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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This document constitutes the Record of Decision (ROD) of the Department of Interior (DOI)
and Bureau of Land Management (BLM) for the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project and
Associated Amendment to the Eastern San Diego County Resource Management Plan (RMP).
This ROD includes both plan amendment and right-of-way grant decisions. Amendment of the
Eastern San Diego County RMP is required to allow for a one-time exemption of a single utility
crossing of the Selected Alternative across public lands. This ROD applies only to BLM-
administered lands. Each of the cooperating federal agencies is responsible for issuing their own
decisions and applicable authorizations.

After extensive environmental analysis, consideration of public comments, and application of
pertinent federal laws and policies, it is the decision of the BLM to amend the Eastern San Diego
RMP to allow for a single utility crossing in the McCain Valley. It is the decision of the DOI to
authorize a right-of-way grant and temporary use permit (TUP) for the construction, operation,
and maintenance, and termination of a transmission line on an alignment identified as the BLM
Agency Preferred Alternative in the Final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact
Statement (EIR/EIS) published in the Federal Register on October 17, 2008. The Final EIR/EIS
is available online at: http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/Environment/info/aspen/sunrise/sunrise.htm.

The Final EIR/EIS analyzed the environmental impacts of the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission
Project along a route proposed by SDG&E, the Proposed Action/Project, as well as a number of
alternative routes. This decision approves the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project’s Final
Environmentally Superior Southern (SWPL) Route Alternative as analyzed in the Final EIR/EIS
as BLM’s Agency Preferred Alternative, which is also referred to as the Selected Alternative in
this ROD. For the first 36 miles of the Selected Alternative route, the 500 kV transmission line
will be built on BLM lands adjacent to the existing Southwest Powerlink 500 kV line. The
Selected Alternative crosses approximately 49 miles of BLM land, approximately 19 miles of
Forest Service land, approximately two miles of Department of Defense land, and approximately
0.4 miles of state land. The remainder of the line would cross lands in various ownership
including private and local agencies.

Project Objectives, Purpose and Need. SDG&E has stated that it developed the Sunrise
Powerlink Transmission Project for three major objectives: (1) to bring renewable energy
resources to San Diego County from Imperial County by providing access to remote areas with
the potential for significant development of renewable energy sources; (2) to improve electric
reliability within the San Diego area by providing additional transmission during peak loading
and for the region’s growing economy; (3) and to reduce congestion and power supply costs of
delivering electricity to ratepayers.

Plan Amendment and Environmental Review Process: BLM must comply with the planning
provisions of section 202 of the Federal Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA) as well as
the implementing regulations for planning found in 43 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR)
subparts 1601 and 1610 in considering amendments to land use plans. Planning requirements are
integrated with the requirements for environmental review under the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA). BLM served as the federal lead agency under NEPA for consideration of the



Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project and the Eastern San Diego County RMP amendment.
The Proposed Action/Project and several alternatives also included a proposed amendment to the
California Desert Conservation Area (CDCA) Plan, because those route alignments would
deviate from BLM-designated utility corridors in several areas. However, the Final
Environmentally Superior Southern Route Alternative, which is the Selected Alternative, would
remain within BLM CDCA-designated utility corridors, and thus, a CDCA Plan amendment is
not required for this ROD.

The transmission line project and the plan amendment were analyzed in a jointly prepared
EIR/EIS in compliance with California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and NEPA
requirements, respectively. The California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) served as the
lead agency pursuant to CEQA. While BLM acted as the lead federal agency responsible for
compliance with the requirements of NEPA, the Cleveland National Forest (CNF), Department
of Defense Marine Corps Air Station (MCAS) Miramar, and Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) were
cooperating federal agencies and provided information, analysis, and comment. The NEPA
process included public scoping, a Draft EIR/EIS, a Recirculated Draft EIR/Supplemental Draft
EIS (RDEIR/SDEIS) and a Final EIR/EIS, which are hereby incorporated by reference into this
ROD._The proposed plan amendment was reviewed by the Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research following the issuance of the Final EIR/EIS and proposed plan amendment, and found
to be consistent with state and local plans.

Public Involvement. Public review and comment on the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission
Project were extensive. Public scoping, including 15 public meetings and numerous agency
meetings, initiated the public review process. The combined comment periods on the Draft
EIR/EIS, RDEIR/SDEIS, and BLM's proposed plan amendments occurred over five and a half
months. BLM and CPUC held 14 public meetings and received approximately 3,900 pages of
comments on two draft documents. All public comments received were carefully analyzed and
agency responses are included in the Final EIR/EIS. As described further in this document, 20
protests to BLM's proposed plan amendments were considered and resolved by the Director of
the BLM.

Consultation with Other Agencies: In addition to Forest Service, BIA, and MCAS Miramar,
which all served as formal EIR/EIS cooperators, BLM and CPUC also coordinated and consulted
with the US Fish and Wildlife Service, California Department of Fish and Game, California
Department of Parks and Recreation, California Department of Transportation, Imperial and San
Diego counties, Department of Defense EI Centro Naval Air Station, City of San Diego, San
Diego Regional Energy Office, California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, Vista
Irrigation District, Imperial Irrigation District and potentially affected Native American Tribes.

Decision Rationale: As described further in this ROD, the decisions are to: (1) amend the
Eastern San Diego County RMP to allow for a one-time exemption, and (2) issue two right-of-
way grants (one for temporary use) to SDG&E for the construction, operation, maintenance, and
termination of the transmission line, ancillary facilities, and access roads across public lands.
These decisions reflect careful consideration and resolution of the issues by BLM and the
Department of the Interior (DOI), and were thoroughly analyzed in the Sunrise Powerlink
Transmission Project environmental review process.



These decisions fulfill legal requirements for managing public lands. Granting the rights-of-way
to SDG&E contributes to the public interest in reducing energy costs and providing a reliable
electricity supply that allows for the importation of renewable power from the Imperial Valley to
meet State and Federal renewable energy goals. The attached right-of-way grants and mitigation
measures ensure that authorization of the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project will protect
environmental resources and comply with environmental standards. These decisions reflect the
careful balancing of the many competing public interests in managing the public lands for public
benefit. These decisions are based on a comprehensive environmental analysis and full public
involvement. BLM and CPUC have engaged highly qualified technical experts to analyze the
environmental effects of the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project. Members of the public
have contributed to the analysis and consideration of the many environmental issues arising out
of the environmental review process. BLM, CPUC, DOI and other consulted agencies have used
their expertise and existing technology to address the important issues of environmental resource
protection. BLM and DOI have determined that the measures contained in the Final EIR/EIS,
the programmatic agreement regarding the management of cultural resources, and the biological
opinion significantly minimize and/or mitigate environmental damage and protect resources.

I. DECISION

This ROD for the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project and Associated Amendment to the
Eastern San Diego County RMP approves the construction, operation and maintenance of the
proposed Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project on public lands in Imperial and San Diego
Counties, as analyzed in the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project Final EIR/EIS and
Proposed Land Use Amendment, issued October 17, 2008 in the EPA Federal Register. This
approval will take the form of a BLM right-of-way grant, under 43 CFR, Part 2800 regulations.

The rights-of-way will grant SDG&E the right to use the described public lands to construct,
operate, maintain and terminate a 500 kV electrical transmission line from Imperial Valley
Substation to a newly-constructed 500/230 kV substation that was identified in the Final EIR/EIS
(herein called Modified Route D Alternative Substation), a distance of approximately 92.53
miles. The right-of-way will also grant SDG&E the right to use the described public lands to
construct, operate, maintain and terminate a 230 kV electrical transmission line from the
Modified Route D Alternative Substation to Sycamore Canyon Substation, located in San Diego.
This decision is conditioned, however, upon implementation of mitigation measures and
monitoring programs as identified in the Final EIR/EIS.

This decision approves the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project’s Final Environmentally
Superior Southern Route Alternative as analyzed in the Final EIR/EIS, which is also referred to
as the Selected Alternative in this ROD. For the first 36 miles of the Selected Alternative route,
the 500 kV transmission line will be built on BLM lands adjacent to the existing Southwest
Powerlink 500 kV line. The Selected Alternative crosses approximately 49 miles of BLM land,
19 miles of Forest Service land, two miles of Department of Defense land, and 0.4 miles of state
land. The remainder of the line would cross lands in various ownerships, including private and
local agencies.



The Selected Alternative is a combination of the following alternatives and route segment
options, as shown in Figure 1. The decisions contained herein apply only to the BLM-
administered public lands within the Selected Alternative.

Interstate 8 Alternative between the Imperial Valley Substation and MP 18-40 (where the BCD
Alternative diverges), including the following reroutes®:

e Southwest Powerlink (SWPL) Archaeological Site Reroute; and
e Jacumba SWPL Breakaway Point Revision.

BCD Alternative and BCD South Option Revisions. Because it does not appear likely that
easements can be secured by SDG&E for the Interstate 8 Alternative between McCain Valley
Road and the eastern end of the Modified Route D Alternative across Tribal lands, the BCD
Alternative and BCD South Option Revisions is approved. With implementation of
Mitigation Measure WR-2a (Develop a reroute for the BCD Alternative Revision to reduce
effects on recreation) the route would be relocated south of JAM property on Forest Service
land.

Modified Route D Alternative, including the Modified Route D Alternative Substation, as
modified to incorporate the following SDG&E reroutes:

e Cameron Reroute;

e Pacific Crest Trail (PCT) Option A, which follows the existing SDG&E 69 kV line, is
approved. BLM worked with the Forest Service to develop additional mitigation (WR-2c,
PCT Route Impact Mitigation) for the PCT crossing that requires compensation to the
Forest Service for the final impacts to the PCT identified by the route revision plan
included in Mitigation Measure WR-2b (Evaluate and Implement PCT Route Revision).
The full text of Mitigation Measures WR-2b (Evaluate and Implement PCT Route
Revision) and WR-2c (PCT Route Impact Mitigation) is included in Appendix A of this
ROD.

e Western Modified Route D Alternative (MRDA) Reroute.

Star Valley Option Revision was not found to be environmentally superior in the Final EIR/EIS if the
eastern end of underground segment in Alpine Boulevard is deemed feasible. Since publication of the
Final EIR/EIS, the Forest Service has selected the Star Valley Option Revision as its preferred route
in this area, because use of the original Modified Route D Alternative to the Interstate 8 Alternative is
located in a highly visible area and would require a more extensive road system. In addition,
implementation of Mitigation Measure L-2b (Revise project elements to minimize land use conflicts)
would minimize impacts of the route to landowners. As a result, the Forest Service has stated that the
portion of the Modified Route D Alternative on Forest Service lands is not feasible as designed. In
addition, in accordance with Mitigation Measure L-2b of the Final EIR/EIS, SDG&E has stated that
they have a preliminary agreement with a landowner that would allow for the northwestern end of the

! Segments of several transmission line route alternatives and the Proposed Action/Project were modified
following publication of the Draft EIR/EIS in order to reduce or avoid certain impacts. These reroutes and
revisions were included in the Recirculated Draft EIR/Supplemental Draft EIS and Final EIR/EIS and
many were incorporated into the Final Environmentally Preferred/Superior Southern Route Alternative,
which is the Selected Alternative.



Star Valley Option route to be constructed on private land. This would result in the reduction of land
use conflicts to other abutting private lands on Star Valley Road.

e Interstate 8 Alternative installed underground in Alpine Boulevard from the end of the Star
Valley Option Revision to where it joins the Chocolate Canyon Option Revision.

e Chocolate Canyon Option Revision.

e |Interstate 8 Alternative from the end of the Chocolate Canyon Option Revision to where it
joins the Proposed Action/Project route at MP 130, incorporating the following SDG&E
reroutes:

e High Meadows Reroute; and

e Highway 67 Hansen Quarry Reroute.
e Proposed Action/Project from MP 130 to the Sycamore Canyon Substation.
e Coastal Link System Upgrades Alternative Revision, which includes:

e Reconductoring of the existing Sycamore Canyon-Pomerado double-circuit 69 kV on
existing structures;

e |Installation of a third 230/69 kV transformer at the existing Sycamore Canyon
Substation;

e Installation of a new 230/138 kV transformer at the existing Encina Substation; and

e Reconductoring of the Sycamore Canyon-Scripps 69 kV transmission line (added as part
of the Coastal Link System Upgrades Alternative Revision).

e Reconductoring of the existing Sycamore-Elliott 69 kV transmission line (also part of the
Proposed Action/Project).

One right-of-way grant will be issued for a term of 50 years with a right of renewal so long as the
lands are being used for the purposes specified in the grant. Additionally, a second right-of-way
will be issued for a term of two years with a right of renewal for temporary use. SDG&E may,
upon concurrence of the BLM, assign the right-of-way grants to another party. Construction of
the project may be phased; however, the BLM typically requires the initiation of project
construction within 18 months of the issuance of a right-of-way grant. In addition, initiation of
construction will be conditioned upon final BLM approval of the construction plans. This
approval will take the form of an official Notice to Proceed for each phase of construction.



DECISION TO AMEND THE EASTERN SAN DIEGO COUNTY
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN

After considering the full agency and public record for the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission
Project and the associated amendment to the Eastern San Diego County RMP, | have determined
that the plan amendment is warranted and in the public interest. The plan amendment is
necessary for the issuance of two right-of-way grants (one for temporary use) to SDG&E.

In accordance with section 202 of the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43
U.S.C. 1712), the implementing regulations (43 CFR subparts 1601 and 1610), section 102(c) of
the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), and the implementing
regulations of the Council on Environmental Quality and the Department of the Interior (40 CFR
parts 1500-1508; 43 CFR. part 46), | approve the following:

An amendment to the Eastern San Diego County Resource Management Plan for an
exception to the energy production and utility corridors element of the Plan, thereby
allowing the issuance of two right-of-way grants (one for temporary use) to SDG&E
for construction, operation, maintenance, and termination of the transmission line,
ancillary facilities, and access roads on federal lands administered by the Bureau of
Land Management. The approved alignment is the Final Environmentally Superior
Southern Route Alternative which is shown on Figure 1 as the BCD Alternative and
BCD South Option Revisions with implementation of Mitigation Measure WR-2a
(Develop a reroute for the BCD Alternative Revision to reduce effects on
recreation).

Approved by:
; Z %ML_.
January 20, 2009
Mike Pool, State Director Date

Bureau of Land Management
California State Office




DECISION TO ISSUE TWO RIGHT-OF-WAY GRANTS
FOR THE SUNRISE POWERLINK PROJECT

After considering the full agency and public record for the application for a right-of-way to
construct, operate and maintain the Sunrise Project, | have determined that BLM shall proceed
with implementation of the Sunrise Powerlink Project subject to the terms and conditions
contained in this Record of Decision and attached hereto. Although BLM will not physically
build and operate the Sunrise Powerlink Project, it will continue to have responsibility for
overseeing its implementation on public lands and protecting public resources. BLM will
continue working closely with SDG&E and other federal and state agencies involved in the
Sunrise Powerlink Project, and the Counties of San Diego and Imperial, California, to ensure
protection of the public interest.

In accordance with section 202 of the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43
U.S.C. 1712), the regulations implementing the Act's land use planning provisions (43 CFR
subparts 1601 and 1610), section 102(c) of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) and the regulations of the Council on Environmental Quality and the
Department of the Interior implementing NEPA (40 CFR parts 1500-1508, 43 CFR part 43), |
approve the following:

a right-of-way grant and temporary use permit will be offered to SDG&E for
construction, operation, maintenance, and termination of the transmission line,
ancillary facilities, and access roads of the Sunrise Powerlink Project across public
lands administered by the BLM.

The 50-year right-of-way grant is for a 200-foot wide right-of-way for a 500 kV single-circuit
transmission line, a 300-foot wide right-of-way for a 230 kV double-circuit transmission line,
and ancillary facilities, including helicopter pads and access roads. A portion of the centerline of
the 500 kV transmission line will be 400 feet north of the centerline of the existing San Diego
Gas & Electric (SDG&E) "Southwest Powerlink™ 500 kV transmission line (CA-5865, 1982).
This right-of-way, subject to terms and conditions contained in the right-of-way grant and Plan
of Development, will terminate in 50 years unless, prior to that time, it is relinquished,
abandoned, terminated, or modified pursuant to the terms and conditions of the grant or of any
applicable federal law or regulation. The grant is subject to renewal. If renewed, the right-of-way
grants shall be subject to the regulations existing at the time of renewal and any other terms and
conditions that the federal authorized officer deems necessary to protect the public interest.

The two-year right-of-way grant authorizes use of approximately 214.77 acres in addition to the
transmission line right-of-way, and also authorizes use of other temporary use areas, such as
temporary construction access roads, pull sites, fly yards and extra work areas. All temporary
work areas shall be reclaimed to the satisfaction of the Authorized Office within 120 days after
the completion of construction of the transmission line. This temporary use permit will terminate
on December 31, 2012, unless prior thereto, it is relinquished, abandoned, terminated, or
modified pursuant to the terms and conditions of this instrument or of any applicable federal law
or regulation. This grant is also subject to renewal, under the same terms set out above.



The approved route, ancillary facilities, and temporary work areas are described in detail in the
Final EIR/EIS, and depicted on the Facility Alignment Sheets (Appendix K) in the Plan of
Development. All adopted mitigation measures listed in Appendix A of this Record of Decision
shall be incorporated into the right-of-way grant as terms and conditions. SDG&E shall comply
with:

e all terms and conditions set forth in the right-of-way grants;

e the Biological Opinion issued by the FWS, and

e the Programmatic Agreement regarding the management of cultural resources.

Within 30 days after the date of publication in the Federal Register of this decision, an adversely
affected party has the right of appeal to the Interior Board of Land Appeals, Office of the
Secretary, in accordance with the regulations at Title 43 Code of Federal Regulations, Part 4.411.

Approved by:
; Z ;W’Q,_
January 20, 2009
Mike Pool, State Director Date

Bureau of Land Management
California State Office




Il. AUTHORITY

FLPMA establishes policies and procedures for management of public lands. In section
102(a)(8), Congress declared that it is the policy of the United States that:

the public lands be managed in a manner that will protect the quality of scientific,
scenic, historical, ecological, environmental, air and atmospheric, water
resource, and archeological values; that, where appropriate, will preserve and
protect certain public lands in their natural condition; that will provide food and
habitat for fish and wildlife and domestic animals; and that will provide for
outdoor recreation and human occupancy and use (43 U.S.C.1701(a)(8)).

