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1.0 OVERVIEW OF NEPA/CEQA SCOPING PROCESS
1.1 Introduction

Ocotillo Express, LLC has applied to the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) for a right-of-way
(ROW) on public lands to construct a wind energy facility approximately five miles west of the
community of Ocotillo (30 miles west of EI Centro). The project would generate approximately
474 megawatts (MW) of wind energy on a 15,000-acre (23.4-square-mile) project site. Most of
the proposed site consists of lands administered by BLM and subject to the California Desert
Conservation Area (CDCA) Plan. Authorization of the ROW by BLM would require an
amendment of the CDCA Plan. A small portion of the site lies on private land under the
jurisdiction of Imperial County. Thus, Ocotillo Express, LLC has also applied for a Conditional
Use Permit from the County of Imperial.

This public scoping report documents the BLM’s and County’s NEPA and CEQA scoping
process and the comments received for the proposed project. Specifically, this report describes
the scoping activities and summarizes the written and verbal comments received on the BLM’s
Notice of Intent (NOI) and County’s Notice of Preparation (NOP) and comments received at the
joint public scoping meetings held for the project. This report serves as an information source to
the BLM and County in its determination of the range of issues and alternatives to be addressed
in the joint Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)/Environmental Impact Report (EIR). The
County and BLM will use the comments received during the scoping period to:

1) Identify key issues to focus the analysis

2) Identify reasonable alternatives for analysis

3) Present environmental impacts of the project and alternatives
4) ldentify ways to avoid or reduce environmental impacts

5) Inform the agency decision-making process.

1.2 Summary of NEPA/CEQA Scoping Process

The NEPA/CEQA scoping process provides government agencies, public and private
organizations, and the general public the opportunity to identify environmental issues and
alternatives for consideration in the EIS/EIR. The scoping process and results are an initial step
in the NEPA/CEQA process.

To comply with NEPA (40 CFR 1501.7), the BLM published the NOI in the Federal Register to
prepare an EIS for the Ocotillo Express Wind Energy project (FR Vol. 75, No. 238, page 77654,
December 13, 2010). The NOI serves as the official legal notice that a federal agency is
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commencing preparation of an EIS. The Federal Register serves as the U.S. Government’s official
noticing and reporting publication. The NOI initiates the public scoping period for the EIS,
provides information about the proposed project, and serves as an invitation for other federal
agencies granted cooperating agency status to provide comments on the scope and content of the
EIS.

As required by CEQA Guidelines 815082 (14 CCR 15000 et seq.), the California State Clearing
House issued an NOP on December 21, 2010, that summarized the Ocotillo Express Wind Energy
project and stated its intention to prepare a joint EIS/EIR, and requested comments from interested
parties. The NOP is included as Appendix A-1 and the NOI is included as Appendix A-2.

There were 72 public notices sent to stakeholders, including 15 copies to the state clearinghouse;
39 to federal, state, and local agencies and organizations; 7 to local libraries; and 11 to Native
American groups. The public notice, included as Appendix B-1, ran in the Imperial Valley Press
on December 21, 2010, and was sent to the general distribution list of all those identified as
property owners within a 5-mile radius of the proposed project site. BLM issued a press release,
included as Appendix B-2, regarding the NOI on December 16, 2010.

The NOI and press release were also made available to the public on BLM’s website for the
Ocaotillo Express Wind Energy project at:

http://www.blm.gov/ca/st/en/fo/elcentro/nepa/ocotillo_express_wind.html

During the NOP/NOI comment period, the County and BLM held two public scoping meetings
on January 5, and January 6, 2011, in the Imperial County Board Room (940 Main Street,
Suite 211, El Centro, California 92243) and Ocotillo Community Center (266 West Imperial
Highway, Ocaotillo, California 92259) respectfully.

The scoping meetings provided the public and government agencies the opportunity to receive
information on the NEPA/CEQA process and on the proposed project and to provide verbal and
written comments. Approximately 70 and 100 persons attended the scoping meetings in
El Centro and Ocotillo, respectively, including representatives from local and state agencies,
organizations, and private citizens.

