC nonetheless.  The proposed shift in turbine location 116 is requested by OE LLC in order to 
minimize wake effects between the adjacent turbines.  The proposed shift in turbine location 123 is requested by OE LLC in order to 
minimize impacts to sensitive species habitat.  The proposed access road and collection corridor modifications will avoid 
environmental resources that were discovered during pre-construction surveys.  This access road follows an existing WECO route 
and therefore minimizes new impacts to previously undisturbed areas.  Other minor modifications to disturbance limits at Turbines 
120, 122, 124, 125 and 128 were made to reduce impacts to sensitive environmental areas.  The inclusion of Turbine 126 into the 
primary 112-turbine project layout was approved by the BLM on November 1, 2012.  Variance 034 presents Turbine 126 impact area 
in the project layout. 
 
The equipment laydown yard adjacent to the rail tracks north of I-8 is not required for project construction or operation.  It is 
therefore proposed that this area remain undisturbed and be removed from the project maps and disturbance area allocations. 
 
As identified in Section 5 of the ECCMP, construction site conditions and subsequent environmental surveys could result in the need 
for changes from the approved work spaces.  Changes to previously approved work spaces are handled in the form of variance 
requests submitted by OE LLC to be reviewed and approved or denied by the BLM.  The variance procedures outlined in Section 5 of 
the ECCMP specify three different levels that a variance request may fall under.  
 
In accordance with the procedures and guidance provided in the ECCMP, OE LLC is requesting a Level 3 variance to modify 
permanent and temporary infrastructure as listed above.  As identified in Section 1.6, Level 3 variances involve project changes that 
would affect an area outside the previously approved work area that are also outside the areas previously surveyed for cultural 

 



resources, sensitive species, and biological resources. Variance Request 034 includes a portion of proposed road realignment that 
lies outside of previously surveyed work area. The proposed variance is an anticipated result of implementing measures to provide 
more effective protection of resources, which forces an access and collection circuit corridor alignment and turbine location that lies 
outside of these previously surveyed work areas. Separate cultural and biological surveys have been completed in the proposed 
variance work areas. Cultural and biological memos will be prepared and submitted to the BLM as part of this variance request to 
confirm the completion and findings of these surveys. 

Mitigation measures incorporated as part of the Final EIS/EIR require efforts to be completed by OE LLC in order to minimize 
environmental impacts. Implementation of these mitigation measures as outlined above has resulted in the proposed Variance 034. 
The proposed realignment of access and collection circuit corridors as well as modifications to turbine locations and associated 
disturbance limits would be conducted in accordance with the same impact avoidance, minimization, monitoring and mitigation 
measures that apply to all other project impact areas. Such measures include those specified in BLM's ROD, and approved plans and 
permits for specific types of activities. 

For (Company Name) Use Only 

Additional Surveys Required Surveyed Corridor Description 
Additional Surveys 

Completed 

Cultural Survey X Yes D No See attachments. X Yes D No 

T&E Survey X Yes D No X Yes D No 

Reporting Document Survey: 

Sign-off (as appropriate) Name (print) Approval Signature 
Conditions 

(See Attached) 

Contractor Sup't. or Env. Coordinator Derek Price 

D-4·~1/€ 
DYes X No 

Lead Environmental Inspector Shelby Howard DYes X No 
Spread Supervisor Michael Baksh 

~w, 
DYes X No 

Environmental Field Manager Joan Inlow Cjcm. ~ DYes X No 
ROW Agent 

DYes X No 

For BLM Project Manager or Compliance Contact Use Only 

Variance Approved:)(" Variance Denied: D Date: 

Signature: ~d~~~ il-;~ 1/ c 
For Compliance Manager and Monitor Use Only 

Variance Approved: D Variance Denied : D Date: 

Signature: 

Stipulations 

Spread: OPPC Variance Request No.: 

VARIANCE CONDITIONS 

Name: Title: Organization: 

Conditions: The Contractor Sup't., Lead Environmental Inspector (Bio), Archeology Principal Investigator, and/or Environmental Field 
Manager did not identify any variance conditions. 



 

 

Name: Title: Organization: 

Conditions: The Contractor Sup’t., Lead Environmental Inspector (Bio), Archeology Principal Investigator, and/or Environmental Field 
Manager did not identify any variance conditions. 

 

 

Name: Title: Organization: 

Conditions: The Contractor Sup’t., Lead Environmental Inspector (Bio), Archeology Principal Investigator, and/or Environmental Field 
Manager did not identify any variance conditions. 

 

 



    
 1 December 2012  

Documentation of NEPA Adequacy (DNA) 
 

U.S. Department of the Interior 
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) 

  
BLM Office:  El Centro Field Office Lease/Serial/Case File No: CACA-051552 
   1661 So. 4th Street  DNA Number: DOI-BLM-CA-D070-2013-0027-DNA 

El Centro, CA 92243 Tiered Off EIS No.:  ES-2011-15+1793 
 
Proposed Action Title/Type: The proposed action is to approve a request from Ocotillo Express 
(OE) LLC to make five changes to the project configuration. The first is to realign the access 
road to the Site 2 turbines (south of Interstate 8 and CA-98) and to realign the internal road and 
collection circuit corridor. The second project modification includes shifting Wind Turbine #118 
and micrositing Wind Turbines #116 and #123 and their associated access road and collection 
circuit corridor from their currently approved locations. The third request includes modifying the 
disturbance limits at Wind Turbines #120, #122, #124, #125, and #128. The fourth request is to 
include the disturbance limits associated with the access road, collection circuit corridor, and 
wind turbine pad for Wind Turbine #126 as part of the total Project impact. Wind Turbine #126 
has replaced Wind Turbine #129 as one of the 112 primary wind turbine locations as 
documented in the BLM Notice of Substitution of Alternate Wind Turbine Locations, dated 
November 1, 2012. The fifth request includes removing a previously approved, approximately 9-
acre equipment laydown area to the east of Wind Turbine #28. Each of the five proposed 
modifications are further described below and depicted in the attached exhibits.   