Section 202 of the FLPMA and the regulations implementing the Act's land use planning
provisions (43 CFR subparts 1601 and 1610) provide a process and direction to guide the
development, amendment, and revision of land use plans for the use of the public lands.

Section 102(c) of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) and
the Council on Environmental Quality’s and Department of the Interior’s implementing
regulations (40 CFR parts 1500-1508, 43 CFR part 46) provide for the integration of NEPA into
agency planning to insure appropriate consideration of NEPA’s policies and to eliminate delay.

I11. REQUIRED ACTIONS

The following federal statutes require that specific actions be completed prior to issuance of a
ROD and project approval:

Endangered Species Act of 1973. Under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, a federal
agency that authorizes, funds, or carries out a project that “may affect” a listed species or its
critical habitat must consult with U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS). The BLM prepared a
Biological Assessment for the FWS in accordance with Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). FWS has issued a Biological Opinion determining
that the project is not likely to jeopardize the species or result in adverse modification of critical
habitat and has established mitigation measures to reduce any anticipated impacts.

National Historic Preservation Act. The basis for determining significance of cultural
resources is driven by the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), 16 U.S.C. § 470 et seq. In
particular, 16 U.S.C. § 470f (Section 106) requires federal agencies to take into account impacts
upon resources listed or eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).

The Section 106 process has been completed for the selected route. Section 106 compliance is in
accordance with the Programmatic Agreement (pursuant to 36 CFR 800.14(b)) executed by the
BLM and the California State Historical Preservation Officer (SHPO) in December 2008. The
Forest Service, MCAS Miramar, US Army Corps of Engineers, California Public Utilities
Commission, San Diego Gas & Electric Company, and potentially affected Native American
tribes are invited signatories and/or concurring parties.



Clean Air Act, as Amended in 1990 (42 USC Section 7606(c), Title 40 CFR Section 51,
Subpart W - Determining Conformity of General Federal Actions to State or Federal
Implementation Plans and Title 40 CFR Section 93, Subpart B - Determining Conformity of
General Federal Actions to State or Federal Implementation Plans). The Sunrise Powerlink
Transmission Project is expected to meet the requirements of the Clean Air Act. Section 176(c)
of the Clean Air Act prohibits federal agencies from, among other things, issuing licenses or
permits or approving any activity which does not conform to an approved State Implementation
Plan. Both the San Diego and Salton Sea Air Basins are designated as non-attainment for ozone
and the Salton Sea Air Basin is also designated as serious non-attainment for PMj,. Federal
conformity regulations presume conformity with state plans where Project emissions are below
applicable thresholds (the “de minimis thresholds”), and where no “regionally significant”
emissions would occur. The applicable de minimis thresholds are 100 tons/year (NOy), 100
tons/year (VOC) and 70 tons/year (PMyo). A regionally significant action would occur only
where the direct and indirect emission of any pollutant represents 10 percent or more of a non-
attainment area’s emissions inventory for that pollutant.

Additionally, where, as here, the Federal action is a permit, license, or other approval for some
aspect of a nonfederal undertaking, the relevant activity for conformity purposes is the part,
portion, or phase of the nonfederal undertaking that requires the Federal permit, license, or
approval. BLM does not have any practical control over emissions resulting from activities on
non-BLM administered lands. As a result, this conformity evaluation is limited to direct and
indirect emissions associated with construction activity on BLM-administered lands.
Construction of the Sunrise Project is estimated to take approximately two years and is scheduled
to begin in June 2010.

Construction emissions that may be associated with the future 500 kV expansion, Stirling Solar
Project and the Esmeralda-San Felipe Geothermal Project on public lands, are either not
currently identified or quantifiable due to the status and phasing of these potential projects and/or
are not expected to overlap with construction for the preferred Environmentally Superior
Southern Route. Additionally, these projects would be subject to additional environmental
review under NEPA and the Clean Air Act, prior to any potential approvals.

As discussed in the Final EIR/EIS, construction of the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project
would be a source of dust and other particulate matter. Over the course of construction, it is
estimated that traffic and other activities related to construction along the Final Environmentally
Superior Southern Route Alternative (the Selected Alternative) would result in the direct and
indirect emission of 152.38 tons per year of PMyo on federal lands in the Salton Sea Air Basin
non-attainment area in Imperial County that would be localized mainly at the construction site.
See FEIS at Appendix 10. All of these emissions would be caused by construction activity on
BLM-administered public lands, and exceed the PM;o de minimis threshold by 83 tons per year.

Construction of the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project would similarly be a source of NOy
and VOC emissions, which are precursors to ozone formation. More specifically, in the San
Diego and Salton Sea Air Basins, it is estimated that construction activity along the Selected
Alternative Route would result in the direct and indirect emission of 167.25 tons per year of NOy
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on BLM administered lands. See FEIS at Appendix 10. These emissions exceed the NOy de
minimis threshold by 67.25 tons per year.

BLM is requiring as a condition of this decision compliance with the attached mitigation
measures to reduce air emissions. Additionally, EPA guidance permits Federal agencies to take
measures to reduce emissions from the proposed action to fall below de minimis levels. Here,
SDG&E, the Imperial County Air Pollution Control District, and the San Diego Air Pollution
Control District have committed to identify appropriate emission reduction measures to be
incorporated into the Project to bring the total direct and indirect emissions caused by the Project
below the applicable General Conformity rule de minimis emission thresholds. The level of
emissions reductions necessary to satisfy federal de minimis requirements are set forth above,
and are required to be completed prior to the initiation of Project construction on BLM lands.
Additionally, the levels of emissions associated with construction of the Sunrise Powerlink
Transmission Project are not considered a regionally significant action. As a result, emissions
from the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project will be below General Conformity thresholds,
and no formal conformity determination is required.

Clean Water Act. The Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project is expected to meet the
requirements of the Clean Water Act (CWA). The CWA requires states to set standards to
protect, maintain, and restore water quality through the regulation of point source and certain
non-point source discharges to surface water. Point source discharges are regulated by the
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit process, outlined in CWA
Section 402. NPDES permitting authority is delegated to, and administered by, California’s nine
Regional Water Quality Control Boards. California’s State Water Resources Control Board
regulates the NPDES storm water program. In addition, Section 404 of the CWA authorizes the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE) to regulate the discharge of dredged or fill materials into
navigable waters of the U.S., including certain wetlands and other waters of the United States.
The ACOE issues individual site-specific or general (nationwide) permits for such discharges.

As discussed in the Final EIR/EIS, construction of the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project
may result in discharges to surface water and may require the construction of new access roads
through streambeds that would require filling for access purposes. These and other potential
impacts will require SDG&E to obtain approvals from the ACOE and the applicable Regional
Water Quality Control Boards and the State Water Resources Control Board under the CWA,
including certification (or a waiver) from the State that the proposed discharge complies with
water quality standards. To ensure that no discharge to navigable waters will occur, this ROD
and the BLM’s right-of-way grants provide that no Notice(s) to Proceed may be issued to
SDG&E for the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project until necessary authorization(s) under
the CWA are obtained.

1IV. MANAGEMENT CONSIDERATIONS AND DECISION RATIONALE
This decision approves two right-of-way grants for the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project
as the Final Environmentally Superior Southern Route Alternative (Selected Alternative) as

analyzed in the Final EIR/EIS. BLM'’s decision to authorize these activities is based on the
following rationale:
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Under the Energy Policy Act of 2005, federal agencies are directed to encourage the
development of renewable energy. By entering into a Memorandum of Understanding
(MOU) in November 2008 with California Department of Fish and Game, California
Energy Commission, and FWS, BLM has committed to work with state agencies to
achieve California's Renewable Portfolio Standards (RPS) energy goals and greenhouse
gas emission reduction standards in a manner that is both timely and in compliance with
federal and state environmental laws. The purpose of the MOU is to assist with the
implementation of applicable state and federal laws, regulations, and policies. The
purpose is also to facilitate coordination between the agencies to develop guidelines and
a comprehensive conservation strategy that would help reduce timelines for siting,
development, permitting and construction of qualifying RPS projects in the Mojave and
Colorado Desert regions while enhancing and maximizing environmental protections.

The Selected Alternative is the environmentally preferred transmission alternative that
would both increase take-away capacity and provide direct access to new renewable
generation in the Imperial Valley region. The Selected Alternative would assist in the
development of solar and other qualified RPS energy development.

The construction, operation, and maintenance activities associated with the Selected
Alternative, either singularly or with mitigation, are in conformance with the following
land use factors:

i. BLM policy and guidance for issuing rights-of-way including BLM Manual 2801.11;
ii. California Desert Conservation Area Plan of 1980, as amended (CDCA Plan);
iii. BLM Eastern San Diego County Resource Management Plan, as amended,;

Construction of the Selected Alternative is consistent with BLM Visual Resource
Management (VRM) guidelines described in the BLM Eastern San Diego County
Resource Management Plan.? Other alternatives analyzed in the FEIS (including the
Proposed Action/Project) conflict with the BLM VRM guidelines.

The Selected Alternative meets all project objectives, is technically, legally and
regulatorily feasible, and avoids incompatible Land Use Zones within Cleveland
National Forest. Additionally, the BLM and CPUC consulted extensively with Forest
Service and SDG&E to identify route modifications within the Cleveland National

2 Section E.2.3.2 of the Final EIR/EIS and Section 3.3.2 of the RDEIR/SDEIS conclude that the Selected
Alternative along the BCD Alternative Revision would be inconsistent with the BLM VRM guidelines.
However, this conclusion was based on the Draft BLM Eastern San Diego County Resource Management
Plan. The final Eastern San Diego County RMP ROD, which changed the VRM classifications from
Class Il to Class IV, was signed on October 10, 2008 and appeared in the November 12, 2008 Federal
Register (73 Fed. Reg. 66918-66919) after the Final EIR/EIS for the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission
Project was completed. This Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project ROD reflects the new VRM
classifications, and therefore, the Selected Alternative is consistent with VRM guidelines.
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Forest that would minimize impacts to Forest Service resources and avoid land use
zones that do not allow transmission lines or new access roads. The Selected
Alternative has been found to be the environmentally preferable transmission route
between Imperial Substation and the San Diego load center.

4. The location of the Selected Alternative in close proximity to other proposed and
existing electrical transmission lines within existing utility corridors for the majority of
the route allows the BLM to most effectively manage existing and future utility usage
within the corridor and to minimize conflicts with other existing and proposed utility
facilities. The Modified Route D Alternative, which is included as a segment of the
Selected Alternative, has also been identified as a 368 corridor by the Department of
Energy’s Final West-wide Corridor Programmatic EIS.* In addition, placement of the
Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project within or parallel to existing utility and
transportation corridors minimizes surface disturbances by allowing for sharing of
access and spur roads between facilities. Although several of the other alternatives
analyzed in the Final EIR/EIS and the Proposed Action/Project would generally follow
existing utility corridors, many would create new transmission corridors where they
diverge from the existing lines.

5. The Selected Alternative does not cross ABDSP and does not impact state-designated
Wilderness.
6. The shorter length and reduced ground disturbance of the Final Environmentally

Superior Southern Alternative as described in Section | above, which is also the Selected
Alternative (approximately 118 miles, as compared to approximately 141 miles for the
Northern Environmentally Superior Alternative route), results in reduced impacts in the
areas of biological resources, geology, mineral resources, and soils, air quality, public
health and safety, transportation and traffic, and socioeconomics, public services and
utilities.

7. The Final EIR/EIS analyzed two non-wires alternatives, the New In-Area All-Source
Generation Alternative and the New In-Area Renewable Generation Alternative. These
alternatives were found to be environmentally superior to all of the transmission
alternatives evaluated in the Final EIR/EIS because the impacts of both non-wires
alternatives would be confined to specific areas and, in the case of the New In-Area All-
Source Generation Alternative, would create impacts in more developed areas. Neither
alternative was selected, however, by the CPUC or the BLM because neither meets all of
the project objectives. Specifically, neither alternative was found to meet the second
project objective specified above, to reduce congestion and power supply costs of
delivering electricity to ratepayers. Additionally, both alternatives would create
significant impacts as a result of extensive ground disturbance and habitat loss and cause
significant impacts to visual, recreation, and water resources, and for the reasons
discussed in this decision. Due to its location in the Borrego Valley, the solar thermal

® Energy Policy Act of 2005, Section 368, required designation of federal energy corridors. This
alternative includes a corridor identified in West-wide Energy Corridor Final Programmatic EIS,
published by the Department of Energy in the Federal Register on November 28, 2008, page 72521.
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10.

component of the New In-Area Renewable Generation Alternative would be highly
visible from surrounding Anza-Borrego Wilderness areas, and the solar thermal
component would require transmission line upgrades though the ABDSP.

The Final EIR/EIS found that the LEAPS Transmission-Only Alternative is the third
most environmentally superior alternative and the overall environmentally superior
transmission line route alternative because of its shorter length and reduced
environmental impacts when compared to the other transmission route alternatives. The
LEAPS Transmission-Only Alternative would still have significant and unavoidable
adverse temporary impacts associated with construction as well as major permanent
impacts to biological and visual resources. This alternative was not selected, however,
because it was found not to meet all of the project objectives and for the reasons
discussed in this decision. Specifically, the LEAPS Transmission-Only Alternative will
not facilitate the development of renewable energy. Similarly, although the No Action
Alternative would likely have fewer environmental impacts (depending upon the energy
options that would be required to replace the Sunrise Powerlink, it too would not meet
all Project Objectives.

The major resource issues identified through BLM interdisciplinary review have been
addressed in the analysis and considered in the decision. Based on the analysis in the
Final EIR/EIS, many of the impacts of the activities to be authorized will be mitigated to
less than significant. In addition, many impacts have been avoided or minimized to the
degree feasible. Although significant and unmitigable impacts were identified in Section
E of the Final EIR/EIS for biological resources, visual resources, wilderness and
recreation, agricultural resources, cultural resources, noise, air quality, and fire and fuels
management, all of the other major alternatives considered would also have significant
and unmitigable impacts. Based on the rationale listed above along with an extensive
alternatives comparison in Section H of the Final EIR/EIS, a determination has been
made that the Selected Alternative is the BLM preferred alternative between Imperial
Valley Substation and San Diego.

A one-time amendment to the Eastern San Diego County RMP is warranted. The record
indicates that it is unlikely that SDG&E will be able to secure easements for the
Interstate 8 Alternative between McCain Valley Road and the eastern end of the
Modified Route D Alternative across Tribal land. Therefore, the BCD Alternative and
BCD South Option Revisions and an amendment to the Eastern San Diego County Plan
are approved in this ROD. The Interstate 8 Alternative west of McCain Valley Road is
shorter in length, located in a less remote area, and would result in fewer significant,
unmitigable impacts to biological resources, recreation, and visual resources than would
the BCD/BCD South Option Revisions. However, because SDG&E likely will not be
able to secure easements for the Interstate 8 Alternative between McCain Valley Road
and the eastern end of the Modified Route D Alternative across Tribal land, BLM
approves an amendment to the Eastern San Diego County RMP to provide a one-time
exception to the plan requirement that new gas, electric, and water transmission facilities
and cables for interstate communication be allowed only within designated corridors.
The plan amendment applies to the public lands along the BCD/BCD South Option
Reroute portion of the Environmentally Superior Southern (SWPL) Route Alternative.
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V. ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

The following alternatives were considered in the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project Final
EIR/EIS, published in the Federal Register on October 17, 2008. The alternatives are described
in detail in the Final EIR/EIS and are briefly summarized below.

The Proposed Action/Project includes an approximately 150-mile transmission line (676 new
towers) from Imperial County to coastal San Diego County. The proposed 500 kV line would
pass through ABDSP, and a 230 kV line would continue through rural San Diego County
(communities of San Felipe, Santa Ysabel, Ramona) with both overhead and underground
segments. It would also include a new substation in central San Diego County and upgrades at
four existing substations.

In total, the alternatives screening process culminated in the identification and preliminary
screening of over 100 potential alternatives or combinations of alternatives. These alternatives
ranged from minor routing adjustments to SDG&E’s Proposed Action/Project route, to entirely
different transmission line routes, to alternate system voltages, and system designs. Renewable
resource technologies, distributed generation, and demand-side management were also
considered. The alternatives that were eliminated did not meet project objectives, did not meet
legal, regulatory, and technical feasibility criteria, and/or did not avoid or reduce environmental
effects of the Proposed Action/Project.

The Proposed Action/Project and variations on the proposed route have become known
throughout the course of this proceeding as the “Northern Route Alternatives,” and they are
sometimes referred to interchangeably as the “Northern Routes.” These Northern Route
Alternatives all pass through ABDSP. The Southwest Powerlink Alternative routes and
variations on the Southwest Powerlink Alternative routes have become known as the “Southern
Route Alternatives,” and they are sometimes referred to interchangeably as the “Southern
Routes.” These Southern Route Alternatives all parallel the existing 500 kV Southwest
Powerlink transmission line for a portion of their eastern segments. The terms Northern Route
and Southern Route are used to identify the two primary transmission “spines” that could bring
power from the Imperial Valley to San Diego — either north through ABDSP, or south, avoiding
ABDSP.

Northern Transmission Line Route Alternatives

The FTHL Eastern Alternative was developed by the EIR/EIS team as a way to avoid almost two
miles within the Flat-Tailed Horned Lizard (FTHL) Management Area in Imperial County
between MP 3 and MP 8.8.

The SDG&E West of Dunaway Alternative would diverge from the Proposed Action/Project at
MP 4 and would follow the existing SWPL #1 approximately 1.7 miles farther west-northwest
than the Proposed Action/Project. The alternative would rejoin the proposed route at MP 7.9.
Although the route would be 2.2 miles longer, it would avoid a major planned land development
project that the proposed route would bisect.
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The SDG&E West Main Canal-Huff Road Modification Alternative would diverge from the
Proposed Action/Project at MP 11 and follow the 11D Westside Main Canal to the east-northeast,
and then turn north on Huff Road. The lengths of this alternative and the proposed route would
be essentially the same; however, this route would avoid direct effects to the Bullfrog Farms and
also to the Raceway development.