Project fact sheets and comment cards were provided as handouts at the public scoping meetings
(Appendix A). Additional materials provided to the public at the scoping meetings are contained
within Appendix C and include the following:

1) Appendix C-1 — Project Fact Sheet
2) Appendix C-2 — Written Comment Card
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3) Appendix C-3 — Speaker Registration Cards
4) Appendix C-4 — Scoping Meeting Presentation.

Appendix D includes scoping meeting sign-in sheets and completed speaker registration cards
for the two meetings.

A digital audio recording device was used at the two public scoping meetings to capture verbal
comments. The audio recordings are available from the County upon request. In addition,
summary transcriptions of the verbal public comments are provided in Appendices E and F.

The comment period for the NOP and NOI ended on February 7, 2011. In total, 33 letters were
received: 3 from federal, state, and local agencies and organizations; and 30 from individuals.
These comments are incorporated into the EIS/EIR project record and are documented and
summarized in this public scoping report.

1.3 Agencies, Organizations, and Persons Providing Scoping
Comments

Federal, state, and local agencies; private and public organizations; and the general public
provided written comments during the public scoping period. Written comments received during
the public scoping meetings and in response to the NOP/NOI are included in Appendix G. In
summary, Table 1 presents the agencies, organizations, and private citizens that provided
comments during the NEPA/CEQA scoping process organized in the order they were issued.

Table 1
Comments Received During Public Scoping Period

Commenter Date

Federal, State, and Local Agencies and Organizations

Native American Heritage Commission, Dave Singleton, Program Analyst December 27, 2010
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX, Ann McPherson, Environmental Review Office | January 11, 2011
Department of Transportation, District 11, Division of Planning, Jacob Armstrong January 19, 2011
George Blender December 25, 2010
Parke Ewing December 27, 2010
Charlene Compson December 27, 2010
John Mood December 28, 2010
Chris Pate January 4, 2011
Robert Dallezotte January 4, 2011
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Table 1 (Continued)

Commenter Date

Bill and Charlene Compson

January 4, 2011

Mark Meech

January 4, 2011

James and Rebecca Wilson

January 5, 2011

Edie Harmon

January 5, 2011

Martin Jorgensen

January 5, 2011

Bill Jackson

January 6, 2011

Ocaotillo Community Meeting Notes (unknown author)

January 6, 2011

Wilburn E. Stovall

January 8, 2011

Barbara Hill

January 11, 2011

Scott Dollard

January 13, 2011

Pete Zeitler

January 14, 2011

Darrell and Ima Walker

January 15, 20111

Donna Tisdale

January 17, 2011

Charles and Laurie Baker

January 18, 2011

Joyce and Richard Denison

January 18, 2011

Joyce and Richard Denison

January 18, 2011

Chris Pate January 19, 2011
Tony Ligutti January 20, 2011
Cynthia Buxton January 21, 2011
Terry Weiner January 21, 2011
Cynthia Buxton January 21, 2011
Edie Harmon January 21, 2011
Parke Ewing January 21, 2011
Mark Meech January 24, 2011

1.4 Scoping Report Organization

This public scoping report summarizes the comments and issues identified through the project’s
scoping period, including the public scoping meetings. Imperial County and BLM will review
and consider all the written and verbal comments received in preparing the EIS/EIR for the

Proposed Project.
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Section 2 provides summary information on Ocotillo Express, LLC's stated project objectives and
a description of the project and provides background information regarding the proposed project.

Section 3 provides an overall summary of the comments received and issues raised during the
project’s public review period, including verbal comments received during the public scoping
meetings.

Section 4 provides a summary of future steps in the planning process and indicates opportunities
for public participation in the environmental review process.

Section 5 includes a list of references used in preparation of this scoping report.

Following is the list of appendices that includes public scoping notices, scoping meeting materials,
scoping meeting transcripts, and public comments received during the public review period.