Modification #1: This modification involves realigning the access road and collection circuit 
corridor leading from CA-98 to ten turbines, located south of Interstate 8 and CA-98. The 
changes proposed to the access road from CA-98 to the Site 2 turbines include realigning 
approximately 16,575 feet of the access road from its currently approved alignment. The 
proposed access road realignment follows existing Western Colorado Desert (WECO) OHV 
access routes 162, 163, 321, and 322 and is being proposed to minimize potential disturbances to 
environmentally sensitive resources within the access road alignment identified in the ROD.  
Modification #1 will have a total net impact decrease of approximately 4.62 acres. 

Modification #2: This modification involves shifting the pad sites associated with Wind Turbines 
#118, #116, and #123 approximately 2,093 feet to the northwest, 189 feet to the southwest, and 
99 feet to the east of their currently approved locations, respectively. The proposed shift to Wind 
Turbine #118 is being proposed in order to accommodate a third party interest group’s request to 
avoid potential environmentally sensitive resources. While OE LLC and BLM do not have 
factual evidence that sensitive resources exist, a shift of Wind Turbine #118 is being requested 
by OE LLC nonetheless.  
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As a result of the proposed shift to Wind Turbine #118, OE LLC is proposing to microsite Wind 
Turbine #116 approximately 189 feet southwest of its currently approved location in order to 
maintain adequate distance between the two turbines. Micrositing Wind Turbine #116 will also 
help to minimize temporary disturbance to the desert washes that cross through the area, 
compared to the access road alignment identified in the ROD.   

Wind Turbine #123 is being microsited approximately 99 feet to the east to minimize potential 
disturbances to environmentally sensitive resources within the access road alignment identified 
in the ROD. Modification #2 will have a total net impact decrease of approximately 0.38 acres. 

Modification #3: This proposed action will modify the disturbance limits at Wind Turbines #120, 
#122, #124, #125, and #128 to minimize potential disturbances to environmentally sensitive 
resources. Modification #3 will have a total net impact increase of approximately 0.60 acres. 

Modification #4: This proposed action will include the disturbance areas associated with the 
access road, collection circuit corridor, and wind turbine pad for Wind Turbine #126 as part of 
the total Project impact. This proposed action will also remove the disturbance limits associated 
with the access road, collection circuit corridor, and wind turbine pad for Wind Turbine #129 
from the total Project impact. The proposed modification includes the disturbance areas 
associated with the access road, collection circuit corridor, and wind turbine pad for Wind 
Turbine #126, which was changed from an alternate site to a primary site as documented in the 
BLM Notice of Substitution of Alternate Wind Turbine Locations, dated November 1, 2012. 
Wind Turbine #129 was changed to an alternate site as documented in the same aforementioned 
notice. Modification #4 will have a total net impact increase of approximately 1.53 acres. 

Modification #5: This proposed modification will remove the disturbance area associated with an 
approximately 9-acre equipment laydown area adjacent to the rail tracks north of Interstate 8. It 
is proposed that this area remains undisturbed and be removed from the disturbance area 
allocations approved in the ROD. Modification #5 will have a total net impact decrease of 
approximately 9.05 acres. 

While each of the proposed modifications are within the previously approved work area and 
within the larger right-of-way (“ROW”) grant boundary and Section 106 Area of Potential 
Effects (“APE”), approximately 6.81 acres of the modification areas lie outside the areas 
previously surveyed in connection with the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR). However, the geographic and resource 
conditions in this area are virtually the same as those in areas surveyed in connection with the 
Final EIS/EIR. Moreover, subsequent biological and archaeological surveys have been 
completed in the area to evaluate whether any sensitive resources are present. The biological 
survey is included as Attachment A to this DNA. Both the biological and archeological surveys 
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are further summarized in Section A – Description of the Proposed Action and any applicable 
mitigation measures below.   

The proposed project modifications will have a total net impact decrease of approximately 11.92 
acres. The proposed modifications will remove approximately 35.79 acres from the previously 
approved disturbance area, while adding approximately 23.87 acres to the disturbance area.  

The OWEF Project ROW grant and associated amendment to the California Desert Conservation 
Area Plan (CDCA) were approved in a Record of Decision (ROD) signed on May 11, 2012. The 
ROD approved the Project configuration identified as the Preferred Alternative in the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR), referred to as the 
Refined Project.  

Location of Proposed Action:  The OWEF Project is located on 10,151 acres of BLM-managed 
public lands near the town of Ocotillo, Imperial County, California. The proposed modifications 
contemplated by this variance request are within the Project boundaries analyzed in the Final 
EIS/EIR (March 2012). 

Applicant (if any): Ocotillo Express LLC (OE LLC)  

A. Description of the Proposed Action and any applicable mitigation measures:   

The proposed action will make five changes to the project configuration. The proposed 
modifications of these on-site facilities would result in a net decrease of approximately 11.92 
acres of disturbance compared to the ROD.  

Modification #1: The purpose of this proposed action is to minimize potential disturbances to 
environmentally sensitive resources within the originally planned access road locations. In order 
to avoid disturbances to areas containing environmentally sensitive resources, this variance 
proposes to realign approximately 16,575 feet of the access road to the Site 2 turbines along 
existing WECO OHV access routes to the maximum extent. By following existing WECO OHV 
access routes, there will be reduced impacts to environmentally sensitive resources than under 
the otherwise approved routes or if new routes are established where no roads currently exist.  
The proposed realignment would follow (to the maximum extent) and widen the existing WECO 
route access roads from approximately 20-feet wide to 34-feet wide.  

Modification #2: This modification is being proposed in order to accommodate a third party 
interest group request to avoid potential environmentally sensitive resources. While OE LLC and 
BLM do not have factual evidence that sensitive resources exist, OE LLC proposes to shift 
Turbine #118 approximately 2,093 feet to the northwest nonetheless. As a result of the proposed 
shift to Wind Turbine #118, OE LLC is proposing to microsite Wind Turbine #116 
approximately 189 feet southwest of its currently approved location. This proposed shift will 
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ensure efficient wind energy production, while also minimizing temporary disturbances to the 
desert washes that cross through the area.  Similar to Wind Turbine #118, Wind Turbine #123 is 
being microsited approximately 99 feet to the east to minimize potential disturbances to 
environmentally sensitive resources within the originally planned wind turbine pad site location.  