The Partial Underground 230 kV ABDSP SR78 to S2 Alternative would include installation of a
double-circuit bundled 230 kV line (as opposed to 500 kV with the Proposed Action/Project) that
would be installed underground and overhead in and along SR78 through ABDSP (including the
segment of SR78 in which SDG&E proposed to underground the existing 92 and 69 kV lines as
part of the Proposed Action/Project) and in and along Highway S2. The proposed Central East
Substation would not be constructed with this alternative. Instead, a new 500 kV/230 kV
substation would be constructed adjacent to the existing 11D San Felipe Substation to
accommodate the new transmission line. An all-underground option is also considered in the
Final EIR/EIS, in which the two overhead segments of this alternative would remain
underground within Highways SR78 and S2. These segments would cross and parallel the
Earthquake Valley Fault.

The Overhead 500 kV ABDSP within Existing Right-of-Way Alternative would minimize impacts
on Pinyon Ridge Wilderness Area by staying within a 100 foot-wide corridor along the existing
right-of-way through the ABDSP, and not requiring the additional 50 foot-wide expansion
needed by the Proposed Action/Project. The alternative would follow the same route as the
Proposed Action/Project, except in the Grapevine Canyon area where the alternative would
remain within the existing SDG&E 69 kV right-of-way/easement and towers would not be
located on State-designated Wilderness through the ABDSP.

The East of Tamarisk Grove Campground Option would follow the 150 foot-wide right-of-way
outlined in the Proposed Action/Project, and not the existing right-of-way through the ABDSP,
between the eastern Park boundary (MP 60.9) and the west side of Tamarisk Grove Campground
(MP 74.8) near the SR78/Highway S3 intersection. In comparison to the Overhead 500 kV
ABDSP within Existing Right-of-Way Alternative, this option would move the new 500 kV
transmission line farther from SR78 and Tamarisk Grove Campground, reducing highway
encroachment and tree trimming around the campground. Use of the option would require
discretionary action/approval from California State Park that may not be otherwise required
under the Overhead 500 kV ABDSP within Existing Right-of-Way Alternative.

In comments on the Draft EIR/EIS, SDG&E requested that the following reroutes be considered:

e Under the Overhead 500 kV ABDSP Within Existing Right-of-Way Alternative Revision all
project activities would remain within the existing transmission corridor through ABDSP.
This design revision would relocate access roads, pull sites, etc. and would thereby locate the
500 kV transmission line entirely within a 100-foot corridor and out of state-designated
Wilderness through ABDSP.

e Around Narrows Substation Revision. Instead of crossing over the existing Narrow
Substation (MP 69.7) to its south side, the reroute would remain within SDG&E’s easement
and the 500 kV line would be rerouted to the north side of the substation.
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The Santa Ysabel Existing Right-of-Way Alternative would follow an existing 69 kV
transmission line right-of-way east of SR79 and along the toe slope for the southern portion of
the alternative. This alternative would begin at MP 100 and would travel south for approximately
4.7 miles on the west side of SR79, following the west side (farther from SR79) of an existing
SDG&E 69 kV transmission line. Where the southern border of the Santa Ysabel Reservation no
longer parallels the east side of SR78 and the valley begins to open up, the alternative route and
the existing 69 kV transmission line would cross to the east side of SR79 (approximately 1,800
feet south of School House Canyon Road). The route would continue south rejoining the
Proposed Action/Project at approximately MP 109.5.

The Santa Ysabel All Underground Alternative would include undergrounding the 230 kV
transmission line within SR79 through Santa Ysabel. A portion of the Santa Ysabel All
Underground Alternative under SR79 would be located partially on Santa Ysabel Tribal lands.
The 8.9 mile alternative route would diverge from the Proposed Action/Project at MP 100 and
would follow the existing 69 KV right-of-way overhead for approximately 1,100 feet south until
the line would be west of the Alquist-Priolo Fault Zone. The line would transition underground
and would travel south in dirt roads and hay fields on private ranch lands generally parallel to
SR79 until it would intersect SR79. South of Mesa Grande Road, this alternative would be the
same as the Santa Ysabel Partial Underground Alternative (see below). The route would travel
underground in SR79 and then in access roads for the existing Santa Ysabel-Creelman 69 kV
transmission line. Where the existing 69 kV line turns southwest, this alternative would turn
west-southwest and would follow an existing dirt road to rejoin the Proposed Action/Project at
approximately MP 109.4 where it would transition overhead.

The Santa Ysabel Partial Underground Alternative would begin at MP 105.5, would transition
underground at the southern side of Mesa Grande Road, and would travel underground to the
Mesa Grande Road/SR79 intersection. Once this alternative turns south in SR79, it would be the
same as the Santa Ysabel All Underground Alternative described above.

In comments on the Draft EIR/EIS, SDG&E requested that the following reroute be considered:

e The SDG&E Santa Ysabel Partial Underground Alternative Revision would reduce potential
impacts to cultural resources, including human remains buried at the cemetery at the Santa
Ysabel Mission, and would also minimize impacts to properties and traffic in SR79. The
underground reroute would diverge from the original Santa Ysabel Partial Underground
Alternative approximately 2,200 feet east of where it would originally reach SR79. The
reroute would turn south in ranching roads cutting across grazing lands for approximately
one mile. At this point, the reroute would turn east along a parcel boundary and would rejoin
the original alternative in SR79, near MP SYPU-2. Approximately one mile south of this
point the next segment of the reroute would diverge from the original alternative just north of
the town of Santa Ysabel passing the west side of the town and rejoining the original
alternative along a private ranching road at a parcel boundary.

The SDG&E Mesa Grande Alternative would reduce visibility of the overhead line west of Mesa

Grande Road. The route would diverge from the proposed route at MP 101.5 and would travel
southeast for approximately 0.7 miles. At MP 102.2 it would turn southwest along the lower
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portion of the northwesterly facing slope of a small valley running from the northeast to the
southwest to cut the angle and rejoin the Proposed Action/Project at MP 103.5, on the southerly
side of Mesa Grande Road.

The CNF Existing 69 kV Route Alternative would avoid scattered single-family residences on
SR78 and Deer Canyon Drive in unincorporated San Diego County. At MP 111.5 where the
proposed 230 kV and existing 69 kV transmission lines would be routed west for 0.5 miles and
then south for approximately 0.5 miles to avoid Cleveland National Forest (CNF), the CNF
Existing 69 kV Route Alternative would remain in the existing 69 kV right-of-way heading
southwest through Cleveland National Forest for approximately 0.5 miles to rejoin the Proposed
Action/Project at MP 112.5.

The Oak Hollow Road Underground Alternative would be constructed as an underground facility
following a portion of Oak Hollow Road. The purpose of this alternative would be to extend the
proposed underground segment of the 230 kV line further east so it would be underground
through the residential valley area. This alternative would transition underground at
approximately MP 116.7 within Mt. Gower Open Space Preserve and would rejoin the
underground segment of the proposed route at MP 117.3 along Gunn Stage Road.

The San Vicente Transition Alternative would move the transition structure from its proposed
location along San Vicente Road (MP 121.9) approximately 0.3 miles west to MP 122.2.

The Chuck Wagon Road Alternative would follow existing roads and transmission rights-of-way.
The underground transmission line would diverge from the underground proposed route at MP
121.7 (approximately 0.2 miles east of the proposed transition point) and would turn south in
Chuck Wagon Road. The alternative route would continue underground south in Chuck Wagon
Road for approximately 1.6 miles. The route would transition to overhead and would turn west
for 1.2 miles to rejoin the Proposed Action/Project at MP 125.6.

The majority of the Pomerado Road to Miramar Area North Alternative is underground with the
exception of the east and west ends where the line is overhead within existing right-of-way. This
alternative would exit the Sycamore Substation at MCAS Miramar overhead westerly within an
existing right-of-way toward Pomerado Road. The line would cross Pomerado Road just north of
Legacy Road and would transition underground just east of the roadway. The underground
portion of the route would be located within existing roadways through generally commercial
and industrial land use areas. The line would transition to overhead and would be located within
the existing 230 KV right-of-way heading northward into the Pefiasquitos Substation.

The Los Pefiasquitos Canyon Preserve and Mercy Road Alternative would vary from the
Proposed Action/Project east of the Chicarita Substation. The entire alternative would be
underground except the eastern and western ends where the line transitions to overhead
structures. Under this alternative, the transmission line would bypass the Chicarita Substation
and would come from the Sycamore Substation and connect to an existing right-of-way along
Scripps-Poway Parkway in the vicinity of lvy Hill Drive. From here the line would transition to
underground to its terminus at Black Mountain Road. At Black Mountain Road the line would
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remain underground heading north then west at Park Village Drive where the line would rejoin
the Proposed Action/Project.

The Black Mountain to Park Village Road Underground Alternative would deviate from the
Proposed Action/Project alignment where the line approaches Black Mountain Road. Under this
alternative, the line would remain underground but would be located underneath Black Mountain
Road and would turn west onto Park Village Drive, following the Proposed Action/Project
alignment into the Pefiasquitos Substa-tion via the Los Pefiasquitos Canyon Preserve.

The Coastal Link System Upgrade Alternative is a transmission system modification that would
require the following:

e Reconductoring of the existing Sycamore Canyon—Pomerado 69 kV circuit on existing
structures;

e Reconductoring of the existing Pomerado-Poway 69 KV circuit on existing structures;

e Reconductoring of the existing Sycamore Canyon-Elliott 69 kV transmission line (also part
of the Proposed Action/Project);

e Installation of a third 230/69 kV transformer at the existing Sycamore Canyon Substation
(expansion of the Sycamore Canyon Substation would occur within the existing easement of
the substation); and

e Installation of a new 230/138 kV transformer at the existing Encina Substation or upgrading
(reconductoring the existing Sycamore Canyon—Chicarita 138 kV circuit using 34 existing
wood frame structures).

It would eliminate all associated impacts of the Coastal Link of the Proposed Action/Project
between Sycamore Canyon and Pefiasquitos Substation.

In comments on the Draft EIR/EIS, SDG&E requested that the following reroute be considered:

e The Coastal Link System Upgrade Alternative Revision would include one additional
transmission upgrade to the Coastal Link System Upgrades Alternative analyzed in the Draft
EIR/EIS, the upgrade of the Sycamore-Scripps 69 kV line.

Substation Alternatives to Central East Substation

The Top of the World Substation Alternative would be located approximately one mile west of
the proposed Central East Substation. The transmission line routes into the substation would
follow the Proposed Action/Project route to the point where the line to the proposed Central East
Substation site is proposed to jog southeast (at approximately MP 92.7). At this point the
alternative 500 kV route would turn west for 1.1 miles to enter the alternative site. Exiting the
substation, the line would travel southwest for 400 feet and then west and north-northwest to
rejoin the Proposed Action/Project around MP 95.

In comments on the Draft EIR/EIS, SDG&E requested that the following reroute be considered:
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e Top of the World Substation Alternative Revision. The principal revisions are that the reroute
would shorten a bend in the 500 kV ingress transmission line east of the Top of the World
Substation Alternative, and the 230 kV egress line would parallel the ingress line, rather than
heading northwest from the substation.

Southern Transmission Line Route Alternatives

All of the southern transmission alternatives would avoid ABDSP, which is the major reason that
they were considered. All transmission line routes that would follow a portion of the existing
Southwest Powerlink would pass through the Cleveland National Forest (CNF), which require an
amendment of the recently approved Forest Plan. The Interstate 8 (I-8) Alternative and
associated options would also parallel a portion of the I-8 freeway, which runs on an east-west
path across the southern Imperial and San Diego Counties.

In addition, there are three alternative route segments for the 1-8 Alternative that are listed here
and addressed in greater detail below:

e BCD Alternative: Replacement of MP 18-39.5 to MP 18-58 of the 1-8 Alternative.

e Route D Alternative: Replacement of the Interstate 8 Substation and 230 kV segment with a
continuation of the 500 kV segment that would turn north at MP 18-70 and pass through the
Boulder Creek area of the Cleveland National Forest, joining the Proposed Action/Project
route at MP 114 at the Central South Substation Alternative.

e Modified Route D Alternative: Replacement of the Interstate 8 route from about MP 18-47 to
MP 70 and of the Interstate 8 Alternative Substation. It would require a new 500/230 kV
substation south of the 1-8 freeway.

In addition, five short options are included in this description of the Interstate 8 Alternative: the
Campo North Option, the Buckman Springs Underground Option, the West Buckman Springs
Option, the South Buckman Springs Option, and the Chocolate Canyon Option. These options
are described after the description of the main route below.

The route of the 1-8 Alternative would be located adjacent to the existing 500 kV Southwest
Powerlink, separated by an average of 400 feet, for the first 35.7 miles. This segment generally
parallels 1-8. The route would begin at the Imperial Valley Substation, paralleling the Southwest
Powerlink to a point about six miles west of the San Diego/Imperial County line. At that point,
the Sunrise Powerlink’s 500 kV line would turn northwest, passing less than one mile southeast
of the southwest corner of ABDSP and crossing 1-8 freeway just west of the BLM Carrizo Gorge
Wilderness Area and one mile east of the community of Boulevard. After approaching I-8 from
the southeast, the 1-8 Alternative route would cross to the north side of 1-8 about a mile east of
Boulevard, then turn west following the freeway. The route would cross the freeway several
times in order to avoid residential areas and a major wind farm, and would enter the Interstate 8
Alternative Substation at MP 18-65. The line would exit the substation to the west at 230 kV. At
the eastern end of Alpine Boulevard, the route would transition to underground and travel in
Alpine Boulevard, before transitioning back to overhead and eventually rejoining the Proposed
Action/Project at its MP 131. A portion of the I-8 Alternative would cross both the Campo and
the La Posta Indian Reservations.
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In comments on the Draft EIR/EIS, SDG&E requested the following mitigation reroutes be
considered:

e The SWPL Archaeological Site (Plaster City) Reroute is a 3.3-mile segment of the I-8
Alternative (about 11 miles west of the Imperial Valley Substation) that would diverge from
the existing Southwest Powerlink to the north in order to avoid passing through an
archaeological site.

e The Jacumba SWPL Breakaway Point Reroute would eliminate the need for one large angle
structure by spanning directly between two smaller angle structures without impacting
additional parcels. Specifically, at MP 35.2 the reroute would diverge from the 1-8
Alternative and head northwest for 1,700 feet.

e The High Meadows Reroute would minimize land use and visual impacts to the High
Meadows Ranch Subdivision. The reroute would diverge south from the Interstate 8
Alternative at MP 18-87.1 and would parallel the Interstate 8 Alternative to its south and then
west and would rejoin the Interstate 8 Alternative at MP 18-89.3.

e The Highway 67 Hansen Quarry Reroute would minimize impacts to aggregate mineral
resources at an operational quarry along the Interstate 8 Alternative. The Highway 67 Hansen
Quarry Reroute would continue from the northern end of the High Meadows Reroute at MP
18-89.3 and would rejoin the Interstate 8 Alternative at MP 18-91.9.

The Interstate 8 Alternative Substation would be used if the adopted transmission line route
requires a conversion to 230 kV to allow the underground segment through Alpine. It would be
located southwest of Descanso on private land adjacent to Cleveland National Forest land. The
500 kV line would enter the substation from the east, and a double-circuit 230 kV transmission
line would exit the substation to the west after conversion from 500 to 230 kV.

The Campo North Route Option would remain north of the freeway across Tribal lands in the
vicinity of the Kumeyaay Wind Energy Project, passing immediately adjacent to the
southernmost wind turbine in the wind farm (at about MP 18-45) and just north of the Caltrans
right-of-way. This option would avoid two freeway crossings and shorten the route by about 0.5
miles.

In the area of Buckman Springs, three route options are considered, two to preserve hang gliding
and paragliding opportunities in Horse Canyon and one to utilize an existing transmission line
corridor. The 1-8 Alternative as defined would be located between the Horse Canyon take off and
landing points, presenting a safety risk to glider pilots.

e Option 1 — Buckman Springs Underground Option. This option would require construction of
two overhead/underground transition stations for the 500 kV line and installation of an
underground route segment for approximately 1.9 miles.

e Option 2 — West Buckman Springs Option. This option would minimize hang gliding and
paragliding impacts by moving the transmission line to a location west of Buckman Springs
Valley, rather than east where the route is currently proposed.
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e Option 3 — South Buckman Springs Option. This option would avoid passing through
Backcountry Non-Motorized Land Use Zones within the CNF that occur north and east of
Interstate 8, by crossing south of the freeway.

The Chocolate Canyon Option is a 230 kV segment option that would replace the Interstate 8
Alternative from MP 18-79.0 to MP 18-82.3. The route would run at a much lower elevation in
the canyon so it would be less visible from residences west of the canyon.

In comments on the Draft EIR/EIS, SDG&E requested the SDG&E Chocolate Canyon/Peutz
Valley Revision be a reroute for the Interstate 8 Alternative at the west end of the underground
segment in Alpine Boulevard. The revised route would minimize visual impacts by keeping the
transmission line underground, below the 1-8 Freeway, until the north side of the freeway.

The BCD Alternative would avoid ABDSP and also avoid the residential areas through which the
existing 69 kV lines pass. This 500 kV alternative would diverge from the Interstate 8
Alternative about one mile northeast of Boulevard, where it would cross 1-8 to the north, then it
would head north-northwest, generally paralleling McCain Valley Road. It would pass directly
adjacent to and west of the Carrizo Gorge Wilderness ACEC. The route would pass within one
mile and east of Lark Canyon Campground and OHV Area and pass about three miles southwest
of the Carrizo Overlook. After passing through the CNF, the route would join the Interstate 8
Alternative north of Buckman Springs. The 19.5-mile BCD segment of this route would include
6.5 miles within the CNF, 11 miles on BLM land, 0.2 miles on State of California conservation
land, and 1.8 miles on private lands.

The BCD South Option would eliminate the westernmost 6 miles of the BCD Alternative by
turning southwest just one mile after entering CNF. It would remain within the Backcountry
Land Use Zone of CNF, which allows transmission lines, and it would eliminate effects on the
Cibbets Flat Campground and the nearby crossing of the Pacific Crest Trail. The BCD South
Option would also avoid all tribal land.