A. Notices
A-1  Notice of Preparation (posted December 21, 2010)
A-2  Notice of Intent (published in the Federal Register on December 13, 2010)

B. Scoping Meeting Notices
B-1  Public Notice (County, December 20, 2010)
B-2  Public Notice (BLM, December 16, 2010)

C. Scoping Meeting Materials
C-1  Project Fact Sheet
C-2  Written Comment Form
C-3 Scoping Meeting Presentation

D. Scoping Meeting Sign-In Sheets and Speaker Cards
D-1 January 5, 2011 Scoping Meeting Sign-In Sheet and Speaker Registration list

D-2  January 6, 2011 Scoping Meeting Sign-In Sheet and Completed Speaker
Registration Cards

E. Summary of verbal comments from scoping meeting on January 5, 2011, El Centro,
California

F. Summary of verbal comments from scoping meeting on January 6, 2011, Ocatillo,
California

G. Comments Received During Scoping Period
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2.0 SUMMARY OF PROPOSED PROJECT

This section provides an overview of the Ocotillo Express Wind Energy project located in west
Imperial County, approximately 5 miles west of the community of Ocotillo, Imperial County,
California.

2.1 Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project
2.1.1 APPLICANT'S OBJECTIVES

The Applicant’s fundamental objective for the proposed action is to construct, operate, maintain,
and eventually decommission a 474-MW wind energy facility and associated interconnection
transmission infrastructure to provide renewable electric power to California’s existing
transmission grid to help meet federal and state renewable energy supply and greenhouse gas
(GHG) emissions reduction requirements. The Applicant is committed to constructing and
operating the project in an environmentally responsible manner and to providing a sustainable
source of renewable energy to the State’s investor-owned utilities and the public. The
Applicant’s specific objectives for the project are:

1) To construct and operate a cost competitive 474-MW wind energy facility to provide a
renewable and reliable source of power to California’s investor-owned utilities (I0U);

2) To locate the project on contiguous lands with high wind potential to maximize
operational efficiency while minimizing environmental impacts and water use;

3) To minimize environmental impacts and land disturbance by locating the project near
existing transmission infrastructure and roads and by avoiding sensitive environmental
areas, recreational resources and wildlife habitats (e.g., Desert Wildlife Management
Areas, Areas of Critical Environmental Concern);

4) To develop a source of renewable electric power that can be placed into service in an
expeditious manner by interconnecting to San Diego Gas and Electric’s (SDG&E)
Sunrise Powerlink 500-kV transmission line; and

5) To assist California and its I0Us in meeting the State’s Renewables Portfolio Standard
(RPS) and GHG emissions reduction requirements, including the requirements set forth
in Senate Bill (SB) 1078 (California RPS Program), Assembly Bill (AB) 32 (California
Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006), and the Governor’s Executive Order S-14-08 to
increase the state's Renewable Energy Standard to 33 percent renewable power by 2020.
In particular:

a. California’s RPS mandate that requires the State’s 10Us to supply 20 percent of
California’s total electricity through renewable energy generation by 2010, as set
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forth in Senate Bill (SB) 1078 (2001-2002 Reg. Sess.) (establishing the California
RPS Program) and SB 107 (2005-2006 Reg. Sess.) (accelerating the 20 percent
requirement to 2010).

b. California’s GHG emission reduction goals set forth in AB 32 that requires the
State’s GHG emissions be reduced to 1990 levels by 2020.

2.1.2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed Ocotillo Express Wind Energy project consists of a 474-megawatt (MW) wind
energy facility. Approximately 158 wind turbines, in the 1.5 to 3.0 MW range, would be
constructed within a 15,000-acre project site located 5 miles west of the community of Ocatillo,
Imperial County, California. In addition to wind turbines the project would include the
following components:

1) A 2-acre O&M facility located in the central portion of the proposed project site.

2) An electrical collection system including twenty-three 34.5-kV circuits connecting into a
500-kV transformer and substation located at the central part of the proposed project site
adjacent to the approved SDG&E Sunrise Powerlink (SPL) 500-kV transmission line.

3) A connection to the approved SDG&E SPL 500-kV transmission line scheduled for
completion in June 2012 across the middle of the proposed project site. The Point of
Interconnection would be adjacent to the proposed substation.

4) A 500-kV above-ground stub line to connect the proposed substation to the new SDG&E
500-kV line.

5) A 410-foot by 680-foot substation located adjacent to the interconnection utility
switchyard.

6) Up to four permanent meteorological towers.