Modification #3: The purpose of this modification is to minimize potential disturbances to 
environmentally sensitive resources within the originally planned wind turbine disturbance 
limits.  During more detailed site assessments and subsequent environmental surveys of the wind 
turbine disturbance limits, it was discovered that the current disturbance limits of Wind Turbines 
#120, #122, #124, #125, and #128 lie adjacent to environmentally sensitive areas. In order to 
avoid disturbances to areas containing environmentally sensitive resources, this variance 
proposes to modify the disturbance limits at each of the five aforementioned wind turbine 
locations.  

Modification #4: This proposed modification will include the disturbance areas associated with 
the access road, collection circuit corridor, and wind turbine pad for Wind Turbine #126 as part 
of the total Project impact. This proposed action will also remove the disturbance limits 
associated with the access road, collection circuit corridor, and wind turbine pad for Wind 
Turbine #129 from the total Project impact.  

This proposed modification includes the disturbance areas associated with the access road, 
collection circuit corridor, and wind turbine pad for Wind Turbine #126, which was changed 
from an alternate site to a primary site as documented in the BLM Notice of Substitution of 
Alternate Wind Turbine Locations, dated November 1, 2012. Turbine #126 was changed from an 
alternate site to a primary site in response to ongoing investigations required as part of the 
construction monitoring activities for the Project. Wind Turbine #129 was changed to an 
alternate site as documented in the same notice.  

Modification #5: This proposed modification will remove the disturbance area associated with an 
approximately 9-acre equipment laydown area adjacent to Wind Turbine #28.  

Approximately 6.81 acres of the proposed modification area lie outside the areas previously 
surveyed in the FEIS. In accordance with the ECCMP, Helix Environmental Planning conducted 
an assessment of the proposed modifications to evaluate whether any sensitive biological 
resources are present in the area (please refer to Attachment A). In addition, Tierra 
Environmental Services conducted an assessment of the proposed modifications to evaluate 
whether any sensitive archeological resources are present in the area.  

Based on Helix Environmental Planning’s survey, no sensitive wildlife species, potential active 
burrowing owl burrows, or other sensitive wildlife burrows were noted in the proposed 



Documentation of NEPA Adequacy (DNA) 

 5 December 2012 

modification area that lies outside the areas previously surveyed in the Final EIS/EIR. The work 
area also falls outside habitat occupied by flat-tailed horned lizard.  

The vegetation communities mapped within the proposed modification areas include brittle bush 
scrub, creosote brush-brittle bush scrub, badlands/mudhills and cheesebush scrub. Of these 
communities, only brittle bush scrub is considered sensitive. The disturbance limits identified in 
the ROD would have impacted the same vegetation communities as well as creosote bush scrub 
and creosote bush-white bursage scrub. Both creosote bush-white bursage scrub and cheese bush 
scrub are mapped within the 9-acre equipment laydown area that is being removed from the 
project disturbance area. The proposed modifications would result in a net increase to 
approximately 0.55 acres of brittle bush scrub habitat.    

Brown turbans (Malperia tenuis) is the only special status plant species that occurs within the 
proposed modification areas. In particular this special status plant species occurs within the 
proposed access road realignment and turbine pad areas of this variance.  Brown turbans is an 
annual species that is closely associated with shallow soils and rocky surface rubble, which offer 
little completion from shrub species. The previously approved location of Wind Turbine #118 
and portions of the previously approved access road were within high abundance areas of brown 
turbans. The relocation of Wind Turbine #118 and realignment of the access roads would result 
in a reduction of impacts to approximately 72,000 individual Brown turbans.  

A small portion of the proposed access road realignment to the Site 2 turbines overlaps with a 
portion of the brown turbans that were previously documented as part of the baseline biological 
surveys conducted for the project in 2010. In accordance with the approved Habitat Revegetation 
Plan, topsoil will be collected and stockpiled (including areas containing brown turbans) for 
replacements in all temporary disturbance areas to further reduce impacts to this species. In 
addition, seven Wolf’s cholla (Cylindropuntia wolfii) were mapped within the approximately 9-
acre equipment laydown area and would not be impacted with the approval of this variance.  

The proposed modification area was also surveyed for Peninsular bighorn sheep (PBS) on 
November 5, 2012 and November 12, 2012 by the Western Tracking Institute (WTI). No PBS or 
PBS signs were noted during WTI’s surveys. In addition, no PBS or PBS signs have been noted 
in the vicinity of the proposed modification area during movement studies and pre-construction 
surveys for PBS conducted by WTI beginning in March 2011. The closest recorded fresh sign of 
PBS was approximately 10,500 feet to the southwest of the project area in an unnamed canyon 
that leads to Davies Valley, which consisted of fresh scat, tracks, and a trail. The proposed road 
realignment would bring the construction area closer to this sign (from approximately 10,500 
feet to 8,800 feet), but the proposed access road realignment would be along an existing WECO 
route and would still be over 1.6 miles from the closest fresh sign. The closest historic sign 
recorded during the WTI surveys was approximately 3,000 feet to the south of the access road to 
the Site 2 turbines, which consisted of a historic bed site documented in March 2011. Shifting 
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Wind Turbine #118 will result in greater distance between project features and the historic bed 
site (from 2,500 feet to 3,000 feet). This variance would result in a net decrease in approximately 
8.34 acres of PBS Essential Habitat. This is primarily a result of removing the disturbance areas 
associated with the approximately 9-acre equipment laydown area and shifting Wind Turbine 
#118 to an area outside of PBS Essential Habitat.   

Several unvegetated desert washes that fall under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers (USACE) lie within the proposed modification area. In addition, the washes fall under 
the jurisdiction of the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG), and a portion of this 
area is vegetated CDFG habitat (cheesebush scrub). Approval of this variance would result in a 
net decrease of 0.10 acres of impacts to USACE jurisdictional drainages and a net decrease of 
0.61 acres of impact to CDFG jurisdictional habitat, as compared to the project footprint as 
currently approved. 