In comments on the Draft EIR/EIS, SDG&E requested the following mitigation reroutes be
considered:

e BCD Alternative and BCD South Option Revisions. Revision of these two alternative
segments was suggested by SDG&E with input from the Forest Service, as well as the CPUC
and BLM, to avoid Backcountry Non-Motorized Land Use Zones in the Cleveland National
Forest and to minimize disturbance and visibility on CNF. The BCD Alternative and BCD
South Option Revisions would replace part of the BCD Alternative and all of the BCD South
Option. The BCD Alternative Revision would diverge from the BCD Alternative at MP
BCD-9. It would head to the northwest for just over four miles and then turn and head south-
southwest for two miles to where it would cross the original BCD Alternative. This is the
point where the BCD South Option Revision begins. The BCD South Option Revision would
roughly parallel the BCD South Option’s original route for 3.8 miles, crossing Interstate 8
approximately 0.25 miles west of the original BCD South Option crossing. The revised route
would remain approximately 0.5 miles west of the original BCD South Option and join the
Modified Route D Alternative at MP MRD-3.6.
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The Route D Alternative (north of 1-8) would be a 500 kV alternative that would diverge from
the 1-8 Alternative at MP 18-70.3. The Route D Alternative would pass through the Boulder
Creek Valley north of the town of Descanso. The Route D Alternative would require use of the
Central South Substation Alternative in order to convert from 500 kV to 230 kV. Approval of
this route would require that only existing roads be used through a 1.5 mile segment that would
pass through an Inventoried Roadless Area (IRA) northwest of Descanso in the CNF. This route
would also require a Forest Land Management Plan (LMP) amendment as it would pass through
several sensitive areas of National Forest System lands.

The Modified Route D Alternative (south of 1-8) was identified as a route to be evaluated because
the alternative transmission line route would be consistent with the Forest Land Management
Plan’s Land Use Zones and it would diverge from the existing Southwest Powerlink at a point
east of the area of greatest fire risk. The majority of this alternative has also been identified as a
368 corridor by the Department of Energy’s Final West-wide Corridor Programmatic EIS.* The
Modified Route D Alternative route would start by diverging from the Interstate 8 Alternative at
MP 18-48.7, and would travel southwest and west eventually passing between BLM’s Hauser
Mountain Wilderness area and the CNF’s Hauser Wilderness. At MP MD-22.5, the route would
turn north, pass immediately east of the existing Barrett Substation, and would re-enter the CNF.
This route would include the Modified Route D Substation, located on private land about 1.5
miles south of Interstate 8. The Modified Route D Alternative would have two options for
connecting with the Proposed Action/Project route:

e Remain at 500 kV, cross Interstate 8 and connect with the Route D Alternative, continuing
north through the Boulder Creek area to the Central South Substation Alternative (MP
113.5).

e Convert to 230 kV at a new substation, the Modified Route D Alternative Substation (see
description below). In this option, an overhead double-circuit 230 kV transmission line
would exit the substation, continue north, and would transition underground at the same point
as the Interstate 8 Alternative (at the east end of Alpine Boulevard). In addition, the 230 kV
segment has a route option, the Star Valley Option (see below), which would reduce the
length of underground construction in Alpine Boulevard and would avoid cultural resources
of concern.

In comments on the Draft EIR/EIS, SDG&E requested the following mitigation reroutes be
considered:

e The Cameron Reroute would diverge from the Modified Route D Alternative just west of
Buckman Springs Road. The rerouted line would be located a maximum of approximately
150 feet southeast of its original location for 0.3 miles in order that the line does not cross a
corner of a CNF land use zone that does not allow transmission lines, and it would remain
entirely on private land.

* Energy Policy Act of 2005, Section 368, required designation of federal energy corridors. This

alternative includes a corridor identified in West-wide Energy Corridor Final Programmatic EIS,
published by the Department of Energy in the Federal Register on November 28, 2008, page 72521.
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e Pacific Crest Trail (PCT) Route Options. The original Modified Route D Alternative, also
called PCT Option A below, has been retained in the Final EIR/EIS as part of the Final
Environmentally Superior Southern Route Alternative. PCT Option B was described and
analyzed in the RDEIR/SDEIS, but it has since been eliminated from consideration. Finally,
PCT Reroute Option C/D was analyzed in the Final EIR/EIS in order to allow agencies the
opportunity to include either option as part of the approved route. The three options are
described as follows:

e PCT Option A (original Modified Route D Alternative route). PCT Option A is the same
as the original Modified Route D Alternative route. The route would be located on BLM
land just south of the CNF boundary between MP MRD-11.7 and MP MRD-14. The
route would follow the existing 69 kV transmission corridor, and would maximize use of
existing access roads. Both the 69 kV and 500 kV lines would cross the PCT three times
within a space of about 0.25 mile.

e PCT Option B would minimize impacts to its crossing of the Pacific Crest Trail,
however, due to the development of PCT Option C/D, it has been eliminated from
consideration.

e PCT Option C/D would create a new transmission line right-of-way and the towers would
be constructed by helicopter (thus eliminating the need for access roads to the extent
feasible). With this reroute, PCT users would cross under the 69 kV line, then cross
below the 500 kV line only once farther to the southwest.

e The Western Modified Route D Alternative Reroute would minimize impacts to properties.
The portion of the reroute around the Modified Route D Alternative Substation has been
modified to fit updated substation civil and electrical engineering and to provide for
increased separation between the incoming 500kV line and the outgoing 230kV line to
accommodate future transmission expansion. The Western MRDA Reroute would first
diverge from the north side of Modified Route D Alternative at MP MRD-18.5 and then
would parallel the Modified Route D Alternative, being alternately east or west of the
alternative at various locations. At MP MRD-31, the reroute would be located east of the
original alternative until it would cross to its west and continue 0.2 miles into the alternative
substation.

The Modified Route D Alternative Substation would be located on private land west of Japatul
Valley Road. It would be the same size (about 40 acres) as the proposed Central East Substation,
and it would have to accommodate future 230 kV circuits exiting the substation when demand
growth justifies the need for additional lines.

The Star Valley Option would reduce the length of underground construction in Alpine
Boulevard and would avoid cultural resources of concern. The Star Valley Option, as discussed
above, would exit the Modified Route D Alternative Substation to the west-northwest and would
be an overhead double-circuit 230 kV transmission line. This option would join the Interstate 8
Alternative as underground at Alpine Boulevard at MP 18-73.6.

In comments on the Draft EIR/EIS, SDG&E requested the Star Valley Option Revision be
considered. This reroute was suggested by SDG&E in an effort to reduce visual impacts to
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residences. The outgoing 230 kV line was modified leaving the Modified Route D Substation
Alternative to accommodate future transmission expansion. The reroute would extend in nearly a
straight line between the Modified Route D Substation Alternative to a point where the Star
Valley Option turns due north. It would replace with a straight alignment a portion of the Star
Valley Option that has two dog legs in its alignment and would rejoin the Star Valley Option at
MP SVO-2.3.

Project Route and System Transmission Lines Alternatives

System Alternatives rely on different transmission line upgrades and interconnections. Within
the project area, these alternatives include upgrades to the existing transmission infrastructure,
different voltage configurations of the proposed lines, interconnections to points other than the
Imperial Valley Substation, or alternative transmission technologies. Two options from the Lake
Elsinore Advanced Pumped Storage (LEAPS) Project Alternative were fully evaluated in the
EIR/EIS.

e LEAPS Generation and Transmission Alternative. The LEAPS Project is also described in
the LEAPS Project Final EIS (published by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission as
Lead Agency, with Forest Service as a cooperating agency, FERC Project No. 11858,
FERC/FEIS 0191F, January 2007). The LEAPS Project is co-sponsored by the Elsinore
Valley Municipal Water District, a public non-profit agency, and the Nevada Hydro
Company, Inc. (co-applicants). This alternative would fully implement the “preferred
alternative” or “staff alternative” identified in the January 2007 LEAPS Project Final EIS,
with both pumped storage and transmission components.

e LEAPS Transmission-Only Alternative. The LEAPS Transmission-Only Alternative would
include a new 500 KV line known as the Talega-Escondido/Valley-Serrano (TE/VS)
Interconnect. This alternative would involve only the transmission components of the LEAPS
Generation and Transmission Alternative (see above) and modifications to the existing
SDG&E Talega-Escondido 230 kV transmission lines to accommodate the interconnection of
the new 500 kV line and northern substation. The new 500 kV transmission line would be
constructed along the same corridor as the LEAPS Project, but no reservoir or pumped
storage generation would be built.

Non-Wires Alternatives

The non-wires alternatives would avoid major new transmission projects by focusing on
generation as a way for SDG&E to perform its function as a load-serving entity. The projects
considered in the Final EIR/EIS are representative of reasonable generation scenarios, and are
not intended to depend on the progress of contracts for individual utility projects.

Including the components of the non-wires alternatives in the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission
Project EIR/EIS does not automatically lead these alternatives to be built because additional
approvals or agency actions would be necessary to implement them. Each generator included in
the non-wires scenarios would require permitting and CEQA and/or NEPA compliance for each
project.
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The New In-Area Renewable Generation Alternative would involve development of various in-
area renewable projects that together could provide sufficient generation capacity to defer the
need for the Proposed Action/Project. No single in-area renewable generation project would be
likely by itself to provide the necessary capacity to serve as a viable alternative to the Sunrise
Powerlink Transmission Project. By considering the availability of in-area renewable resources
as a whole, this alternative offers a scenario of in-area renewable generation development. The
types of resources involved would be solar thermal, solar photovoltaic, wind, and
biomass/biogas.

A second non-wire alternative, the New In-Area All-Source Generation Alternative, would
include a combination of fossil-fired central station generation, renewable generation, and non-
renewable distributed generation (DG). Except for solar thermal, this alternative would also
involve renewable projects discussed for the New In-Area Renewable Generation Alternative
above. One optional scenario, or “resource bundle,” that could occur in conjunction with the
New In-Area All-Source Generation Alternative would be to include 231 and 249 MW of
demand response by 2010 and 2016, respectively. A second optional scenario, or second
“resource bundle,” that could occur in conjunction with the New In-Area All-Source Generation
Alternative would be to combine the All-Source Generation Alternative with demand response
and the use of Renewable Energy Credits (RECs) for RPS compliance.

Under the No Action Alternative, the BLM would not issue a Right-of-Way Grant for the
construction of the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project.

VI. MITIGATION AND MONITORING

The Mitigation Monitoring, Compliance, and Reporting Program (MMCRP) for this project is
located in Section | of the Final EIR/EIS. This plan is available in its entirety on the following
CPUC agency website under the San Diego Gas & Electric's Sunrise Powerlink Transmission

Project Final EIR/EIS Section I, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting:

http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/Environment/info/aspen/sunrise/feir/1%20Mitigation%20Monitoring.pdf

The BLM is a lead agency, along with the CPUC, in ensuring compliance with all adopted
mitigation measures, which are attached to this ROD as part of the right-of-way grant (Appendix
A). The BLM would incorporate this mitigation into the right-of-way grant as terms and
conditions. Failure on the part of the grant holder to adhere to these terms and conditions could
result in various administrative actions up to and including a termination of the grant and
requirements to remove the facility and rehabilitate disturbances. All practicable means to avoid
or minimize environmental harm have been adopted under this decision. Major elements of this
mitigation/monitoring plan, including adopted mitigation measures and related monitoring and
enforcement activities for the Selected Alternative, are attached to the right-of-way grant
(Appendix A).

VIl. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Scoping
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The BLM published the Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare a joint EIS/EIR and Proposed Land
Use Plan Amendment for the Proposed Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project on August 31,
2006 in the Federal Register. A Notice of Public Scoping Meetings was mailed to federal, state,
regional, and local agencies, elected officials of affected areas, and the general public. Copies of
the NOI were available at 26 local repositories. The comment period began on August 31, 2006, the
day of the NOI publication, and ended October 20, 2006.

Newspaper advertisements appeared in 11 local and regional newspapers between September 15
and 22, 2006 for the October scoping meetings and in eight newspapers between January 20 and
February 2, 2007 for the February meetings. The February meetings had an additional focus on
alternatives under consideration. As part of outreach to Spanish-speaking populations, newspaper
advertisements were published in two Spanish-language newspapers. Public scoping meetings
were held on:

e October 2, 2006 at 4:30 p.m. in El Centro, California
October 3, 2006 at 4:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m. in Ramona, California
October 4, 2006 at 2:00 p.m. and 6:00 p.m. in Borrego Springs, California
October 5, 2006 at 2:00 p.m. in San Diego—Mission Valley, California
October 5, 2006 at 6:30pm in San Diego—Rancho Pefiasquitos, California
February 5, 2007 at 12:30 p.m. in El Centro, California
February 5, 2007 at 7:30 p.m. in San Diego—Rancho Pefiasquitos, California
February 6, 2007 at 2:00 p.m. in Julian, California
February 6, 2007 at 7:00 p.m. in Ramona, California
February 7, 2007 at 1:00 p.m. in Boulevard, California
February 7, 2007 at 6:30 p.m. in Alpine, California
February 8, 2007 at 2:30 p.m. in Borrego Springs, California
February 9, 2007 at 1:00 p.m. in Temecula, California

Cleveland National Forest requested and received an extension on the January-February 2007
scoping comment period, and in April 2007, CNF requested that an alternative be fully analyzed
that would not require an amendment to the Cleveland National Forest’s 2005 Land Management
Plan. To notify the public and to allow the public to respond to this additional alternative, on
May 16, 2007 the BLM mailed a notice describing the new alternative and the rationale for its
consideration, as well as a map of the route. A 30-day comment period followed, closing on

June 16, 2007.

The scoping process for the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project was designed to solicit
input from the public, federal, state, and local agencies, and other interested parties on the scope
of issues that should be addressed in the Draft EIR/EIS. The scoping process was also intended
to identify significant issues related to the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project. The Sunrise
Powerlink Transmission Project and alternatives were revised to address comments and concerns
raised during the scoping process.

Review of Draft EIR/EIS
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A Notice of Availability (NOA) for the Draft EIR/EIS was published in the Federal Register on
January 11, 2008. This initiated a 90-day public comment period. The NOA was mailed to
13,616 interested parties, agencies, county and city departments, special districts, property
owners, and occupants on or adjacent to the Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project and
alternative routes. Copies of the Draft EIR/EIS were shipped to 181 interested parties, and 561
copies of the Executive Summary and 570 copies of the DVD were also mailed. Informational
workshops on the Draft EIR/EIS were held on:

e January 28, 2008 at 12:30 p.m. in El Centro, California
January 28, 2008 at 7:00 p.m. in Alpine, California
January 29, 2008 at 1:00 p.m. in Temecula, California
January 29, 2008 at 7:00 p.m. in San Diego—Rancho Pefiasquitos, California
January 30, 2008 at 2:00 p.m. in Ramona, California
January 30, 2008 at 7:00 p.m. in Warner Springs, California
January 31, 2008 at 3:30 p.m. and 7:00 p.m. in Pine Valley, California
February 1, 2008 at 1:00 p.m. in Borrego Springs, California

Public participation hearings on the Draft EIR/EIS were conducted on:
e February 25, 2008 at 6:30 p.m. in Pine Valley, California
e February 26, 2008 at 1:00 p.m. in Borrego Springs, California
e February 26, 2008 at 7:00 p.m. in Ramona, California
e May 12, 2008 at 1:00 p.m. and 6:30 p.m. in Borrego Springs

Review of Recirculated Draft EIR/Supplemental Draft EIS

Due to additional information submitted following publication of the Draft EIR/EIS, BLM
prepared and published a Recirculated Draft EIR/Supplemental Draft EIS (RDEIR/SDEIS) in
July 2008. The RDEIR/SDEIS was released for public review on July 11, 2008 with a 45-day
comment period (ending on August 25, 2008). Following the release of the Recirculated Draft
EIR/Supplemental Draft EIS the CPUC and BLM held two informational workshops in Jacumba,
California on August 4, 2008.

Review of the Final EIR/EIS

The Final EIR/EIS was distributed to a variety of federal, state, and local government agencies,
elected officials, environmental organizations, Native American tribes, and other interested
parties for review. A NOA for the Final EIR/EIS was published in the Federal Register, October
17, 2006. This started a 30-day public review period for the Final EIR/EIS. The BLM has
considered all comments received on the Final EIR/EIS in the development of this ROD. In
addition, the BLM will:

1. Distribute a news release about the ROD in the local and regional media;
2. Send the ROD to all those on the distribution list; and
3. Make the ROD available on the BLM website and to all who request a copy.

Summary of Protests and Comments
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The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's Notice of Availability of the Final EIS/EIR was
issued on October 17, 2008. Release of the Final EIR/EIS initiated the 30-day protest period,
which closed on November 15, 2008. During that period, any person who participated in the
planning process and believed they would be adversely affected by the plan amendments had the
opportunity to protest the proposed amendment to the Director of the BLM. Twenty (20) formal
protest letters were filed with BLM, and of the 22 protest letters, three letters were determined to
contain valid protest points.

In general the protesters and commenters were in support of the No Action/Project Alternative
and/or the two in-basin, non-wires alternatives (an all-renewable generation alternative and a
conventional-plus-renewable generation alternative) that were analyzed in the EIR/EIS. Some of
the issues raised in the protest letters include: adequacy of the cumulative impact assessment;
rationale for BLM’s agency preferred decision; adequacy of analysis/mitigation for
environmental impacts; timing of publication of the RMP and plan amendment; level of effort
made with Caltrans to route an alternative within its right-of-way; failure to conduct sufficient
surveys; claimed violation of Section 7 of the Federal Endangered Species Act; deferral of
scientific surveys, reviews, consultations, public involvement; insufficient opportunity for public
comment; and adequacy of analysis of the impacts of the plan amendment.

The Protesters received detailed responses from the BLM Director/Assistant Director specifying
how the issues were addressed in the Final EIR/EIS. The responses concluded that BLM
followed applicable planning procedures, laws, regulations, and policies and considered all
relevant resource functions and public input in developing the Final EIR/EIS and Proposed Plan
Amendment. Therefore, no changes to the proposed decision were determined warranted and the
Director/Assistant Director dismissed all protests.