7) Up to 53 miles of new, permanent access and maintenance roads to provide access and
circulation within the proposed project site.

8) For public safety, permanent fences would be erected around the substation/utility
switchyard, the O&M building, and meteorological towers.

9) Temporary work areas, borrow areas, a concrete batch plan, and staging areas associated
with project construction.

This project requires a Record of Decision from BLM and a Conditional Use Permit from the
County of Imperial. Prior to ROW grant issuance, the project will require a Land Use Plan
Amendment to the CDCA. The County of Imperial will use the EIS/EIR to issue the Conditional
Use Permit for its compliance with CEQA.
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3.0 SUMMARY OF SCOPING COMMENTS

This section of the report summarizes the comments raised by the public and agencies during the
scoping process. This summary is based upon both written and verbal comments that were
received during the NOP/NOI public scoping period and from the project scoping meetings held
in El Centro on January 5, 2011, and Ocotillo on January 6, 2011. Table 1 provides a list of
commenters including federal, state, and local agencies and organizations that provided written
comments during the public review period. There were a number of environmental concerns
raised during the public scoping process, which focused on the project’s potential effects in
several environmental categories. The scoping report summarizes the comments received
according to the following major themes:

1) Project description

2) Human environment issues

3) Natural environment issues

4) Indirect and cumulative impacts
5) Project alternatives

6) EIS/EIR administrative and permitting issues.

3.1 Project Description

Several commenters express concerns regarding the reliability and efficiency of wind energy
production and transmission. These commenters speculate that a backup energy source, such as a
gas-fired energy plant, will be required, and thus, request that the backup energy source be
described in the project description. Several commenters request that a discussion of the quality
of the site’s wind energy resource be included in the environmental analysis. One commenter
requests an explanation for why the applicant’s wind studies are based on metrological towers
that are half the height of the actual proposed wind turbines. Some commenters request that
contracts, such as a power purchase agreement, between the applicable public energy utility
(SDG&E) and Ocotillo Express, LLC, be identified in the project description. The project’s
lifespan and plan for decommissioning is also requested for discussion in the EIS/EIR. One
commenter recommends that the EIS/EIR identify bonding or financial assurance strategies for
decommissioning and reclamation. Another commenter requests a description of how temporary
disturbance areas associated with construction will be reclaimed or restored.
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Statement of Purpose and Need

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) submitted comments stating the following
with regard to the Statement of Purpose and Need:

1) The purpose and need should be a clear, objective statement of the rational for the proposed
project.

2) The DEIS? should discuss the proposed project in the context of the larger energy market
that the project would serve;

3) The DEIS should identify potential purchasers of the power produced; and

4) The DEIS should discuss how the project will assist the State in meeting its renewable
energy portfolio standards and goals.

3.2 Human Environment Issues
Aesthetics/Visual Resources

The potential visual and aesthetic impacts of the wind turbine towers and associated above-
ground transmission lines are identified as a public concern. Of particular concern, is that the
project would nearly surround the community of Ocotillo with wind turbines. Visual impacts
affecting the historic Desert View Tower and Mountain Springs Park are also raised as a
concern. Some commenters note that views of the sunset for those living east of the project site
would be significantly altered. Commenters also note that the subject property and surrounding
areas are predominantly open and undeveloped, and consequently, the proposed wind farm could
alter views of the Coyote Mountains and overall landscape and diminish the wilderness
experience for visitors in the area. Several commenters expressed concern that the project would
adversely affect the rural scenic value of the project area and impact views for landowners and
users of the surrounding recreation and wilderness areas, which could reduce the visual appeal of
the region potentially affecting tourism and revenue to local communities. Concerns about the
project’s visibility from Interstate 8 and routes leading to and from Anza-Borrego State Park
were indicated. One commenter expressed concern about the adverse visual impacts that may
result if the facility is subjected to a wildfire. Several commenters request that the EIS/EIR
address the light and glare effects that project lighting would have on the night sky in the project
area.

One commenter suggested that mitigation include painting the turbine arrays with tones that
match the natural landscape.