Archival documentation including the draft inventory report, Archaeological Survey Report for 
the Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project, Imperial County, California, March 2012, was 
reviewed to identify archaeological resources of potential concern that may be affected by the 
proposed project modifications. Additionally, a survey of the proposed modifications work areas 
was conducted to confirm no additional resources are located within the proposed disturbance 
limits. Based on existing Project documentation detailing the original survey coverage and 
subsequent surveys, this variance would not result in any additional impacts to significant 
cultural resources in addition to those already identified/described in the Final EIS/EIR.  

The proposed project modifications have been made in order to comply with Final EIS/EIR  
Mitigation Measure (MM) CUL-2 (Avoid and protect potentially significant resources), and 
CUL-3 (Develop and Implement a Management Plan for Archaeological Monitoring, Post-
Review Discovery, and Unanticipated Effects) in order to minimize disturbance to areas of 
potential cultural significance. In addition, the proposed modifications, which will have a total 
net impact decrease of approximately 11.92 acres, would reduce the project’s overall disturbance 
footprint, consistent with MM VEG-1A (Minimizing New Ground Disturbance). In accordance 
with the procedures and guidance provided in the ECCMP, OE LLC has requested a Level 3 
variance to allow deviations in the siting of the approved infrastructure locations to alleviate 
concerns of the third-party interest group who believe the currently approved area may contain 
sensitive environmental resources. As defined by Section 5.3 of the ECCMP, Level 3 variances 
generally involve project changes that would affect an area outside the previously approved work 
area that are outside the areas previously surveyed for archeological resources, sensitive species, 
and/or biological resources. The proposed variance is however within the approved ROW grant 
and the Section 106 APE for the OWEF  

The grading and construction activities associated with the modifications to the disturbance areas 
would be performed at the same time as the OWEF Project construction and subject to same 
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impact avoidance, minimization, monitoring, and mitigation measures that apply to the Project 
impact areas. Such measures include those specified in the Project’s ECCMP, BLM’s ROD, the 
Project’s ROW grant, and approved plans and permits for specific activities related to the 
construction of the Project. Consequently, the potential impacts associated with the modified 
disturbance footprint have been addressed and analyzed in the Final EIS/EIR and have been 
mitigated through measures identified in the Final EIS/EIR as adopted by the ROD.  

B. Land Use Plan Conformance: 

LUP Name:  California Desert Conservation Area Dates Approved:   1980, as amended 
 
Other documents:  California Desert Conservation Area Land Use Plan Amendment  
Date Approved:   May 9, 2012  
 
The proposed action is in conformance with the applicable LUP because it is specifically 
provided for in the following LUP decisions: 

California Desert Conservation Area Plan, 1980, as amended (CDCA Plan). BLM lands in 
California Desert District are managed pursuant to the CDCA Plan. The CDCA Plan establishes 
four multiple-use classes (MUC); MUC guidelines; and plan elements for specific resources or 
activities, such as motorized vehicle access, recreation, and vegetation.  

The majority of the Project site is within the Multiple Use Class (MUC), Limited Use (L). Wind 
energy is an allowable use on Class L lands after NEPA requirements are met. The FEIS and 
ROD is the mechanism for complying with those NEPA requirements. The proposed Project 
modifications are in conformance with the CDCA Plan because the construction activities would 
remain within the same BLM CDCA-designated area as the approved OWEF Project. Thus, a 
CDCA Plan amendment is not required for the proposed modifications within the approved 
OWEF Project site. 

C.   Identify applicable NEPA document(s) and other related documents that cover the 
proposed action. 

Bureau of Land Management and the County of Imperial. 2012. Proposed Plan Amendment and 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report for the 
Ocotillo Wind Energy Facility. DOI Control No. DES 11-20, SCH No. 2010121055. 
February 2012. 

Bureau of Land Management.  2012. Record of Decision for the Ocotillo Wind Energy Facility 
and Amendment to the California Desert Conservation Area Plan, DOI Control No. 
FES11-20, Case File Number: CACA-051552. El Centro, California: Bureau of Land 
Management, El Centro Field Office. May 2012. 
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.  2012. “Formal Section 7 Opinion on the Proposed Ocotillo 
Express Wind Project, Imperial County, California (3031-P) CAD000.06.” 
Memorandum from the Field Supervisor, Carlsbad Fish and Wildlife Office, transmitting 
the Biological Opinion to the District Manager, California Desert District Office, Bureau 
of Land Management. April 2012. 

Bureau of Land Management, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Ocotillo Express LLC, the 
California State Historic Preservation Officer, and the Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation. 2012. Memorandum of Agreement Among the Bureau of Land 
Management- California, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Ocotillo Express LLC, the 
California State Historic Preservation Officer, and the Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation Regarding the Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project, Imperial County, 
California. May 8, 2012. 

Bureau of Land Management. 2012. Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Facility Environmental and 
Construction Compliance Monitoring Plan. El Centro California: Bureau of Land 
Management, El Centro Field Office. May 2012.  

Bureau of Land Management. 2012. “Right-of-Way Grant.” Serial No. CACA-051552. El Centro 
California: Bureau of Land Management,” El Centro Field Office. 

D. NEPA Adequacy Criteria 

1. Is the new proposed action a feature of, or essentially similar to, an alternative 
analyzed in the existing NEPA document(s)? Is the project within the same analysis 
area, or if the project location is different, are the geographic and resource 
conditions sufficiently similar to those analyzed in the existing NEPA document(s)? 
If there are differences, can you explain why they are not substantial? 

YES. The proposed modifications would not result in new facilities or substantially 
change the geographic location of any proposed Project facilities or result in 
modifications to the Project boundary.  

Although a portion of the proposed modification area falls outside the previously 
surveyed areas (approximately 6.81 acres), biological and archeological surveys have 
been prepared to evaluate whether any sensitive resources are present in the area. The 
biological assessment concluded that no sensitive wildlife species, potential active 
burrowing owl burrows, or other sensitive wildlife burrows are present within the 
proposed modification area. While approval of this variance would result in a net increase 
to approximately 0.55 acres of brittle bush scrub habitat, the proposed modifications 
would result in a net decrease in approximately 8.34 acres of PBS Essential Habitat and 



Documentation of NEPA Adequacy (DNA) 

 9 December 2012 

avoid impacts to seven Wolf’s cholla (Cylindropuntia wolfii). In addition, approval of 
this variance will result in a net decrease of 0.10 acres of impacts to USACE 
jurisdictional drainages and a net decrease of 0.61 acres of impacts to CDFG 
jurisdictional habitat, as compared to the project footprint as currently approved.  