In addition to the 22 formal protest letters that were submitted to BLM, BLM also received 12
comments on the Final EIR/EIS. The issues raised in the comments generally include: concerns
about economic costs/benefits of project and alternatives; concerns about water resources, air
quality and conformance with State Implementation Plan; legal adequacy of cumulative and
environmental justice analyses; legality of any routes on Viejas Tribal Fee lands; concerns that
visual and noise impacts would be greater to Tamarisk Grove Campground than the EIR/EIS
states; changes to the CEQA notification provisions and findings required for public acquisition
of agricultural lands per Williamson Act statue and Gov Code 51291; adequacy of
analysis/mitigation for environmental impacts; rationale that a southern route would be
environmentally preferred; adequacy of analysis of impacts to CNF, McCain Valley and
Boulevard from Sunrise Powerlink Transmission Project and other wind proposals; and changes
to the solar thermal component of the all-renewable alternative. BLM reviewed the comments to
the Final EIR/EIS and determined that they did not raise any significant new circumstances or
information relevant to environmental concerns associated with the Sunrise Powerlink
Transmission Project. Therefore no changes to the proposed decision were determined
warranted.
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Form 1842-1
(September 2006)

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

INFORMATION ON TAKING APPEALS TO THE INTERIOR BOARD OF LAND APPEALS

IF YOU APPEAL. THE FOLLOWING PROCEDURES MUST BE FOLLOWED I

DO NOT APPEAL UNLESS
1.This decision is adverse to you,

AND
2. You believe it is incorrect

1. NOTICE OF
APPEAL.............

A person who wishes to appeal to the Interior Board of Land Appeals must file in the office of the officer who
made the decision (not the Interior Board of Land Appeals) a notice that he wishes to appeal. A person served
with the decision being appealed must transmit the Notice ofAppeal in time for it to be filed in the office where
it is required to be filed within 30 days after the date of service. If a decision is published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER, a person not served with the decision must transmit a Notice of Appeal in time for it to be filed
within 30 days after the date of publication (43 CFR 4.411 and 4.413).

2. WHERE TO FILE

NOTICE OF APPEAL ---vvvvevee

WITH COPY TO
SOLICITOR...

U.S. Dept. of the Interior U.S. Dept. of the Interior

Bureau of Land Management Office of Hearings & Appeals

El Centro Field Office And Interior Board of Land Appeals
1661 South 4th Street 801 North Quincy St., MS 300-QC
El Centro, CA 92243 Arlington, VA 22203

U.S. Dept. of the Interior

Office of the Solicitor-Pacific Southwest Region
2800 Cottage Way, Room E-2753

Sacramento, CA 95825-1890

3. STATEMENT OF REASONS

WITH COPY TO

SOLICITOR ..ottt

Within 30 days after filing the Notice ofAppeal, file a complete statement of the reasons why you are appealing.
This must be filed with the United States Department of the Interior, Office of Hearings and Appeals, Interior
Board of Land Appeals, 801 N. Quincy Street, MS 300-QC, Arlington, Virginia 22203. If you fully stated
your reasons for appealing when filing the Notice ofAppeal, no additional statement is necessary

(43 CFR 4.412 and 4.413).

U.S. Dept. of the Interior U.S. Dept. of the Interior
Office of the Solicitor-Pacific Southwest Region Bureau of Land Management
2800 Cottage Way, Room E-2753 El Centro Field Office
Sacramento, CA 95825-1890 1661 South 4th Street

El Centro, CA 93342

4. ADVERSE PARTIES_.............

__Within 15 days after each document is filed, each adverse party named in the decision and the Regional

Solicitor or Field Solicitor having jurisdiction over the State in which the appeal arose must be served with a
copy of: (a) the Notice of Appeal, (b) the Statement of Reasons, and (c) any other documents filed
(43 CFR 4.413).

5. PROOF OF SERVICE :-----++

.. Within 15 days after any document is served on an adverse party, file proof of that service with the United States

Department of the Interior, Office of Hearings and Appeals, Interior Board of Land Appeals, 801 N. Quincy
Street, MS 300-QC, Arlington, Virginia 22203. This may consist of a certified or registered mail "Return Receipt
Card" signed by the adverse party (43 CFR 4.401(c)).

6. REQUEST FOR STAY -----ecvvnnet

.Except where program-specific regulations place this decision in full force and effect or provide for an

automatic stay, the decision becomes effective upon the expiration of the time allowed for filing an appeal
unless a petition for a stay is timely filed together with a Notice ofAppeal (43 CFR 4.21). If you wish to file
a petition for a stay of the effectiveness of this decision during the time that your appeal is being reviewed by
the Interior Board of Land Appeals, the petition for a stay must accompany your Notice ofAppeal (43 CFR4.21
or 43 CFR 2801.10 or 43 CFR 2881.10). A petition for a stay is required to show sufficient justification
based on the standards listed below. Copies of the Notice of Appeal and Petition for a Stay must also be submitted
to each party named in this decision and to the Interior Board of Land Appeals and to the appropriate Office of the
Solicitor (43 CFR 4.413) at the same time the original documents are filed with this office. If you request a
stay, you have the burden of proof to demonstrate that a stay should be granted.

Standards for Obtaining a Stay. EXxcept as otherwise provided by law or other pertinent regulations, a
petition for a stay of a decision pending appeal shall show sufficient justification based on the following
standards: (1) the relative harm to the parties if the stay is granted or denied, (2) the likelihood of the appellant's
success on the merits, (3) the likelihood of immediate and irreparable harm if the stay is not granted, and (4)
whether the public interest favors granting the stay.

Unless these procedures are followed, your appeal will be subject to dismissal (43 CFR 4.402). He certain that all communications are
identified by serial number of the case being appealed.

NOTE: A document is not filed until it is actually received in the proper office (43 CFR 4.401(a)). See 43 CFR Part 4, Subpart B for general rules
relating to procedures and practice involving appeals.

(Continued on page 2)



43 CFR SUBPART 1821--GENERAL INFORMATION

Sec. 1821.10 Where are BLM offices located? (a) In addition to the Headquarters Office in Washington, D.C. and seven national level support
and service centers, BLM operates 12 State Offices each having several subsidiary offices called Field Offices. The addresses of the State Offices
can be found in the most recent edition of 43 CFR 1821.10. The State Office geographical areas of jurisdiction are as follows:

STATE OFFICES AND AREAS OF JURISDICTION:

Alaska State Office ------ Alaska

Arizona State Office ------ Arizona

California State Office ---- - California

Colorado State Office --- - - Colorado

Eastern States Office ----- - Arkansas, lowa, Louisiana, Minnesota, Missouri
and, all States east of the Mississippi River

Idaho State Office — ldaho

Montana State Office ------ Montana. North Dakota and South Dakota

Nevada State Office - ------ Nevada

New Mexico State Office - - -New Mexico, Kansas, Oklahoma and Texas

Oregon State Office ------- Oregon and Washington

Utah State Office --------- Utah

Wyoming State Office ----- Wyoming and Nebraska

(b) A list of the names, addresses, and geographical areas of jurisdiction of all Field Offices of the Bureau of Land Management can be obtained at
the above addresses or any office of the Bureau of Land Management, including the Washington Office, Bureau of Land Management, 1849 C Street,
NW, Washington, DC 20240.

(Form 1842-1, September 2006)
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APPENDIX A: Mitigation Measures

Introduction

All mitigation measures presented in the Final EIR/EIS that apply to the Final Environmentally
Preferred/Superior Southern Route Alternative are listed below. Measures are presented by environmental
discipline. Following the mitigation measures are the Applicant Proposed Measures that SDG&E
presented in its Proponent’s Environmental Assessment for the Proposed Project. While these APMs
were not specifically developed to apply to a Southern Route, most are not geographically specific so
would apply to transmission line and substation construction in any location.

Mitigation Measures

The text of some of the mitigation measures originally included reference to specific geographic locations
that would not be affected by the Final Environmentally Superior Southern Route Alternative. These
portions of the Mitigation Measures have been deleted. Additionally, some biological resources
mitigation measures require specific amounts of habitat to be restored or mitigated. The acreage defined
herein for specific habitats is specific to the Final Environmentally Superior Southern Route Alternative
as presented in the Final EIR/EIS.

Biological Resources

The Applicant Proposed Mitigation measures for biology (BIO-APMs) referred to in some of the
mitigation measures below include environmental measures that are already required by existing regula-
tions and/or requirements, or are SDG&E’s standard practices designed to address temporary and/or per-
manent impacts, as well as impacts anticipated during operations and maintenance of the completed
project. The applicable parts of these measures would be implemented regardless of any regulatory over-
sight by the CPUC and BLM and are not measures added to the project based on the EIR/EIS analysis.
Rather, they are integrated as part of the project description. However, it should be noted that some APMs
were based on SDG&E’s NCCP, which is not applicable (see discussion in Section D.2.3.3). As a result,
in some cases, portions of the APMs are not appropriate or are not adequate to provide mitigation for the
project’s impacts. In these cases, the portions of the APMs which are not appropriate or adequate are
shown in struck text in Appendix 8N, and the mitigation measures that are proposed in addition to the
applicable portions of the APMs to avoid, minimize, or mitigate the relevant impacts of the project are
shown in the second column of Appendix 8N. Appendix 8N clarifies applicable requirements for the
Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Program (Section D.2.27).

Final EIR/EIS Appendix 8P presents a Consolidated Biology Impact Matrix that includes the acreage of
impacted habitat for vegetation communities and special status animal species for the Final
Environmentally Superior Southern Route Alternative.

B-la Provide restoration/compensation for affected sensitive vegetation communities. Surface-
disturbing components of the project shall be located in previously disturbed areas or where
habitat quality is poor to the extent possible, and disturbance of vegetation and soils shall be
minimized. Temporary construction mats may be used to minimize vegetation and soil dis-
turbance only where deemed appropriate by the qualified biologist (see Mitigation Measure B-
1c). The construction mats shall not be left on the ground for more than three weeks. Use of
construction mats shall be considered a temporary impact to vegetation and shall be mitigated in
accordance with this mitigation measure. If avoidance of sensitive vegetation communities is not
feasible due, for example, to physical or safety constraints, the applicant shall restore temporarily
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impacted areas to pre-construction conditions following construction (or emergency repairs) and
shall permanently block off all public access to them, and/or shall purchase/dedicate suitable
habitat for preservation to off-set permanently impacted areas. Restoration of some vegetation
communities in temporarily impacted areas may not be possible if those areas are subject to
vegetation management to maintain proper clearance between transmission lines and vegetation.
In those instances, the mitigation shall consist of off-site acquisition and preservation of the
vegetation community instead. Any area that can be preserved as intact or restored habitat, or if it
contains any species (plant or animal) that require project-related compensatory mitigation will
qualify as off-site mitigation lands. Restoration involves recontouring the land, replacing the
topsoil (if it was collected), planting seed and/or container stock, and maintaining (i.e., weeding,
replacement planting, supplemental watering, etc.) and monitoring the restored area for a period
five years (or less if the restoration meets all success criteria). Restoration in ABDSP shall be
maintained and monitored for a minimum of five years. The success of the restoration is usually
based on how the habitat compares with similar, nearby, undisturbed habitat. Any restoration efforts
would be subject to a Habitat Restoration Plan approved by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies,
State Parks (for restoration in ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service (for alternatives with
restoration on National Forest lands). Mitigation ratios and mitigation acreages for construction
within authorized limits are provided in Table D.2-7 for the Proposed Project (see Impacts to
Vegetation Communities and Required Mitigation tables in alternatives sections for the alternatives).
The mitigation ratios also apply to impacts from emergency repairs. In cases where the impacts to
sensitive vegetation communities occur on lands already in use as mitigation for other projects,
the mitigation ratios shall be doubled, as is standard practice in San Diego County.

All limits of construction shall be delineated with orange construction fencing. SDG&E shall
coordinate with the authorized officer for the applicable federal, State, or local land
owner/administrator at least 60 days before construction in order to determine if gates shall be
installed on access roads, especially trails that would be dually used as access roads, to prevent
unauthorized vehicular access to the ROW. Gate installation shall be required at the discretion of
the land management agency. On trails proposed for dual use as access roads, gates shall be wide
enough to allow horses, bicycles, and pedestrians to pass through. SDG&E shall document its
coordination efforts with the administering agency of the road/trail and provide this
documentation to the CPUC, BLM, and all affected jurisdictions 30 days prior to construction.
Signs prohibiting unauthorized use of the access roads shall be posted on the installed gates. To
control unauthorized use of project access roads by off-road vehicle enthusiasts, SDG&E shall
provide funding to land management entities responsible for areas set aside for habitat
conservation to provide for off-road vehicle enforcement patrols. The responsible land
management entities will formulate what funding is reasonable to control unauthorized use of
project access roads.

Any impacts associated with unauthorized activity (e.g., exceeding approved construction footprints)
shall be mitigated at a 5:1 ratio (5.5:1 in FTHL MA). Restoration of the unauthorized impacts
shall be credited at a 1:1 ratio (i.e., mitigated by in-place habitat restoration); the remaining 4:1
(or 4.5:1 in FTHL MA) shall be acquired off site.

Areas to be restored shall include all areas temporarily impacted by construction, such as tower
construction sites, laydown/staging areas, temporary access and spur roads, and existing tower
locations where towers are removed. Where on-site restoration is planned, the applicant shall
identify a qualified Habitat Restoration Specialist to be approved by the CPUC, BLM, State Parks
(for restoration in ABDSP), USDA Forest Service (for alternatives with restoration on National
Forest lands), and the Wildlife Agencies. The Habitat Restoration Specialist shall prepare and
implement a Habitat Restoration Plan, for restoring temporarily impacted sensitive vegetation
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communities, to be approved by the CPUC, Wildlife Agencies, BLM, State Parks (for ABDSP
restoration), and USDA Forest Service (for National Forest land restoration). The applicant shall
work with the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, and State Parks until a plan is approved by all.
This Habitat Restoration Plan must be approved in writing by the above-listed agencies prior to
the initiation of any vegetation disturbing activities. Hydroseeding, drill seeding, or an otherwise
proven restoration technique shall be utilized on all disturbed surfaces using a locally endemic
native seed mix approved by the CPUC, Wildlife Agencies, BLM, State Parks (for ABDSP
restoration), and USDA Forest Service (for National Forest land restoration).

The Habitat Restoration Plan shall incorporate Desert Bioregion Revegetation/Restoration
Guidance measures for restoration of temporary impacts to desert scrub and dune habitats. These
measures generally include alleviating soil compaction, returning the surface to its original
contour, pitting or imprinting the surface to allow small areas where seeds and rain water can be
captured, planting seedlings that have acquired the necessary root mass to survive without
watering, planting seedlings in the spring with herbivory cages, broadcasting locally collected
seed immediately prior to the rainy season, and covering the seeds with mulch.

The Habitat Restoration Plan shall also incorporate the measures identified in the May 25, 2006
Memorandum of Understanding among Edison Electric Institute, USDA Forest Service, BLM,
USFWS, National Park Service, and the Environmental Protection Agency (Edison Electric Institute,
et al., 2006) where applicable. The MOU discusses vegetation management along ROWs for
electrical transmission and distribution facilities on federal lands. The major provisions of the MOU
include reducing soil erosion and water quality impacts; promoting local ecotypes in revegetation
projects; planting native species and protecting rare species; and reducing the introduction of non-
native, invasive or noxious plant species to the ROWs. The MOU can be viewed online at
http://www.eei.org/industry_issues/environment/land/vegetation_management/
EEI_MOU_FINAL_5-25-06.pdf.

The following habitat restoration requirements are not included in the MOU described above. The
restoration of habitat shall be maintained and monitored for five years after installation by an
experienced, licensed Habitat Restoration Contractor, or until established success criteria
identified in the Restoration Plan (specified percent cover of native and non-native species,
species diversity, and species composition as compared with an undisturbed reference site) are
met. Maintenance and monitoring for restoration in ABDSP shall be for a minimum of five years,
even if established success criteria are met before the end of five years. Maintenance and
monitoring shall be conducted following a prescribed schedule to assess progress and identify
potential problems with the restoration. Remedial action (e.g., additional planting, weeding,
erosion control, use of container stock, supplemental watering, etc.) shall be taken by an
experienced, licensed Habitat Restoration Contractor during the maintenance and monitoring
period if necessary to ensure the success of the restoration. If the restoration fails to meet the
established success criteria after the maintenance and monitoring period, maintenance and
monitoring shall extend beyond the five-year period until the criteria are met or unless otherwise
approved by the CPUC, BLM, State Parks (for ABDSP restoration), USDA Forest Service (for
alternatives with restoration on National Forest lands), and the Wildlife Agencies. For areas
where habitat restoration cannot meet mitigation requirements, as determined by the Habitat
Restoration Specialist in coordination with CPUC, BLM, State Parks (for ABDSP restoration),
USDA Forest Service (for alternatives with restoration on National Forest lands), and the Wildlife
Agencies, off-site purchase and dedication of habitat shall be provided at the mitigation ratios
provided in Table D.2-7 for the Proposed Project (see Impacts to Vegetation Communities and
Required Mitigation tables in alternatives sections for the alternatives) or as otherwise required by
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the Wildlife Agencies, ABDSP, or USDA Forest Service (supersedes the mitigation ratios in
BIO-APM-1).

Tree Mitigation. Mitigation for loss of native trees or native tree trimming shall be provided by
(1) acquiring and preserving habitat within which the trees occur and/or (2) restoring (i.e.,
planting) trees on land that would not be subject to vegetation clearing (either in the applicant’s
ROW and/or on land acquired and preserved). Any land to be used for this mitigation shall be
approved by the CPUC, BLM, State Parks (for ABDSP restoration), USDA Forest Service (for
alternatives with restoration on National Forest lands), and the Wildlife Agencies.

For habitat acquisition and preservation, the mitigation ratios shall follow those in Table D.2-7 for
the Proposed Project (see Impacts to Vegetation Communities and Required Mitigation tables in
alternatives sections for the alternatives). For example, removal of coast live oak trees (that occur in
coast live oak woodland) shall require mitigation at a 3:1 ratio based on the permanent impact to
the summed acreage of all individual coast live oak trees impacted. Therefore, if the total acreage
of all individual coast live oak trees in coast live oak woodland impacted is 10 acres, then 30
acres of coast live oak woodland shall be acquired and preserved. For all trimmed native trees, the
trees shall be monitored for a period of three years. If a trimmed tree declines or suffers mortality
during that period, the tree shall be replaced in-kind (by species) at a 2:1 or 5:1 ratio as
recommended by the CDFG (see below). If a tree does not decline or suffer mortality, no
mitigation shall be required.

For restoration (planting trees), these guidelines, based on recommendations from the CDFG,
shall be followed.

Native trees that are removed shall be replaced in-kind (by species) as follows.