! For purposes of this Scoping Report, the EPA’s reference to DEIS is synonymous with EIS/EIR used herein.
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Wildfire Hazards

A number of comments were raised regarding the increased risk of wildfire hazards due to the
introduction of industrial wind turbines, new transmission lines, substations, and transformers.
Commenters stated that these facilities would introduce a new ignition source. One commenter
expresses concern regarding impacts affecting aerial firefighting operations in the project area.

Wilderness and Recreation

Several commenters request that the analysis identify the restrictions on public use of the
proposed project site during and after construction. One commenter wanted to know if damage
or vandalism to the wind turbines could result in the entire site being closed to public access.
Several commenters state that the project site has valuable recreational resources including but
not limited to camping, hiking, hunting, cycling and off-highway vehicle (OHV) use. One
commenter raised concerns about the potential loss of dark sky for scientific study and
recreation.

The EPA recommends the following with regard to wilderness and recreation:

1) The DEIS should provide full disclosure of the impacts to recreational users in the project
area.

2) The DEIS should clarify what general measures will be incorporated to ensure that OHV
and other recreational users are not injured due to hazards associated with the wind
turbines, piping, and transmission lines. It is reasonable to assume that OHV users do not
always stay on designated trails or may not know which trails are in fact designated.
Some precautions regarding safety should be implemented.

Land Use

Several commenters noted that the proposed project would conflict with designated recreational
and wilderness land uses in the project area. Commenters note that the analysis should consider
the rural community character, quality of life, and potential conflicts with the proposed
infrastructure project. One commenter is concerned about the project’s consistency with the
CDCA Plan Multiple Use Class designation for the project site.

The EPA states that the DEIS should discuss how the proposed action would support or conflict
with the objectives of federal, state, tribal or local land use plans, policies and controls in the
project area. The term "land use plans™ includes all types of formally adopted documents for land
use planning, conservation, zoning and related regulatory requirements. Proposed plans not yet
developed should also be addressed if they have been formally proposed by the appropriate
government body in a written form (CEQ's Forty Questions, #23b).
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Noise

A number of the commenters expressed concern regarding potential noise generated by operation
and construction of the proposed wind turbines and its effect on adjacent residences, camping
areas and special-status animal species in the area. Several commenters request that construction
and operation noise of all project components including traffic noise should be analyzed in the
EIS/EIR. The EPA stated that decibel levels of the turbines should be evaluated as should the
effects of noise levels on a variety of species, as well as effects on property values, residences,
and recreational use.

Cultural Resources

Numerous comments were received during the public scoping period concerning the project’s
potential effect on existing cultural and historic resources in the area, and the need to conduct
Native American consultation, particularly government-to-government consultation as defined
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). The environmental
analysis should provide a detailed analysis of the cultural resources, including Native American
sacred sites, burial/cremation areas, and traditional cultural properties. Consultation for tribal
cultural resources is required under Section 106 of the NHPA, which requires a federal agency,
upon determining that activities under its control could affect historic properties to consult with
the appropriate State Historic Preservation Officer/Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
(SHPO/THPO).

Public Health and Safety

Several commenters indicate that a potential leak or spill of hydraulic or petroleum based fluids
from the turbines, construction equipment or other vehicles during project construction,
operation, or maintenance could contaminate soils, surface waters, or groundwater. Other
commenters express concern regarding the safety of the turbines with respect to the towers
collapsing or losing blades. Commenters were also concerned that the blades used on the
turbines are constructed of toxic materials, which may not be disposed of properly. Some
commenters indicate that public safety hazards may result from seismic activity in the area due
to the presence of fault lines.

Potential hazards affecting radio communications, radar, Border Patrol operations, aircraft flight
paths and military training flights and other operations were also requested for analysis.
Concerns are expressed for the potential damage and hazards created during high winds. Several
commenters are concerned about potential health effects related to low or high frequency noise,
wind turbine syndrome, shadow flicker, headaches, sleeplessness, ground vibration,
microwave/magnetic field exposure, and other health effects identified in medical studies. One
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commenter is concerned about horizontal lighting strikes that may affect the viability of the
project. Another commenter is concerned that the project will cause venomous snakes to enter
residential areas due to habitat loss resulting from construction and operation of the project.