Archival documentation including the draft inventory report, Archaeological Survey 
Report for the Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project, Imperial County, California, 
March 2012, was reviewed to identify resources of potential concern within the proposed 
project modification areas. Additionally, a survey of the proposed work space 
modifications was conducted to confirm no additional resources are located within the 
proposed limits of the work space modification. Based on existing Project documentation 
detailing the original survey coverage and subsequent surveys, this variance would not 
result in any additional impacts to significant cultural resources in addition to those 
already identified/described in the Final EIS/EIR.  

As a result, the proposed modifications to the project area are minor changes that would 
not be substantial and would create disturbances that are substantially similar to those 
analyzed in the Final EIS/EIR. In particular, the geographic and resource conditions in 
the area where the changes would take place are virtually the same as those approved in 
the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore each of the five proposed project modifications are within 
the Project area and considered part of the same action previously analyzed in the Final 
EIS/EIR and would not result in impacts beyond the scope of those analyzed in the Final 
EIS/EIR.  

2. Is the range of alternatives analyzed in the existing NEPA document(s) appropriate 
with respect to the new proposed action, given current environmental concerns, 
interests, and resource values?  

YES. The proposed changes are within the range of alternatives evaluated in the Final 
EIS/EIR. Each of the action alternatives evaluated in the Final EIS/EIR included the wind 
turbines, access roads, and equipment laydown areas as described in Final EIS/EIR 
Section 2.1.3 Features Common to all Alternatives (Final EIS/EIR Section 2, Proposed 
Action and Alternatives). In addition, the wind turbines, access roads, and equipment 
laydown areas were considered in the impact analysis in Sections 4.2 through 4.21 of the 
Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, each of the five proposed project modifications do not affect or 
indicate a need to modify the range of alternatives analyzed in the Final EIS/EIR. No 
additional NEPA review is required. 

3.  Is the existing analysis valid in light of any new information or circumstances (such 
as, rangeland health standards assessments, recent endangered species listings, and 
updated lists of BLM-sensitive species)?  Can you reasonably conclude that new 
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information and new circumstances would not substantially change the analysis of 
the proposed action?  

YES. Although a portion of the proposed modification areas are located outside of the 
previously surveyed areas, subsequent biological and archeological evaluations have been 
prepared. The subsequent biological and archeological evaluations conclude that the 
proposed modifications would not result in a new significant impact.  

The analyses and conclusions used in this DNA are based on the Final EIS/EIR dated 
March 2012 which applies to all Project related activities, including the proposed 
modifications. Cultural and biological resource surveys were performed from 2009 
through 2012 and subsequent biological and cultural evaluations have been prepared on 
November 15, 2012 and November 14, 2012, respectively to evaluate the area that lies 
outside of the previously surveyed areas. The avoidance and minimization measures as 
well as compensatory mitigation to offset direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts on 
wildlife resources would assure compliance with state and federal laws aimed at 
protecting these resources.  There is no new information and no new guidance associated 
with each of the five proposed project modifications that would trigger the need for 
additional analyses beyond the analyses presented in the Final EIS/EIR. 

4.  Are the direct, indirect, and cumulative effects that would result from 
implementation of the new proposed action similar (both quantitatively and 
qualitatively) to those analyzed in the existing NEPA document? 

YES. The direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of the proposed modifications are 
within the OWEF Project site and would be substantially the same to those analyzed in 
Section 4 of the Final EIS/EIR for the approved OWEF Project. Any OWEF related 
Project activities, including disturbance within the proposed micrositing areas, would be 
conducted in accordance with the same impact avoidance, minimization, monitoring, and 
mitigation measures that apply to all other Project impact areas.  Such measures include 
those specified in the Project’s ECCMP, BLM’s ROD and approved plans and permits 
for specific types of related activities.  Consequently, the direct, indirect, and cumulative 
effects of each of the five proposed project modifications would be within the scope of 
those analyzed and mitigated for in the Final EIS/EIR for the approved OWEF Project.  

5.  Are the public involvement and interagency review associated with existing NEPA 
document(s) adequate for the current proposed action? 

YES. Public review and comment on the OWEF Project were extensive. Public scoping 
and frequent agency meetings were completed as described in the Final EIS/EIR, Section 
ES.8, Public Participation and Chapter 5. All public comments received on the Draft 



E. 

Documentation of NEP A Adequacy (DNA) 

EIS/EIR were carefully analyzed and agency responses are included in the Final EIS/EIR. 
Appendix 0 (Comment Letters) and Appendix N (Response to Comments) include all of 
the written comment letters received by the BLM and County of Imperial in response to 

the Notice of Availability and the responses to these comment letters. Additionally, 12 

protests of the associated plan amendments were considered and resolved by the Director 
of the BLM prior to the issuance of the ROD for the OWEF. 

As described above, a portion of the proposed project modifications lie within a portion 

of the Project site that was not previously surveyed for cultural or biological resources, 
however it does fall within the larger OWEF ROW grant boundary and Section 106 APE. 

Subsequent assessments have been prepared in accordance with the ECCMP and EISIEIR 

and there would be no new significant impacts as a result of this variance request. 
Therefore, public involvement and interagency review of the proposed modification is 

adequate. 