Trees less than five inches diameter at breast height (DBH) shall be replaced at 3:1
Trees between five and 12 inches DBH shall be replaced at 5:1

Trees between 12 and 36 inches shall be replaced at 10:1

Trees greater than 36 inches shall be replaced at 20:1

Native trees that are trimmed shall be replaced in-kind (by species) as follows.

e Trees less than 12 inches DBH shall be replaced at 2:1
e Trees greater than 12 inches DBH shall be replaced at 5:1

All restoration shall be maintained and monitored for a minimum of 10 years. The restoration
shall be directed according to a Habitat Restoration Plan approved by the CPUC, BLM, State
Parks (for ABDSP restoration), USDA Forest Service (for National Forest land restoration), and
the Wildlife Agencies.

Mitigation Parcels/Habitat Management Plans. All off-site mitigation parcels shall be
approved by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, State Parks (for impacts to ABDSP), and
USDA Forest Service (for alternatives with impacts to National Forest lands) and must be
acquired or their acquisition must be assured before the line is energized . To demonstrate that
such parcels shall be acquired, SDG&E shall submit a Habitat Acquisition Plan at least 120 days
prior to any ground disturbing activities. The Plan shall be submitted to the CPUC, BLM, the
Wildlife Agencies, State Parks (for impacts in ABDSP) and USDA Forest Service (for impacts on
National Forest Lands) for review and approval, and shall include, but shall not be limited to: legal
descriptions and maps of all parcels to be acquired; schedule that includes phasing relative to
impacts; timing of conservation easement recording; initiation of habitat management activities
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relative to acquisition; and assurance mechanisms (e.g., performance bonds to assure adequate
funding) for any parcels not actually acquired prior to vegetation disturbing activities.

A Habitat Management Plan shall be prepared by a biologist approved by the CPUC, BLM,
Wildlife Agencies, State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP), and USDA Forest
Service (for mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands) for all acquired off-site mitigation
parcels. The Habitat Management Plan must be approved in writing by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife
Agencies, State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service (for
mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands) prior to the initiation of any vegetation disturbing
activities. The applicant shall work with the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, State Parks, and
USDA Forest Service until a plan is approved by all. The Habitat Management Plan shall provide
direction for the preservation and in-perpetuity management of all acquired, off-site mitigation
parcels. The Habitat Management Plan shall include, but shall not be limited to:

e Legal descriptions of all mitigation parcels approved by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife
Agencies, State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP), and USDA Forest
Service (for mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands)

e Baseline biological data for all mitigation parcels

e Designation of a land management entity approved by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies,
State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service (for
mitigation parcels to National Forest lands) to provide in-perpetuity management

e A Property Analysis Record prepared by the designated land management entity that
explains the amount of funding required to implement the Habitat Management Plan

e Designation of responsible parties and their roles (e.g., provision of endowment by the
applicant to fund the Habitat Management Plan and implementation of the Habitat Man-
agement Plan by the designated land management entity)

e Management specifications including, but not limited to, regular biological surveys to com-
pare with baseline; exotic, non-native species control; fence/sign replacement or repair,
public education; trash removal; and annual reports to CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies,
State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service (for
mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands).

Conduct biological monitoring. Monitoring shall be provided by a qualified biologist approved by
the CPUC, BLM, State Parks (for monitoring in ABDSP), USDA Forest Service (for alternatives
that require monitoring on National Forest lands), and the Wildlife Agencies to ensure that all
impacts occur within designated limits. Monitoring entails communicating with contractors,
taking daily notes, and ensuring that the requirements of the APMs and mitigation measures are
being met by being present during construction activities including all initial grubbing and
clearing of vegetation. Additionally, a qualified biologist employed by SDG&E shall be present
during maintenance involving ROW repair requiring ground disturbance (i.e., grading/repair of
access road and work areas and spot repair of areas subject to flooding or scouring). Biological
monitoring of these maintenance activities is to prevent impacts to vegetation communities or
wildlife habitat not within the permanent project impact footprint or to record and report
unauthorized impacts outside the footprint to the CPUC, BLM, State Parks (for monitoring in
ABDSP), USDA Forest Service (for alternatives that require monitoring on National Forest
lands), and the Wildlife Agencies to ensure the unauthorized impacts are mitigated in accordance
with Mitigation Measure B-1la. The qualified biologist shall conduct monitoring for any area
subject to disturbance from construction and the maintenance activities listed above (or access
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roads used during maintenance activities in the case of vernal pools/water-holding basins; see
Mitigation Measure Bl1b). The qualified biologist shall perform periodic inspections of
construction once or twice per week, as defined by the Wildlife Agencies, depending on the
sensitivity of the resources. The qualified biologist shall send weekly monitoring reports to the
CPUC and BLM and shall record any reduction or increase in construction impacts so that
mitigation requirements can be revised accordingly. The final impact/mitigation calculations shall
be submitted to the CPUC, BLM, State Parks (for monitoring in ABDSP), USDA Forest Service
(for alternatives that require monitoring on National Forest lands), and the Wildlife Agencies for
review and approval. The qualified biologist shall send annual monitoring reports of maintenance
activities to the CPUC, BLM, State Parks (for monitoring of maintenance activities in ABDSP),
and USDA Forest Service (for alternatives that require monitoring of maintenance activities on
National Forest lands) that describe the types of maintenance that occurred, at what locations they
occurred, and whether or not there were unauthorized impacts that require mitigation. The
applicant, its contractors and subcontractors, and their respective project personnel, shall refer all
environmental issues, including wildlife relocation, sick or dead wildlife, hazardous waste, or
guestions about environmental impacts to the qualified biologist. Experts in wildlife handling
(e.g., Project Wildlife) may need to be brought in by the qualified biologist for assistance with
wildlife relocations.

The qualified biologist shall have the authority to issue stop work orders if any part of the
mitigation measures or APMs are being violated. The qualified biologist shall immediately notify
the CPUC, BLM, State Parks (for monitoring in ABDSP), USDA Forest Service (for alternatives
that require monitoring on National Forest lands), the Wildlife Agencies, and SDG&E of any
significant events, including impacts outside the construction zone or maintenance impacts
outside the authorized permanent impact footprints if they are discovered during construction or
monitoring of maintenance activities. Reinitiation of work following a stop work order shall only
occur when the CPUC, BLM, State Parks (for impacts in ABDSP), USDA Forest Service (for
alternatives with impacts on National Forest lands), and the Wildlife Agencies are satisfied that
the impacts have been fully documented, that compensation for these impacts shall be made, and
that any additional protection measures they deem necessary shall be undertaken.

Re-seed disturbed areas after a transmission line—-caused fire. Should a fire occur and be
determined by the CPUC’s Consumer Protection and Safety Division (CPSD) or the California
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) to be caused by the Proposed Project or
a constructed alternative, the Applicant shall re-seed all natural areas—both public and private—
that are burned as a result of the project-caused fire. Re-seeding shall be required for areas that
have been burned due to the minimum 10-year period required for arid chaparral to establish an
adequate seed bank and thereby resist vegetation type conversion. A re-seeding plan shall be
developed with input from Cal Fire, the US Forest Service, BLM, and CPUC, based on a native
seed mix. Seeds shall be raked into the soil to avoid seed predation, and re-seeding shall be
carried out once to coincide with the rainy season (October 1 through April 1) to increase the
likelihood of germination success. The Applicant shall provide a written report documenting all
re-seeding activities to the CPUC. The Applicant shall make a good faith effort to obtain approval
to re-seed on private lands as appropriate, and documentation of this good faith effort shall be
submitted to the CPUC upon request. Specific re-seeding requirements stipulated in this mitiga-
tion measure shall be subject to approval and modification by any public landowning agency.

SDG&E shall continue to work with the USDA Forest Service to minimize impacts to the
RCA between Structures 184 and 187. SDG&E shall continue to work with the USDA Forest
Service to adjust the siting of project features to minimize impacts to the RCA located between
Structures 184 and 187 of the BCD South Option. SDG&E shall continue to coordinate with the
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USDA Forest Service until the impacts to this RCA are fully resolved to the satisfaction of the
USDA Forest Service.

Provide restoration/compensation for affected jurisdictional areas. Impacts to areas under the
jurisdiction of the ACOE, Regional Water Boards, State Water Board, and CDFG shall be
avoided to the extent feasible. Where avoidance of jurisdictional areas is not feasible (including
for emergency repairs), the applicant shall provide the necessary mitigation required as part of
wetland permitting by creation/restoration/preservation of suitable jurisdictional or equivalent
habitat along with adequate buffers to protect the function and values of jurisdictional area
mitigation. The location(s) of the mitigation would be determined in consultation with the CPUC,
BLM, Wildlife Agencies, State Parks (for mitigation in ABDSP), USDA Forest Service (for
alternatives with mitigation on National Forest lands), ACOE, Regional Water Boards, State Water
Board, and CDFG as part of the wetland permitting process. It is anticipated that the sites would
be in close proximity to the impacts or in the same watershed. A jurisdictional delineation and
impact assessment shall be prepared based on the final alignment and final engineering plans
when they are complete. Mitigation ratios would range from 1:1 up to 4:1 and would depend on
the sensitivity of the jurisdictional habitat and on the requirements of the wetland permitting
agencies. The width of wetland buffers would also depend on the sensitivity of the jurisdictional
habitat and on the requirements of the wetland permitting agencies. Recommended mitigation
ratios for vegetation communities that generally occur in jurisdictional areas are provided in
Table D.2-7 for the Proposed Project (see Impacts to Vegetation Communities and Required
Mitigation tables in alternatives sections for the alternatives). It is anticipated that at least a 1:1 ratio
of the mitigation would include creation of jurisdictional habitat so there would be no net loss of
jurisdictional habitat. For example, permanent impacts to emergent wetland would require a 2:1
mitigation ratio. Half (or 1:1) of the mitigation acreage would have to consist of created emergent
wetland in an appropriate location to be preserved, and the other half (1:1) would require
acquisition and preservation of already-existing emergent wetland (or other wetland community
acceptable to the permitting agencies — ACOE, Regional Water Boards, State Water Board, and
CDFG). It is also anticipated that a 1:1 ratio would be required for impacts to jurisdictional non-
wetland Waters of the U.S. in the form of wetland enhancement, restoration, or creation as
determined in consultation with the permitting agencies. Wetland permits shall be obtained from
the ACOE, Regional Water Boards, State Water Board, and CDFG prior to initiating construction
in jurisdictional areas.

All limits of construction shall be delineated with orange construction fencing and/or silt fencing. All
stakes, flagging, or fencing shall be removed no later than 30 days after construction is complete.
If silt fencing is used to delineate the limits of construction or as part of implementation of
erosion control BMPs, the silt fencing may be left in place longer than 30 days if erosion control
is still necessary. During and after construction, entrances to access roads shall be gated to
prevent the unauthorized use of these roads by the general public. Signs prohibiting unauthorized
use of the access roads shall be posted on these gates.

Any impacts associated with unauthorized activity (e.g., exceeding approved construction
footprints) shall be mitigated at a 5:1 ratio, unless otherwise directed by the ACOE, Regional
Water Boards, State Water Board, and CDFG: restoration of the unauthorized impacts shall be
credited at a 1:1 ratio; the remaining 4:1 (or 4.5:1 in FTHL MA) shall be acquired off site.

The applicant shall identify a qualified Habitat Restoration Specialist to be approved by the CPUC,
BLM, ACOE, Regional Water Boards, State Water Board, CDFG, State Parks (for restoration in
ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service (for alternatives with restoration on National Forest lands).
The Habitat Restoration Specialist shall prepare and implement a Wetland Mitigation Plan to be
approved in writing by the CPUC, BLM, ACOE, Regional Water Boards, State Water Board,
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CDFG, State Parks (for ABDSP mitigation), and USDA Forest Service (for alternatives with
mitigation on National Forest lands). The applicant shall work with the above-listed agencies
until a plan is approved by all. The mitigation of habitat shall be maintained and monitored for
five years after installation, or until established success criteria (specified percent cover of native
and non-native species, species diversity, and species composition as compared with an
undisturbed reference site) are met, to assess progress and identify potential problems with the
mitigation. Maintenance and monitoring in ABDSP shall be for a minimum of five years, even if
established success criteria are met before the end of five years. Remedial action (e.g., additional
planting, weeding, erosion control, use of container stock, supplemental watering, etc.) shall be
taken during the maintenance and monitoring period if necessary to ensure the success of the
mitigation. If the mitigation fails to meet the established performance criteria after the five-year
maintenance and monitoring period, maintenance and monitoring shall extend beyond the five-
year period until the criteria are met or unless otherwise approved by the CPUC, BLM, ACOE,
Regional Water Boards, State Water Board, CDFG, State Parks (for ABDSP restoration), and
USDA Forest Service (for alternatives with restoration on National Forest lands).

A Habitat Management Plan shall be prepared by a biologist approved by the CPUC, BLM,
ACOE, Regional Water Boards, State Water Board, CDFG, State Parks (for mitigation parcels to
be part of ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service (for mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands)
for all acquired off-site mitigation parcels. The Habitat Management Plan must be approved in writing
by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP), and
USDA Forest Service (for mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands) prior to the initiation of
any activities which may impact jurisdictional areas. The applicant shall work with the CPUC,
BLM, Wildlife Agencies, State Parks, and USDA Forest Service until a plan is approved by all.
The Habitat Management Plan shall provide direction for the preservation and in-perpetuity
management of all acquired, off-site mitigation parcels. The Habitat Management Plan shall
include, but shall not be limited to:

e Legal descriptions of all acquired or assured (as defined in Mitigation Measure B-1a)
mitigation parcels approved by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, State Parks (for
mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service (for mitigation
parcels to be National Forest lands)

e Baseline biological data for all mitigation parcels

e Designation of a land management entity approved by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies,
State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service (for
mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands) to provide in-perpetuity management

e A Property Analysis Record prepared by the designated land management entity that
explains the amount of funding required to implement the Habitat Management Plan

e Designation of responsible parties and their roles (e.g., provision of endowment by the
applicant to fund the Habitat Management Plan and implementation of the Habitat Man-
agement Plan by the designated land management entity)

e Management specifications including, but not limited to, regular biological surveys to com-
pare with baseline; exotic, non-native species control; fence/sign replacement or repair,
public education; trash removal; and annual reports to CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies,
State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service (for
mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands).
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Prepare and implement a Weed Control Plan. The applicant shall prepare and implement a
comprehensive, adaptive Weed Control Plan for pre-construction and long-term invasive weed abate-
ment. Where the applicant owns the ROW property, the Weed Control Plan shall include specific
weed abatement methods, practices and treatment timing developed in consultation with the San
Diego County Agriculture Commissioner’s Office and the California Invasive Plant Council
(Cal-IPC), or the tribal government, as appropriate. On the ROW easement lands administered by
public agencies (BLM, USDA Forest Service (for alternatives routes within Cleveland National
Forest lands), Wildlife Agencies, and State Parks (ABDSP) the Weed Control Plan shall incorporate
all appropriate and legal agency-stipulated regulations. The Weed Control Plan shall be submitted
to the ROW land-holding governmental agencies for final authorization of weed control
methods, practices, and timing prior to implementation of the Weed Control Plan on public lands.
ROW easements located on private lands shall include adaptive provisions for the implementation
of the Weed Control Plan. Prior to implementation, the applicant shall work with the landowners
to obtain authorization of the weed control treatment that is required. State Parks shall have review
and approval authority over the Weed Control Plan for ROW within or adjacent to the boundaries of
ABDSP. Developed land shall be excluded from weed control.

The Weed Control Plan shall include the following:

e A pre-construction weed inventory shall be conducted by surveying the entire ROW and
areas immediately adjacent to the ROW (where access and permission can be secured) as
well as at all ancillary facilities associated with the project for weed populations that: (1)
are considered by the San Diego County Agriculture Commissioner or State Parks (for
ROW within or adjacent to ABDSP) as being a priority for control and (2) aid and
promote the spread of wildfires (such as cheatgrass [Bromus tectorum], Saharan mustard
[Brassica tournefortii] and medusa head [Taeniatherum caput-medusae]). These
populations shall be mapped and described according to density and area covered. These
plant species shall be treated (where access and permission can be secured) prior to
construction or at a time when treatments would be most effective based on phenology
according to control methods and practices for invasive weed populations designed in
consultation with the San Diego County Agriculture Commissioner’s Office and Cal-IPC,
or the tribal government, as appropriate.

e A pre-construction weed inventory shall also be conducted by surveying areas that will
be directly impacted by the project for weed populations that are rated High or Moderate
for negative ecological impact in the California Invasive Plant Inventory Database (Cal-
IPC, 2006) or are weed species of concern to State Parks (for ROW within or adjacent to
ABDSP). These plant species shall be treated prior to construction or at a time when
treatments would be most effective based on phenology according to control methods and
practices for invasive weed populations designed in consultation with Cal-IPC and State
Parks (for treatment in ROW within ABDSP).

e Weed control treatments shall include all legally permitted chemical, manual and mechanical
methods applied with the authorization of the San Diego County Agriculture Commis-
sioner and the ROW easement land-holding agencies where appropriate. The application
of herbicides shall be in compliance with all state and federal laws and regulations under
the prescription of a Pest Control Advisor (PCA) and implemented by a Licensed
Qualified Applicator. Where manual and/or mechanical methods are used, disposal of the
plant debris will follow the regulations set by the San Diego County Agriculture Com-
missioner. The timing of the weed control treatment shall be determined for each plant
species in consultation with the PCA, the San Diego County Agriculture Commissioner,
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State Parks (for treatment in ABDSP) and Cal-IPC, or the tribal government, as appropriate,
with the goal of controlling populations before they start producing seeds.

For the lifespan of the project (i.e., as long as the project is physically present), long-term
measures to control the introduction and spread of noxious weeds in the project area shall be
taken as follows.

— From the time construction begins until two years after construction is complete, annual
surveying for new invasive weed populations and the monitoring of identified and
treated populations shall be required in the survey areas described above. After this
time, surveying for new invasive weed populations and monitoring of identified and
treated populations shall be required at an interval of every two years. However, the
treatment of weeds shall occur on a minimum annual basis, unless otherwise approved
by the PCA, the San Diego County Agriculture Commissioner, State Parks (for
treatment in ABDSP) and Cal-IPC.

— During project construction and operation/maintenance, all seeds and straw materials
shall be certified weed free, and all gravel and fill material shall be certified weed free
by the San Diego County Agriculture Commissioner’s Office, or the tribal government,
as appropriate.