The EPA recommends that the proponent strive to address the full product life cycle by sourcing
wind turbine components from a company that: 1) minimizes environmental impacts during raw
material extraction; 2) manufactures wind turbines in a zero waste facility; and 3) provides future
disassembly for material recovery for reuse and recycling.

Transportation

Several commenters request that traffic impacts resulting from transporting construction
equipment and materials to the proposed project site should be analyzed in EIS/EIR. Several
commenters express concern for potential damage to existing roads as a result of the project.

The California Department of Transportation provided the following comments:

1) Visual aspects of the project including glint and glare should be documented not to have
any potential impacts to motorists driving on Interstate 8.

2) The NOP identifies that the project is proposing to connect to the SDG&E Sunrise
Powerlink transmission line. Any utility crossings of highways or freeways will need an
encroachment permit from Caltrans. Supports for overhead lines crossing freeways must
comply with these requirements, they:

a. Should have a minimum lateral clearance of 30 feet from the edge of a through
lane and 30 feet from the edge of a ramp lane, when possible.

b. Shall be located outside the ROW or between the ROW line and access control
line if different. Any other placement must be approved by the Division of
Design, Chief.

Should not be permitted in medians.

a o

Should not be permitted on cut or fill slopes.

@

Shall not impair sight distances.
f.  Shall be compatible with access requirements.

Public Services and Utilities

A commenter requests that the project’s septic needs be evaluated in the EIS/EIR. In addition,
waste disposal, particularly for damaged blades is a concern identified in several comment
letters. One commenter expresses concern regarding impacts affecting aerial firefighting
operations in the project area.
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Social and Economic Conditions

Commenters express concern regarding the potential impact of the project on their property
values. Specific topics mentioned include rural blight due to the loss of recreational tourism, and
impacts to local labor and suppliers. One commenter requests that a cost/benefit analysis be
prepared. Another commenter suggests that the County will lose tax revenue as a result of
decreased property values. Several commenters request that the number of local jobs created be
identified in the EIS/EIR. One commenter suggests that jobs associated with the project would
not be created locally because the local community consists of a high percentage of retired
individuals and lacks skilled labor.

Environmental Justice

One commenter stated that a disproportionate number of projects are concentrated in western
Imperial County.

Comments submitted by the EPA state that the DEIS should include an evaluation of
environmental justice populations within the geographic scope of the project. If such populations
exist, the DEIS should address the potential for disproportionate adverse impacts to minority and
low-income populations, and the approaches used to foster public participation by these
populations. Assessment of the project's impact on minority and low-income populations should
reflect coordination with those affected populations.

3.3 Natural Environment Issues
Biological Resources

Biological issues raised by the public and responsible agencies included potential direct, indirect,
and cumulative impacts on the overall health of the ecosystem and special-status species known
to occur in the region. Specific comments (among others) included potential impacts to rare
plants including but not limited to Ocotillo plants (Fouquieria splendens), Sonoran sandmat
(Euphorbia micromera), and dye Bush (Psorothamnus emoryi); and special-status wildlife
species including but not limited to peninsular bighorn sheep (Ovis canadensis cremnobates),
flat-tail horned lizard (Phrynosoma mcalli), desert tortoise (Gopherus agassizii), golden eagle
(Aquila chrysaetos) and other raptors and sensitive bird and bat species. One commenter requests
that a detailed description of protocols used to conduct plant and animal surveys be provided in
the EIS/EIR. Several commenters request that project impacts be assessed for all project
components, including proposed infrastructure, transmission lines, roads, and staging areas. One
commenter is concerned that the project may use rodenticides causing mortality in owl
populations.
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A number of comments were received concerning the project’s potential effect on local and
migratory bird species. Some commenters felt the proposed turbines with their spinning rotors
posed increased risk for bird collisions and mortality. Of particular concern to these commenters
was the project’s potential to harm, injure, or kill golden eagles and other birds of prey that may
commonly use the area for nesting, hunting, and/or migration.

Comments submitted by the EPA state the following with regard to biological resources and
invasive plant management:

1) Design a comprehensive monitoring program to evaluate impacts on bats and avian
species, and discuss design and management measures to minimize adverse impacts to
wildlife and native and rare plants.