Persons/ Agencies/BLM Staff Consulted 

J(Otl..a~. QJlr< 
Nicollee Gaddis, Planning & Environmental Coordinator 

~~~ 
Carrie Simmons, Acting Resources Branch Supervisor 
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Conclusion: 

Based on the review documented above, I conclude that this proposal conforms to the applicable land use 
plan and that the NEPA documentation fully covers the proposed action and constitute BLM's 
compliance with the requirements ofNEPA. 

Signature ofRespo Je Official: 
Margaret L. Good~. Field Manager 
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Memorandum 

To: 

From 

Subject: 

Project: 

Field Manager, El Centro Field Office 

Archaeologist. El Centro Field Office 

Agency Findings and Detenninations under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act 

Ocotillo Wind Energy Project Variance 034, Imperial County. California 

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) El Centro Field Office has received a Variance 
Request (034) from Ocotillo Express, LLC to approve a set of micrositing changes to the 
approved Ocotillo Wind Energy Facility Project (Project) as analyzed in the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report. Variance 034 includes the realignment of the 
access road to the Site 2 turbines (south of Interstate 8 and CA-98) and the internal road and 
collection circuit corridor to more closely follow existing BLM designated routes of travel 
(WECO access routes). It also includes shifting Wind Turbine #118, micrositing Wind Turbines 
#116 and #123 and their associated access road and collection circuit corridor from their 
cunently approved locations, and modifying the disturbance limits at Wind Turbines #120, #122, 
#124, #125, and #128. Finally. it adds the disturbance limits associated with the access road, 
collection circuit con-idor, and wind turbine pad for Wind Turbine #126 into the total Project 
impact, and removes a previously approved, approximately 9-acre equipment laydown area to 
the east of Wind Turbine #28. 

Identification and evaluation efforts for the Project are described in the draft BLM Class III 
report titled Archaeological Sun1ey Rep011 for the Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project, 
Imperial County, Califomia (Tien·a Environmental Services. March 2018). The area covered by 
Variance 034 is within the Prqject right-of-way and had been mostly surveyed with no 
archaeological resources recorded within the Variance 034 specific area of potential effects 
(APE). In support of the Vruiance 034 Request, and in accordance with the final Management 
Plan for Archaeological Monitoring, Post-RevieH.> Discovery and Unanticipated Eff"ects, April 
2018 (Management Plan). TieiTa Environmental Services personnel (consultant) conducted a 
survey of the proposed Vru·iance APE. which is within the lru·ger Project APE. As pru·t of that 
survey. TieiTa also revisited previously recorded sites located neru· the proposed Project 
modifications. This is documented in their confidential letter report to Ms. CaiTie Simmons 
dated December 5. 2012. In connection with its review of previously recorded sites, Tien-a has 
made recommendations with respect to the actual boundaries of those sites and/or the impact of 



the proposed modifications on resources there. The BLM concurs with Tierra' s 
recommendations. 

In regards to this Variance Request. TietTa makes the fol lowing recommendations: 

''This proposed shift would also minimize potential disturbance to reported culturall y
sensitive resources within the originally planned locations. Furthermore, in following 
existing WECO OHV access routes, there will be fewer impacts to cultural (and other) 
resources than under the existing approved routes and/or other alternate routes that would 
require construction in areas where no roads currently exist. The relocation of Wind 
Turbines 116 and 118 ti·om the original Record of Decision and Right of Way approved 
route, reduces the potential impact to sensitive cultural areas reported by members of the 
Native American community. 

Based on this analysis, Variance 034 would not result in any additional impacts to 
significant cultural resources in addition to those already identified/described in the Final 
Environment Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report and associated documents. 
Similarly, even though the proposed Variance is located within an area that has been 
identified as a Traditional Cultural Property (TCP), which the BLM has assumed is 
eligible for listing in the NRHP for purposes of analysis; it is our recommendation that 
Variance 034 would not change the previously identified adverse effects to this TCP. 

Based on the project documentation as discussed above, it is our recommendation that no 
significant archaeological or historical resources would be affected by the proposed 
Variance." 

Pursuant to the Project' s Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) 1
, fully executed on May 8, 2018. 

BLM professional cultural resources staff has reviewed this proposed Variance Request. The 
BLM concurs with the contractor' s recommendations and based on their letter report dated 
December 5, 2012, the MOA. and the BLM Record of Decision (ROD) for this Project, 
compliance with the following actions m·e required as pml of issuance of an approvai of Variance 
034: 

• CUL-2 - A void and protect potentially significant resources 
• CUL-3 - Implement Management Plan for Archaeological Monitoring, 

Post-Review Discovery, and Unanticipated Effects 
• CUL-5 - Monitor construction at known ESAs 
• CUL-8 -Monitor construction in areas of high sensitivity for buried 

resources as applicable and consistent with CUL-l based on prior and 
recent surveys of the shift area 

• Ocotillo Express LLC will also continue to comply with all other relevant 
cultural resources mitigation measures as outlined in the Memorandum 
of Agreement and the ROD as appropriate. 

All m·chaeological sites and all potentially culturally sensitive areas that are within 150 feet of 
construction activi ties shall be demm·ked as ESAs and protected as exclusionary Lones. 

1Memorandum of Agreement Among the BLM (Cali fornia). the United States Army Corps of Engineers. Oco1illo Express LC. 
the California State Hi~toric Preservation Ofti cer. and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservat ion Regarding the Ocotillo 
Expre~s Wind Energy Project. Imperial County. California (May R. 2012 ). 



Additionally, m·chaeological and Native American monitors are to be on-site during the 
temporary fencing and during any ground disturbing activities near designated ESAs. 

Prior Section 106 review and consultation for the MOA for the Prqject provide that the required 
conditions and mitigation measures listed above are adequate to identify and protect historic 
properties on public lands that might be affected by Variance Request 034. Therefore, the BLM 
staff archaeologist has recommended that there would be no adverse effect on historic properties 
if the above measures are implemented. 

The BLM makes the following findings for this undertaking. 