— During project construction and operation/maintenance, vehicles and all equipment
shall be washed (including wheels, undercarriages, and bumpers) at an off-site wash-
ing facility (e.g., a car wash or truck wash) immediately before project construction
begins and prior to returning to project construction should equipment be used in a
different construction area. In addition, tools such as chainsaws, hand clippers,
pruners, etc. shall be washed at an off-site washing facility immediately before project
construction begins and prior to returning to project construction should tools be used
in a different construction area. In addition, vehicles, tools, and equipment shall be
washed at an off-site washing facility should these vehicles, tools, and equipment have
been used in an area where invasive plants have been mapped during the pre-
construction weed control inventory and as directed by the biological construction
monitor, prior to entering a project area free of populations of invasive plants (as
determined by the pre-construction weed control inventory). Finally, vehicles, tools,
and equipment used for maintenance shall be washed at an off-site washing facility
immediately before each maintenance event. All washing shall take place where rinse
water is collected and disposed of in either a sanitary sewer or landfill; an effort shall
be made to use wash facilities that use recycled water. A written daily log shall be kept
for all vehicle/equipment/tool washing that states the date, time, location, type of
equipment washed, methods used, and staff present. The log shall include the signa-
ture of a responsible staff member. Logs shall be available to the CPUC, BLM, USDA
Forest Service (for alternative routes within Cleveland National Forest lands), Wildlife
Agencies, State Parks (for weeds in ABDSP), tribal governments (for weeds on tribal
lands), and biological monitor for inspection at any time and shall be submitted to the
CPUC on a monthly basis during construction and submitted annually to the CPUC
during operation/maintenance.

Conduct rare plant surveys, and implement appropriate avoidance/minimization/com-
pensation strategies. A qualified biologist shall survey for special status plants in the spring of a
year with adequate rainfall prior to initiating construction activities in a given area. If a survey
can not be conducted due to inadequate rainfall, then SDG&E shall consult with the Wildlife
Agencies, State Parks (for impacts in ABDSP), and the USFS (for impacts on National Forest
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lands) to determine if construction may begin in the absence of survey data and what mitigation
would be required, or whether construction would not be allowed until such data is collected. A
report of special status plants observed shall be prepared and submitted for approval by the
CPUC, BLM, State Parks (for activities in ABDSP), USDA Forest Service (for alternatives with
activities on National Forest lands), and the Wildlife Agencies prior to activities which may impact
the plant resources.

All special status plant populations shall be staked or flagged by a qualified biologist approved by
the CPUC, BLM, State Parks (for activities in ABDSP), USDA Forest Service (for alternatives
with activities on National Forest lands), and the Wildlife Agencies. All stakes, flagging, or
fencing shall be removed no later than 30 days after construction is complete.

Impacts to federal or State listed plant species shall first be avoided where feasible, and, where not
feasible, impacts shall be compensated through salvage and relocation (salvage and relocation for
plants in ABDSP shall be determined in consultation with, and approval of, State Parks) via a
restoration program and/or off-site acquisition and preservation of habitat containing the plant at
a 2:1 ratio. Avoidance may not be feasible due to physical or safety constraints. The CPUC,
BLM, State Parks (for activities in ABDSP), USDA Forest Service (for alternatives with
activities on National Forest lands), and the Wildlife Agencies shall decide whether the applicant
can restore rare plant populations or shall acquire habitat with rare plant populations off site
(locations to be approved by the CPUC, BLM, State Parks [for activities in ABDSP], USDA
Forest Service [for alternatives with activities on National Forest lands], and the Wildlife
Agencies). A qualified biologist shall prepare a Restoration Plan that shall indicate where
restoration would take place. The restoration plan shall also identify the goals of the restoration,
responsible parties, methods of restoration implementation, maintenance and monitoring
requirements, final success criteria, and contingency measures. The applicant shall work with the
CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, State Parks, and USDA Forest Service (for alternatives with
restoration on National Forest lands) until a plan is approved by all.

Impacts to moderately sensitive plant species (i.e., BLM Sensitive, USDA Forest Service Sensitive,
CNPS List 1 and 2 species) shall first be avoided where feasible, and, where not feasible, impacts
shall be compensated through reseeding (with locally collected seed stock) or relocation to
temporarily disturbed areas (reseeding and relocation of plants in ABDSP shall be determined in
consultation with, and approval of, State Parks). Avoidance may not be feasible due to physical or
safety constraints. Mitigation Measure B-1a would also provide habitat-based mitigation for these
impacts.

Where reseeding or salvage and relocation is required, the applicant shall identify a qualified Habitat
Restoration Specialist to be approved by the CPUC, BLM, State Parks (for restoration in
ABDSP), USDA Forest Service (for alternatives with restoration on National Forest lands), and
the Wildlife Agencies. The Habitat Restoration Specialist shall prepare and implement a
Restoration Plan for reseeding or salvaging and relocating special status plant species to be
approved by the CPUC, BLM, State Parks (for restoration in ABDSP), USDA Forest Service (for
alternatives with restoration on National Forest lands), and the Wildlife Agencies in writing prior
to impacting the plant resources. The applicant shall work with the above-listed agencies until a
plan is approved by all. The reseeding or relocation of plants shall be maintained and monitored
for five years after installation, or until established success criteria are met, to assess progress and
identify potential problems with the mitigation. The reseeding or relocation of plants in ABDSP
shall be maintained and monitored for a minimum of five years, even if established success
criteria are met before the end of five years. Remedial action (e.g., additional seeding, weeding,
erosion control, use of container stock, supplemental watering, etc.) shall be taken during the
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maintenance and monitoring period if necessary to ensure the success of the restoration. If the
restoration fails to meet the established performance criteria after the five-year maintenance and
monitoring period, maintenance and monitoring shall extend beyond the five-year period until the
criteria are met or unless otherwise approved by the CPUC, BLM, State Parks (for restoration in
ABDSP), USDA Forest Service (for alternatives with restoration on National Forest lands), and
the Wildlife Agencies.

A Habitat Management Plan for any required, off-site mitigation shall be prepared by a biologist
approved by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of
ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service (for mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands). The
Habitat Management Plan must be approved in writing by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies,
State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service (for mitigation
parcels to be National Forest lands) prior to the initiation of any activities which may impact
special status plant resources. The applicant shall work with the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies,
State Parks, and USDA Forest Service until a plan is approved by all. The Habitat Management
Plan shall provide direction for the preservation and in-perpetuity management of all acquired
off-site mitigation parcels. The Habitat Management Plan shall include, but shall not be limited
to:

e Legal descriptions of all acquired or assured (as defined in Mitigation Measure B-1a) off-
site mitigation parcels approved by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, State Parks (for
mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service (for mitigation
parcels to be National Forest lands)

e Baseline biological data for all mitigation parcels

e Designation of a land management entity approved by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies,
State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service (for
mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands) to provide in-perpetuity management

e A Property Analysis Record prepared by the designated land management entity that explains
the amount of funding required to implement the Habitat Management Plan

e Designation of responsible parties and their roles (e.g., provision of endowment by the
applicant to fund the Habitat Management Plan and implementation of the Habitat Man-
agement Plan by the designated land management entity)

e Management specifications including, but not limited to, regular biological surveys to
compare with baseline; exotic, non-native species control; fence/sign replacement or repair,
public education; trash removal; and annual reports to CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies,
State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service (for
mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands).

Cover all steep-walled trenches or excavations used during construction to prevent the
entrapment of wildlife (e.g., reptiles and small mammals). BIO-APM-14 shall be modified to
ensure that all steep-walled trenches or excavations used during construction shall be covered at
all times except when being actively utilized. If the trenches or excavations cannot be covered,
exclusion fencing (i.e., silt fencing) shall be installed around the trench or excavation, or it shall
be covered to prevent entrapment of wildlife. Open trenches, or other excavations that could
entrap wildlife shall be inspected by the qualified biologist (see Mitigation Measure B-1c¢) a
minimum of three times per day and immediately before backfilling. Furthermore, employees and
contractors shall look under vehicles and equipment for the presence of wildlife before
movement. If wildlife is observed, no vehicles or equipment would be moved until the animal has
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left voluntarily or is removed by the qualified biologist. Should a dead or injured listed species be
found in a trench or excavation or anywhere in the construction zone or along an access road, the
qualified biologist shall contact the CPUC, BLM, State Parks (for activities in ABDSP), USDA
Forest Service (for alternatives with activities on National Forest lands), and the Wildlife
Agencies within 48 hours of the finding. The qualified biologist shall report the species found, the
location of the finding, the cause of death (if known), and shall submit a photograph and any
other pertinent information.

Implement avoidance/mitigation/compensation according to the Flat-Tailed Horned Lizard
Rangewide Management Strategy. Mitigation for impacts to the FTHL shall follow all
applicable measures in the Flat-Tailed Horned Lizard Rangewide Management Strategy (Flat-
Tailed Horned Lizard Interagency Coordinating Committee, 2003). This mitigation includes, but
is not limited to, locating impacts outside of MAs, delineating work limits, using existing roads,
biological monitoring, and worker education.

According to the Flat-Tailed Horned Lizard Rangewide Management Strategy (Flat-Tailed
Horned Lizard Interagency Coordinating Committee, 2003), compensation for FTHL habitat
impacts could involve purchase of FTHL habitat and/or monetary compensation as determined by
the Flat-Tailed Horned Lizard Interagency Coordinating Committee. Impacts shall be mitigated at
a 1:1 ratio for habitat outside a MA. Furthermore, mitigation inside a MA shall be at a 3.5:1 ratio
for temporary impacts (2.5:1 for disturbed habitat, developed land, or agriculture) and a 5.5:1 ratio
for permanent impacts (4.5:1 for disturbed habitat, developed land, or agriculture). For the Project,
the required mitigation for FTHL impacts (if off-site acquisition is the method of compensation)
is 403.48 acres. On-site restoration requirements for the Project would be 232.84 acres. Any
FTHL habitat acquired shall be approved by the Flat-Tailed Horned Lizard Interagency
Coordinating Committee, CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, and State Parks (for land in ABDSP).

A Habitat Management Plan shall be prepared by a biologist approved by the Flat-Tailed Horned
Lizard Interagency Coordinating Committee, CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, and State Parks
(for land in ABDSP) for all acquired FTHL habitat. The Habitat Management Plan must be
approved in writing by the Flat-Tailed Horned Lizard Interagency Coordinating Committee,
CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, and State Parks (for land in ABDSP) prior to the initiation of
any activities which may impact (directly or indirectly) the FTHL or its habitat. The applicant
shall work with the Flat-Tailed Horned Lizard Interagency Coordinating Committee, CPUC,
BLM, Wildlife Agencies, and State Parks until a plan is approved by all. The Habitat
Management Plan shall provide direction for the preservation and in-perpetuity management of
all acquired FTHL habitat. The Habitat Management Plan shall include, but shall not be limited
to:

e Legal descriptions of all acquired or assured (as defined in Mitigation Measure B-1a)
FTHL habitat approved by the Flat-Tailed Horned Lizard Interagency Coordinating
Committee, CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, and State Parks (for mitigation parcels to
be part of ABDSP)

e Baseline biological data for all acquired FTHL habitat

e Designation of a land management entity approved by the Flat-Tailed Horned Lizard
Interagency Coordinating Committee, CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, and State Parks
(for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP) to provide in-perpetuity management

e A Property Analysis Record prepared by the designated land management entity that
explains the amount of funding required to implement the Habitat Management Plan
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e Designation of responsible parties and their roles (e.g., provision of endowment by the
applicant to fund the Habitat Management Plan and implementation of the Habitat Man-
agement Plan by the designated land management entity)

e Management specifications including, but not limited to, regular biological surveys to
compare with baseline exotic, non-native species control fence/sign replacement or
repair, public education trash removal and annual reports to Flat-Tailed Horned Lizard
Interagency Coordinating Committee, CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, and State Parks
(for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP).

Minimize impacts to Peninsular bighorn sheep and provide compensation for loss of critical
habitat. With regard to timing of activities, construction and maintenance activities (including
the use of helicopters) in bighorn sheep critical habitat shall be limited to outside the lambing
season and the period of greatest water need, or a minimum ceiling of 1,500 feet for helicopter
flights shall be maintained. The lambing season is January 1 through June 30. The period of
greatest water need is May through September. Construction and maintenance activities in PBS
critical habitat may occur during the lambing season and/or period of greatest water need if prior
approval is obtained from the Wildlife Agencies.

To help reconnect PBS subpopulations and at least partially offset impacts to the overall popu-
lation of PBS caused by the project, the applicant shall:

e fund the design and construction of an overpass (for sheep) or tunnel (for vehicles) to
facilitate PBS movement across a highway at a location determined by the USFWS (in
coordination with State Parks and CDFG). Tunnel or overpass design must be approved
by the Wildlife Agencies.

e fund removal of tamarisk and fences for the life of the project, and install and maintain
water sources at locations determined by the USFWS (in coordination with State Parks
and CDFG)

e fund a minimum 10-year-long program to monitor the effects of the project on PBS beha-
vior, movements, and dispersal in the project corridor (ten years is needed to measure the
influence of the project while factoring in rainfall cycles, vegetative productivity, and
drought). This program would be implemented by the Wildlife Agencies and State Parks
following construction.

Furthermore, the applicant shall provide compensation for direct loss of critical habitat at a 5:1
ratio for permanent impacts and at a 3:1 ratio (including a combination of on-site restoration and
off-site purchase) for temporary impacts with PBS critical habitat or other habitat acceptable to the
Wildlife Agencies, BLM, and State Parks (for critical habitat in ABDSP). Impacts to PBS critical
habitat must be mitigated within the same Critical Habitat Unit where the impacts occurred. For
the Project, the required mitigation for PBS impacts includes off-site purchase of 525.71 acres
and on-site restoration of 111.81 acres. The determination of impact acreage shall be based on the
definition of critical habitat in effect as of the time of publication of the Final EIR/EIS.

A Habitat Management Plan shall be prepared by a biologist approved by the CPUC, BLM,
Wildlife Agencies, and State Parks for all acquired PBS habitat. The Habitat Management Plan
must be approved in writing by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, and State Parks (for land in
ABDSP) prior to the initiation of any activities which may impact (directly or indirectly) PBS or
its habitat. The applicant shall work with the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, and State Parks
until a plan is approved by all. The Habitat Management Plan shall provide direction for the
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preservation and in-perpetuity management of all acquired PBS habitat. The Habitat Management
Plan shall include, but shall not be limited to:

e Legal descriptions of all acquired or assured (as defined in Mitigation Measure B-1a)
PBS habitat approved by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, and State Parks (for
mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP)

e Baseline biological data for all acquired PBS habitat

e Designation of a land management entity approved by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies,
and State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP) to provide in-perpetuity
management

e A Property Analysis Record prepared by the designated land management entity that explains
the amount of funding required to implement the Habitat Management Plan

e Designation of responsible parties and their roles (e.g., provision of endowment by the
applicant to fund the Habitat Management Plan and implementation of the Habitat Man-
agement Plan by the designated land management entity)

e Management specifications including, but not limited to, regular biological surveys to com-
pare with baseline; exotic, non-native species control; fence/sign replacement or repair,
public education; trash removal; and annual reports to CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies,
and State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP).

Conduct burrowing owl surveys, and implement appropriate avoidance/minimization/
compensation strategies. A survey shall be conducted within 30 days prior to the initiation of
construction by a qualified biologist to determine the presence or absence of the burrowing owl in
the construction zone plus 250 feet beyond. In addition, the burrowing owl shall be looked for
opportunistically as part of other surveys and monitoring required during project construction. If
the burrowing owl is absent, then no mitigation is required.

If the burrowing owl is present, no disturbance shall occur within 50 meters (approximately
160 ft) of occupied burrows from September 1 through January 31 or within 75 meters (approx-
imately 250 ft) of occupied burrows from February 1 through August 31 (CDFG, 1995).

During construction, any pipe or similar construction material that is stored on site for one or
more nights shall be inspected for burrowing owls by a qualified biologist before the material is
moved, buried, or capped.

Passive relocation of owls shall be implemented prior to construction only at the direction of the
CDFG and only if the above-described occupied burrow disturbance absolutely cannot be avoided
(e.g., due to physical or safety constraints). Relocation of owls shall only be implemented during
the non-breeding season (September 1 through January 31; CDFG, 1995). Passive relocation is
defined as encouraging owls to move from occupied burrows to alternate natural or artificial
burrows that are beyond 50 meters from the impact zone and that are within or contiguous to a
minimum of 6.5 acres of preserved (or acquired and preserved if not already preserved) foraging
habitat for each relocated owl (single owl or owl pair). Passive relocation is accomplished by first
creating two artificial burrows in contiguous, preserved foraging habitat (if no natural burrows
exist) for each occupied burrow that would be impacted; and second, installing one-way doors on
occupied burrow entrances so owls can leave the burrow but not re-enter it. Following passive
relocation, the area of impact and the preserved foraging habitat with alternate burrows are
surveyed daily for one week to confirm owl use of alternate burrows before excavation of
burrows in the impact zone. All passive relocation shall be conducted by a biologist approved by
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the CDFG. If the alternate burrows are not used by the relocated owls, then the applicant shall
work with the CDFG to provide alternate mitigation for burrowing owls. If the alternate burrows
are used, no other mitigation shall be required.

If it is not possible to preserve contiguous habitat on which to provide alternate burrows (e.g., on
private land), and occupied owl burrows would be directly impacted, then the owls shall be
passively relocated without the creation of alternate burrows prior to construction (relocation
should only be implemented during the non-breeding season [September 1 through January 31]).
The loss of occupied owl habitat shall be mitigated by acquiring and preserving other occupied
habitat elsewhere (as explained below) per the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation
(CDFG, 1995) and the Burrowing Owl Survey Protocol and Mitigation Guidelines (The
Burrowing Owl Consortium, 1993), or as otherwise determined in consultation with the CDFG.

Impacted occupied habitat shall be mitigated by 1) acquiring and preserving occupied habitat at a
rate of 1.5 times 6.5 acres (or 9.75 acres) per pair or single bird impacted, or 2) acquiring and
preserving unoccupied habitat contiguous with currently occupied habitat at a rate of two times
6.5 acres (or 13 acres) per pair or single bird impacted, or 3) acquiring and preserving suitable
unoccupied habitat at a rate of three times 6.5 acres (or 19.5 acres) per pair or single bird
impacted. All acquired habitat shall be acceptable to the CDFG and shall be protected and
managed for the burrowing owl in perpetuity.