1. The activities covered by the Variance will take place within the originally 
defined APE for the Project. 

2. The BLM finds that there will be 110 additional adverse effects to historic 
properties by this micrositing modification to the Project provided the above 
mitigation measures are implemented as required by the MOA and the ROD. 

3. Accordingly, the Variance is covered by the prior consultations for the 
Project. No additional consultation is required pursuant to the NHPA. 

This memorandum documents the recommendations of the cultural resources staff, the 
acceptance of these recommendations by the Agency Official (as defined in 36 CFR §800.2(a), 
Protection of Historic Properties), and constitutes the fonnal statement of Agency findings and 
determinations for Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act with respect to 
Variance Request 034. 

Archaeologist, El Cenu·o Field Office Date' 

Dat? 
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HELIX Environmental Planning, Inc. 
7578 El Cajon Boulevard 
Suite 200 
La Mesa, CA 91942 
ShelbyH@helixepi.com 
619.462.1515 tel 
619.462.0552 fax 
www.helixepi.com 

Memorandum 

To:      Dudek & Associates 
Date:     November 15, 2012  From:   Shelby Howard       
Subject:  Ocotillo Express - Variance 34   
Message:

Variance 034 includes a relocation of the access road to the Site 2 turbines (south of Interstate 
8 and CA-98), modification of the internal road/collection corridor, and moves of Turbines 116, 
118, and 123 and the associated access road and collection circuit.  The variance will shift the 
pads for Turbines 118, 116, and 123 a total of 2,093 feet northwest, 189 feet southwest, and 99 
feet east of their currently approved locations, respectively.   The total length of road and 
collection circuit realignment is 16,575 feet and the proposed route follows existing WECO 
routes to the maximum extent.  Additional minor modifications are made to the disturbance 
limits at Turbines 120, 122, 124, 125 and 128.  Variance 034 also includes the location and 
disturbance limits associated with Turbine 126, which has replaced Turbine 129 as one of 112 
primary turbine locations.  Removal of an approved equipment laydown area adjacent to the 
railroad track north of I-8 is also included in this variance. All changes are done in 
consideration of the project goal of minimizing environmental disturbances.  Portions of this 
variance fall outside of areas previously surveyed for biological resources. 
 
On October 12, 2012 HELIX biologists Jason Kurnow and Ben Rosenbaum conducted a 
biological survey of the portion of Variance 34 that falls outside of areas previously surveyed. 
The purpose of the assessment was to evaluate whether any sensitive biological resources 
were present in the area. Mr. Kurnow and Mr. Rosenbaum walked the area on foot and with 
the aid of binoculars and searched for evidence of sensitive plant and wildlife species. The 
vegetation communities and jurisdictional drainages in this area had been mapped previously 
by HELIX as part of the baseline biological surveys for the project in 2010. A follow up site visit 
was conducted by Mr. Kurnow and HELIX project manager Shelby Howard on October 25, 
2012 to conduct an additional assessment the access route proposed along the existing 
WECO routes.  Mr. Kurnow and Mr. Howard walked the area on foot and evaluated the 
biological resources present, including the jurisdictional washes present. An additional site visit 
was conducted by HELIX biologists Erica Harris and Tara Baxter on November 12, 2012 to 
conduct an assessment of changes to the proposed variance alignment between Turbines 117 
and 128 and between Turbines 128 and 120. Ms. Harris and Ms. Baxter walked the area on 
foot and evaluated the biological resources present. 
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Memorandum (cont.)
HELIX Environmental Planning, Inc. 
7578 El Cajon Boulevard 
Suite 200 
La Mesa, CA 91942 
ShelbyH@helixepi.com 
619.462.1515 tel 
619.462.0552 fax 
www.helixepi.com 
The portion of the variance area between Highway 98 and Turbine 117 was surveyed for 
Peninsular bighorn sheep (PBS) by Barry Martin and Jill Cooper of the Western Tracking 
Institute (WTI) on November 5, 2012 to search for PBS sign. The portion of the variance area 
east and south of Turbine 117 was surveyed for PBS by Mr. Martin and Ms. Cooper on 
November 12, 2012. Mr. Martin and Ms. Cooper evaluated the project alignment and searched 
for PBS and PBS sign. This general area has also been surveyed on a monthly basis as part 
of WTI’s baseline surveys for the project and surveys during construction. 
 
The vegetation communities mapped within Variance 34 include brittle bush scrub, creosote 
bush-brittle bush scrub, badlands/mudhills, and cheesebush scrub; a portion of the existing 
WECO route was also mapped as disturbed habitat. The previously approved footprint in the 
project area south of Highway 98 would have impacted the same communities as well as 
creosote bush scrub and creosote bush-white bursage scrub. Creosote bush-white bursage 
scrub and cheesebush scrub are mapped within the 10-acre equipment laydown area that is 
being removed from the project area. Of these communities, only brittle bush scrub is 
considered sensitive. The proposed changes would result in a net increase to approximately 
0.55 acres of brittle bush scrub habitat.  
 
Brown turbans (Malperia tenuis) is the only special status plant species that occurs in the road 
re-alignment and turbine pad areas of Variance 34. No other special status plant species were 
noted during the site assessments. Brown turbans is an annual species that is closely 
associated with shallow soils and rocky surface rubble, which offer little competition from shrub 
species. The previous location of Turbine 118 and portions of the previously approved access 
roads were within high abundance areas of brown turbines. The relocation of Turbine 118 and 
re-aligned access roads would result in a reduction of impacts to approximately 72,000 
individuals because those individuals would not be impacted (rare plant surveys for this 
species were conducted in 2010). A small portion of the re-aligned access road to Turbine 117 
overlaps with a portion of the brown turbines documented in 2010. In accordance with the 
approved Habitat Revegetation Plan for the project, topsoil will be collected and stockpiled 
(including areas containing brown turbines) for replacement in all temporary disturbance areas 
to further reduce impacts to this species. In addition, 7 Wolf’s cholla (Cylindropuntia wolfii) 
were mapped within the approximately 10-acre equipment laydown area and would not be 
impacted since this area is being eliminated.  
 
No sensitive wildlife species, potential burrowing owl burrows, or other sensitive wildlife 
burrows were noted in the areas surveyed by Mr. Kurnow, Mr. Rosenbaum, or Mr. Howard. 
One potential (inactive) burrowing owl burrow was noted by Ms. Harris and Ms. Baxter during 
their assessment on November 12. The burrow was considered inactive because it had a 
buildup of vegetation and loose debris at its entrance. There was no sign of recent use by 
wildlife. The entrance also had a buildup of accumulated soil and had not been recently dug 
out. The area also falls outside habitat occupied by flat-tailed horned lizard.  
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Memorandum (cont.)
HELIX Environmental Planning, Inc. 
7578 El Cajon Boulevard 
Suite 200 
La Mesa, CA 91942 
ShelbyH@helixepi.com 
619.462.1515 tel 
619.462.0552 fax 
www.helixepi.com 
No PBS or PBS sign was noted during WTI’s survey of the proposed variance area on 
November 5 or November 12, 2012.  No PBS or PBS sign has been noted in the vicinity of this 
variance area during the movement studies and pre-construction surveys for PBS conducted 
by WTI starting in March 2011. The closest recorded fresh sign during the WTI surveys was 
approximately 8,800 feet to the southwest in an unnamed canyon that leads to Davies Valley, 
which consisted of fresh scat, tracks, and a trail. The proposed road alignment would bring the 
construction area closer to this sign (from approximately 10,500 feet to 8,800 feet), but the 
access road would be along an existing access road and would still be over 1.6 miles from the 
closest fresh sign. The closest historic sign during the WTI surveys was approximately 3,000 
feet to the south of the access road to Turbine 117, which consisted of a historic bed site 
documented in March 2011. The relocation of Turbine 118 would result in greater distance 
between project features and the historic bed site (from 2,500 feet to 3,000 feet). The closest 
recorded PBS location in the USFWS database is approximately 3,200 feet to the west of the 
proposed access route; the PBS sighting was from 1996.  
 
Variance 34 would result in a net decrease in approximately 8.34 acres of PBS Essential 
Habitat, primarily as a result of the elimination of the portion of the equipment laydown yard 
that falls outside the approved access road to Turbine 27, which amounts to approximately 8.9 
acres.  The previous location of Turbine 118 was located entirely within PBS Essential Habitat 
(in higher terrain habitat); the location as proposed in Variance 34 would result in Turbine 118 
being located in the desert floor and outside of PBS Essential Habitat. Turbine 118 was 
microsited to minimize temporary disturbance to the desert washes that cross through this 
area. Similarly, the proposed location of Turbine 116 was microsited to minimize temporary 
disturbance to the larger desert washes that cross through the area. The majority of the 
proposed access road/collection corridor from Highway 98 to Turbine 117 would cross through 
PBS Essential Habitat. This change is being proposed to avoid cultural resources found within 
the previous road alignment to the Turbine 116-118 string. The proposed route would follow 
and widen the existing WECO route access road to Turbine 117, from approximately 20-feet 
wide to 34-feet wide. The proposed route would also follow and widen the existing WECO 
route to the east of Turbine 117 (towards Turbine 128), to the south of Turbine 128 (towards 
Turbine 120), and to the south of Turbine 120 (towards Turbine 122). An alternative alignment 
was considered by the project team for the route into Turbine 117, which would have involved 
creating a new 34-foot wide access road that would have been constructed parallel to the 
existing WECO route to minimize impacts to habitat mapped as PBS Essential Habitat, but this 
alternative was eliminated to avoid having a new road created through this area. While the 
proposed Variance 34 access road/collection corridor by itself would result in greater impacts 
to habitat mapped as PBS Essential Habitat than the original road/collection corridor, a 
substantial proportion of these impacts (approximately 2.3 acres) would be due to impacts to 
the existing 20-foot wide WECO route road into Turbine 117 (see Photos 1 and 2 below).  A 
proportion of the impacts would be due to impacts to the existing 20-foot-wide WECO route 
road from Turbine 122 to Turbine 120. Disturbance to the existing WECO routes was counted 
as an impact because the existing road would be graded and compacted, even though it is 
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619.462.1515 tel 
619.462.0552 fax 
www.helixepi.com 
currently cleared and maintained regularly for public access. The access road would cross 
through several desert washes, but the disturbance width was reduced to the minimum 
necessary (34-feet-wide for the route into Turbine 117; 51-feet-wide for the access routes to 
the east of Turbine 117) for equipment deliveries, project access, and for the necessary 
electrical collection circuits. The access route between Turbines 124 and 123 was also re-
aligned to reduce the disturbance to wash habitat that occurs in this area. As a result, the 
variance, as proposed, is considered to have the least impacts to PBS and PBS habitat. 
 
Within the Variance 34 area, a number of unvegetated desert washes that fall under the 
jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) are present. In addition, the washes 
also fall under the jurisdiction of the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG), and a 
portion of these areas are vegetated CDFG habitat (cheesebush scrub; see Photo 2 below). 
The project team worked diligently to microsite Turbines 118 and 116 and to reduce the width 
of the access road/collection corridor to 34 feet to minimize impacts on jurisdictional areas. 
The project team also worked diligently to microsite Turbine 123 and the access 
roads/collection corridors to Turbines 122, 120, and 123 to reduce impacts on jurisdictional 
areas. As described above, the alignments of the access roads and collection corridors are 
proposed along existing WECO routes and impacts to existing WECO routes were included in 
the impact acreages. Variance 34 would result in a net decrease of 0.10 acres of impacts to 
USACE jurisdictional drainages and a net decrease of 0.61 acres of impacts to CDFG-
jurisdictional habitat, as compared to the project footprint as currently approved.  
 
In accordance with the mitigation measures and burrowing owl mitigation and monitoring plan 
for the project, pre-construction surveys would also be conducted prior to the start of 
construction in these areas and would demarcate Environmentally Sensitive Areas (e.g., active 
burrowing owl burrows) that require avoidance. The WTI will also conduct a pre-construction 
survey for PBS and PBS sign in this area in accordance with the mitigation measures, 
Biological Opinion, and PBS mitigation and monitoring plan. 
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or need additional information. 
 
 
 
 
 
Shelby Howard 
Senior Scientist/Project Manager 
 
Attachment:   

Variance 34 figure depicting PBS habitat, PBS sign, and proposed changes to project 
features 
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Photo 1: view to the east of the existing 20-foot-wide   Photo 2: view to the west of the existing WECO road to the 
WECO road (looking towards the proposed location  west of Turbine 117. Cheesebush scrub and a jurisdictional 
of Turbine 117.      wash are visible on the left side of the photo. 