The survey required within 30 days prior to the initiation of construction will determine the
presence or absence of the burrowing owl in the construction zone plus 250 feet beyond and
whether or not the mitigation needs to be revised.

A Habitat Management Plan shall be prepared by a biologist approved by the CPUC, BLM,
CDFG, and State Parks (for land in ABDSP) for all acquired burrowing owl habitat. The Habitat
Management Plan must be approved in writing by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, and State
Parks (for land in ABDSP) prior to the initiation of any activities which may impact (directly or
indirectly) the burrowing owl or its habitat. The applicant shall work with the CPUC, BLM,
Wildlife Agencies, and State Parks until a plan is approved by all. The Habitat Management Plan
shall provide direction for the preservation and in-perpetuity management of all acquired
burrowing owl habitat. The Habitat Management Plan shall include, but shall not be limited to:

e Legal descriptions of all acquired or assured (as defined in Mitigation Measure B-1a)
burrowing owl habitat approved by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, and State Parks
(for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP)

e Baseline biological data for all acquired burrowing owl habitat

e Designation of a land management entity approved by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies,
and State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP) to provide in-perpetuity
management

e A Property Analysis Record prepared by the designated land management entity that explains
the amount of funding required to implement the Habitat Management Plan

e Designation of responsible parties and their roles (e.g., provision of endowment by the
applicant to fund the Habitat Management Plan and implementation of the Habitat Man-
agement Plan by the designated land management entity)

e Management specifications including, but not limited to, regular biological surveys to com-
pare with baseline; exotic, non-native species control; fence/sign replacement or repair,
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public education; trash removal; and annual reports to CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies,
and State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP).

Conduct least Bell’s vireo and southwestern willow flycatcher surveys, and implement
appropriate avoidance/minimization/compensation strategies. All grading or brushing taking
place within riparian habitats of the least Bell’s vireo or southwestern willow flycatcher during
construction shall be conducted from September 16 (October 1 in ABDSP) through March 14,
which is outside the least Bell’s vireo and southwestern willow flycatcher breeding seasons.

When conducting all other construction activities during the breeding season of March 15 through
September 15 (September 30 in ABDSP) within 500 feet (USFWS, 2007b) of habitat in which
least Bell’s vireos and/or southwestern willow flycatchers are known to occur or have potential to
occur, a biologist permitted by the USFWS shall survey for least Bell’s vireos and southwestern
willow flycatchers within 10 calendar days prior to initiating activities in an area. The results of
the survey shall be submitted to the Wildlife Agencies for review and approval prior to initiating
any construction activities.

If least Bell’s vireos or southwestern willow flycatchers are present, a permitted biologist shall
survey for nesting vireos and flycatchers approximately once per week within 500 feet of the
construction area (USFWS, 2007b), for the duration of the activity in that area during the
breeding season.

If/when an active nest is located, a 300-foot no-construction buffer zone (USFWS, 2007b) shall
be established around each nest site; however, there may be a reduction of this buffer zone
depending on site-specific conditions or the existing ambient level of activity. The Applicant shall
contact Wildlife Agencies to determine the appropriate buffer zone. No construction shall take
place within this buffer until the nest is no longer active unless there are physical or safety
constraints. If construction must take place within the buffer, a qualified acoustician shall monitor
noise as construction approaches the edge of the occupied vireo/flycatcher habitat as directed by
the permitted biologist. If the noise meets or exceeds the 60 dB(A) Leq threshold, or if the
biologist determines that the activities in general are disturbing the nesting activities, the biologist
shall have the authority to halt construction and shall consult with the Wildlife Agencies, State
Parks (for activities in ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service (for activities on National Forest
lands) to devise methods to reduce the noise and/or disturbance. This may include methods
such as, but not limited to, turning off vehicle engines and other equipment whenever possible to
reduce noise, installing a protective noise barrier between the nesting birds and the activities, and
working in other areas until the young have fledged. The permitted biologist shall monitor the nest
daily until either activities are no longer within 300 feet of the nest, or the fledglings become
independent of their nest.

Mitigation for the loss of least Bell’s vireo- or southwestern willow flycatcher-occupied habitat (or
designated critical habitat for the flycatcher) shall be implemented as follows. Permanent impacts
to occupied habitat and/or designated critical habitat shall include off-site acquisition and
preservation of occupied habitat or designated critical habitat at a 3:1 ratio. Temporary impacts to
occupied habitat or designated critical habitat shall include 1:1 on-site restoration and 2:1 off-site
acquisition and preservation of occupied habitat and/or designated critical habitat. Impacts to
least Bell’s vireo or southwestern willow flycatcher critical habitat must be mitigated within the
same Critical Habitat Unit where the impacts occurred.

For the Project, the required mitigation for least Bell’s vireo occupied habitat is on-site
restoration of 13.5 acres and off-site acquisition and preservation of 52.8 acres of least Bell’s vireo
occupied habitat. For the Project, the required mitigation for southwestern willow flycatcher occupied
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habitat is on-site restoration of 33.14 acres and off-site acquisition and preservation of 68.41 acres
of southwestern willow flycatcher occupied habitat If a USFWS protocol, pre-construction
survey, conducted in an area where presence of the vireo or flycatcher was assumed in this
analysis (see Appendix 8B) determines that the species is absent, then the mitigation shall be
reduced accordingly. Any acquired habitat shall be approved by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife
Agencies, State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service
(for mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands).

A Habitat Management Plan for any required, off-site mitigation shall be prepared by a biologist
approved by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of
ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service (for mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands). The
Habitat Management Plan must be approved in writing by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies,
State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service (for mitigation
parcels to be National Forest lands) prior to the initiation of any activities which may impact
(directly or indirectly) the least Bell’s vireo or southwestern willow flycatcher or its habitat. The
applicant shall work with the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, State Parks, and USDA Forest
Service until a plan is approved by all. The Habitat Management Plan shall provide direction for
the preservation and in-perpetuity management of all acquired vireo or flycatcher habitat. The
Habitat Management Plan shall include, but shall not be limited to:

e Legal descriptions of all acquired or assured (as defined in Mitigation Measure B-1a)
least Bell’s vireo or southwestern willow flycatcher habitat approved by the CPUC,
BLM, Wildlife Agencies, State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP), and
USDA Forest Service (for mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands)

e Baseline biological data for all least Bell’s vireo or southwestern willow flycatcher
habitat

e Designation of a land management entity approved by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies,
State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service (for
mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands) to provide in-perpetuity management

e A Property Analysis Record prepared by the designated land management entity that
explains the amount of funding required to implement the Habitat Management Plan

e Designation of responsible parties and their roles (e.g., provision of endowment by the
applicant to fund the Habitat Management Plan and implementation of the Habitat Man-
agement Plan by the designated land management entity)

e Management specifications including, but not limited to, regular biological surveys to
compare with baseline; exotic, non-native species control; fence/sign replacement or
repair, public education; trash removal; and annual reports to CPUC, BLM, Wildlife
Agencies, State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP), and USDA Forest
Service (for mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands).

Implement appropriate avoidance/minimization strategies for eagle nests. No construction or
maintenance activities shall occur within 4,000 feet of an eagle nest during the eagle breeding
season (December through June).

Conduct Quino checkerspot butterfly surveys, and implement appropriate avoidance/
minimization/compensation strategies. A biologist permitted by the USFWS shall determine
suitable habitat areas (i.e., non-excluded areas per the 2002 USFWS protocol; USFWS, 2002b)
within any designated USFWS QCB survey area (e.g., Survey Area 2) that would be impacted by
project construction.
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A pre-construction, USFWS protocol presence/absence survey for the adult QCB shall be
conducted within all suitable habitat for this species in the construction zone within any
designated USFWS QCB survey area. The survey shall be conducted in a year where the QCB is
readily observed at USFWS QCB-monitored reference sites to determine what areas are occupied
by the QCB (i.e., any suitable habitat within 1 km of a current QCB sighting is considered
occupied) and what areas are not occupied. The USFWS permitted biologist shall record the
precise locations of QCB larval host plants within the construction zone (and 10 meters beyond)
using GPS technology.

If the protocol pre-construction survey is conclusive for determining absence of the QCB, then
areas without the butterfly would not require mitigation.

If the protocol pre-construction survey is not conclusive for determining QCB absence (due to
limited detectability per the 2002 protocol, for example), or if a survey is not conducted, then all
suitable habitat areas would be considered potentially occupied and would require mitigation as
follows. If construction occurs outside the larvae and adult activity season (June 1 through
October 15) and stays at least 10 meters away from all host plant locations, then no mitigation is
required (USFWS, 2007d). If construction occurs between October 16 and May 31 or within 10
meters of host plant locations, or within designated critical habitat, then (1) temporary impacts to
the habitat shall be mitigated through on-site restoration of temporarily disturbed areas and off-
site acquisition and preservation of an equal sized area of QCB-occupied habitat (a 2:1 mitigation
ratio) and (2) permanent impacts shall be mitigated through off-site acquisition and preservation
of QCB-occupied habitat (or QCB-designated critical habitat for impacts to designated critical
habitat) at a 2:1 ratio (i.e., two acres acquired for each acre lost). Any acquired habitat shall be
approved by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, State Parks (for mitigation land to be part of
ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service (for mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands). A
USFWS permitted biologist shall be present during all construction activities in potentially
occupied habitat to monitor and assist the construction crews to ensure impacts occur only as allowed.
This same mitigation shall apply where the protocol pre-construction survey was conclusive for
determining that the QCB is present and where construction would occur in designated critical
habitat. Impacts to QCB critical habitat must be mitigated within the same Critical Habitat Unit
where the impacts occurred.

For the Project, the required mitigation for impacts to designated critical habitat includes 55.7
acres of onsite restoration and 94.12 acres of offsite acquisition and preservation of acres of QCB
critical habitat or other habitat acceptable to Wildlife Agencies, BLM, or other applicable
agencies. Impacts to QCB critical habitat must be mitigated within the same Critical Habitat Unit
where the impacts occurred.

If host plant mapping is not possible during the pre-construction survey (e.g., drought prevents
plant germination), then all suitable habitat (i.e., non-excluded habitat per the 2002 protocol) shall
be considered occupied by the QCB and mitigated under the assumption that the QCB is present.

A Habitat Management Plan for any required, off-site mitigation shall be prepared by a biologist
approved by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of
ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service (for mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands). The
Habitat Management Plan must be approved in writing by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies,
State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service (for
mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands) prior to the initiation of any activities which may
impact (directly or indirectly) the QCB or its habitat. The applicant shall work with the CPUC,
BLM, Wildlife Agencies, State Parks, and USDA Forest Service until a plan is approved by all.
The Habitat Management Plan shall provide direction for the preservation and in-perpetuity
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management of all acquired QCB habitat. The Habitat Management Plan shall include, but shall
not be limited to:

e Legal descriptions of all acquired or assured (as defined in Mitigation Measure B-1a)
QCB habitat approved by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, State Parks (for
mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service (for mitigation
parcels to be National Forest lands)

e Baseline biological data for all QCB habitat

e Designation of a land management entity approved by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies,
State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP), and USDA Forest Service (for
mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands) to provide in-perpetuity management

e A Property Analysis Record prepared by the designated land management entity that
explains the amount of funding required to implement the Habitat Management Plan

e Designation of responsible parties and their roles (e.g., provision of endowment by the
applicant to fund the Habitat Management Plan and implementation of the Habitat Man-
agement Plan by the designated land management entity)

e Management specifications including, but not limited to, regular biological surveys to
compare with baseline; exotic, non-native species control; fence/sign replacement or
repair, public education; trash removal; and annual reports to CPUC, BLM, Wildlife
Agencies, State Parks (for mitigation parcels to be part of ABDSP), and USDA Forest
Service (for mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands).

Conduct arroyo toad surveys, and implement appropriate avoidance/minimization/com-
pensation strategies. A pre-construction, USFWS protocol survey shall be conducted for the toad in
the construction zone (by a biologist permitted by the USFWS to handle the toad), where absence
of the species has not been proven, to conclusively define the impacts to occupied habitat. In the
absence of this survey data, the mitigation acreages required below shall stand. Where the pre-
construction survey determines the species is absent, the mitigation shall be reduced accordingly.

The removal of toad riparian breeding habitat shall occur from October through December to
minimize potential impacts to breeding adults (including potential sedimentation impacts to toad
eggs) and dispersing juveniles.

Where the toad is present (or assumed to be present if no pre-construction survey is conducted),
the construction zone shall be fenced with exclusion fencing to prevent toad access to it. The
fencing shall be a silt-screen type barrier comprised of a minimum 24-inch high fence with the
remainder (minimum 12 inches) anchored firmly against the ground. The fence may be buried if
necessary to exclude toad access. The fence locations shall be identified by a USFWS permitted
biologist and adjusted as necessary. Exclusion fencing shall be monitored daily by a qualified
biologist (see Mitigation Measure B-1c) and maintained in its original condition by construction
personnel for the entire length of the construction period in toad habitat.

Pre- and post-exclusion fencing surveys within the construction zone shall be conducted for
arroyo toads by a biologist permitted by the USFWS to handle the toad. Prior to construction
commencement, a minimum of three surveys shall be conducted by this biologist following
installation of the fencing and prior to construction activities. One of these clearance surveys
must take place no more than 24 hours prior to activity commencement. These surveys shall be
conducted during appropriate climatic conditions and during the appropriate time of day or night
to maximize the likelihood of encountering arroyo toads. If conditions are not appropriate for
arroyo toad movement during surveys, the biologist may attempt to elicit a response from the
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toads during nights (i.e., at least one hour after sunset), provided that temperatures are above
50°F, by spraying the project area with water to simulate a rain event. After the three clearance
surveys outlined above have been completed, daily surveys shall be conducted each morning
prior to the continuation of construction or maintenance activity. Any toads found shall be
relocated to appropriate similar habitat outside project impact areas.

Mitigation for the loss of arroyo toad-occupied habitat shall be implemented as follows. Per-
manent impacts to occupied, arroyo toad breeding habitat shall include off-site acquisition and
preservation of occupied arroyo toad breeding habitat at a 3:1 ratio. Permanent impacts to
occupied, upland burrowing habitat shall include off-site acquisition and preservation of
occupied, upland burrowing habitat at a 2:1 ratio. Temporary impacts to occupied breeding
habitat shall include 1:1 on-site restoration and 2:1 off-site acquisition and preservation of
occupied breeding habitat. Temporary impacts to occupied, upland burrowing habitat shall
include 1:1 on-site restoration and 1:1 off-site acquisition and preservation of occupied, upland
burrowing habitat. For the Proposed Project, the required mitigation for arroyo toad occupied
habitat includes 150.69 acres of on-site restoration and 216.18 acres of off-site acquisition and
preservation of occupied toad habitat consisting of 0.6 acres of breeding habitat and 215.58 acres
of upland burrowing habitat. Any acquired arroyo toad habitat shall be approved by the CPUC,
BLM, Wildlife Agencies, and USDA Forest Service (for mitigation parcels to be National Forest
lands).

A Habitat Management Plan for any required, off-site mitigation shall be prepared by a biologist
approved by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, and USDA Forest Service (for mitigation
parcels to be National Forest lands). The Habitat Management Plan must be approved in writing
by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, and USDA Forest Service (for mitigation parcels to be
National Forest lands) prior to the initiation of any activities which may impact (directly or
indirectly) the arroyo toad or its habitat. The applicant shall work with the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife
Agencies, and USDA Forest Service until a plan is approved by all. The Habitat Management
Plan shall provide direction for the preservation and in-perpetuity management of all acquired
arroyo toad habitat. The Habitat Management Plan shall include, but shall not be limited to:

e Legal descriptions of all acquired or assured (as defined in Mitigation Measure B-1a) arroyo
toad habitat approved by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies, and USDA Forest Service
(for mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands)

e Baseline biological data for all arroyo toad habitat

e Designation of a land management entity approved by the CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies,
and USDA Forest Service (for mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands) to provide
in-perpetuity management

e A Property Analysis Record prepared by the designated land management entity that
explains the amount of funding required to implement the Habitat Management Plan

e Designation of responsible parties and their roles (e.g., provision of endowment by the
applicant to fund the Habitat Management Plan and implementation of the Habitat Man-
agement Plan by the designated land management entity)

e Management specifications including, but not limited to, regular biological surveys to com-
pare with baseline; exotic, non-native species control; fence/sign replacement or repair,
public education; trash removal; and annual reports to CPUC, BLM, Wildlife Agencies,
and USDA Forest Service (for mitigation parcels to be National Forest lands).

B-71  Conduct coastal California gnatcatcher surveys, and implement appropriate avoidance/min-
imization/compensation strategies. All brushing or grading taking place within occupied habitat of
the coastal California gnatcatcher (defined as within 500 feet of any gnatcatcher sightings [USFWS,
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2007b]) during construction shall be conducted from September 1 through February 14, which is
outside the coastal California gnatcatcher breeding season.

When conducting all other construction activities during the coastal California gnatcatcher
breeding season of February 15 through August 30, within habitat in which coastal California
gnatcatchers are known to occur or have potential to occur, the following avoidance measures
shall apply.

A USFWS permitted biologist shall survey for coastal California gnatcatchers within 10 calendar
days prior to initiating activities in an area. The results of the survey shall be submitted to the
Wildlife Agencies for review and approval prior to initiating any construction activities. If coastal
California gnatcatchers are present, but not nesting, a USFWS permitted biologist shall survey for
nesting coastal California gnatcatchers approximately once per week within 500 feet of the
construction area for the duration of the activity in that area during the breeding season.

If/when an active nest is located, a 300-foot no-construction buffer (USFWS, 2007b) shall be
established around each nest site; however, there may be a reduction of this buffer zone
depending on site-specific conditions or the existing ambient level of activity. The applicant shall
contact Wildlife Agencies to determine the appropriate buffer zone. To the extent feasible, no
construction shall take place within this buffer until the nest is no longer active. However, if
construction must take place within the 300-foot buffer, a qualified acoustician shall monitor noise as
construction approaches the edge of the occupied gnatcatcher habitat as directed by the permitted
biologist. If the noise meets or exceeds the 60 dB(A) Leq threshold, or if the biologist determines
that the activities in general are disturbing the nesting activities, the biologist shall have the
authority to halt construction and shall consult with the Wildlife Agencies to devise me