2) Identify specific measures to reduce impacts to eagles and clarify how the proposed
project will comply with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act.

3) Discuss the applicability of the recently finalized U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS) permit regulations (50 CFR parts 13 and 22) to the proposed project. Elaborate
on process and/or likelihood of obtaining a permit via these regulations.

4) Commit to additional data collection/analysis to identify areas that are important to bald
and golden eagles to ensure proper siting and avoid take of these species.

5) If alternatives cannot be developed that avoid the take of eagles, develop an operational
monitoring and adaptive management plan to address this issue.

6) Determine if the proposed project is within the existing or historical ranges of the
California condor and consult with USFWS and California Department of Fish and Game
(CDFGQ) early in the process.

7) Describe the potential for habitat fragmentation and obstructions for wildlife movement.

8) The DEIS should include an invasive plant management plan to monitor and control
noxious weeds.

Water Resources

A number of comments address the project’s potential impacts to local groundwater resources.
Specifically, it is requested that the EIS/EIR include an analysis of any potential groundwater
usage, including during construction, and groundwater recharge. Several commenters express
concerns about the proposed hauling of water from an aquifer in Pine Valley. Groundwater
impacts associated with this aquifer is requested for analysis. Impacts concerning flood plains,
runoff, and erosion are listed as concerns. Diminishing water supplies provided by the Ocaotillo
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Mutual Water Company and the Coyote Mutual Water Company are identified as concerns.
Several commenters requested that the water source for the proposed batch plant be analyzed in
the EIS/EIR. Another commenter wanted to know how wastewater from the batch plant will be
handled.

The EPA submitted comments stating that the applicant should coordinate with the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers to obtain a jurisdictional delineation and confirm the presence of Waters of
the U.S. (WOUS), in order to determine whether or not a Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 404
permit is needed. If a permit is needed, the DEIS should demonstrate the project's compliance
with the CWA 404(b)(1) Guidelines. The DEIS should describe the geographic extent of any
WOUS at the project site, as well as drainage patterns at the project location. The DEIS should
discuss the steps taken to avoid and minimize impacts to WOUS. To the extent any aquatic
features that could be affected by the project are determined not to constitute waters of the
United States, the EPA recommends that the DEIS characterize the functions of such features
and discuss potential mitigation. Include information on the functions and locations of ephemeral
washes in the project area because of the important hydrologic and biogeochemical role these
washes play in direct relationship to higher-order waters downstream.

The EPA also recommends that the DEIS identify source water protection areas within the
project area; activities that could potentially affect source water areas; potential contaminants
that may result from the proposed project; and measures that would be taken to protect the source
water protection areas. The DEIS should describe the availability of a water supply for
construction and operation of the proposed project and fully evaluate the environmental impacts
associated with using the selected water supply. The DEIS should describe whether a temporary
batch plant will be installed on site for the needed concrete, estimate the quantity of water
required for the concrete mixture and describe the source of this water and potential effects on
other water users and natural resources in the project area. The DEIS should provide information
on CWA Section 303(d) impaired waters in the project area, if any, and efforts to develop and
revise Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDL). The DEIS should describe existing restoration and
enhancement efforts for those waters, how the proposed project will coordinate with on-going
protection efforts, and any mitigation measures that will be implemented to avoid further
degradation of impaired waters.

Air Resources and Global Climate Change

Comments were received during the public scoping period concerning the project’s potential
construction and operational impacts to the local air basin and global climate change. One
commenter claimed that the San Diego Union Tribune editorial page had an article on the
proposed wind turbine project in its January 6, 2011 edition. According to the commenter, the
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article quoted information from UC Riverside professor Michael Allen who suggests that the
destruction to desert soils caused by renewable projects may actually increase greenhouse gases
more than the renewable facilities would decrease them. Several commenters request that the
EIS/EIR analysis address air quality impacts resulting from road construction, trenching, soil
displacement and the emission of noxious substances. Project related dust emissions were of
particular concern to commenters. Several commenters suggest that the project may generate
dust spores, which are known to cause valley fever. Diesel exhaust emissions are identified as a
concern. Another commenter suggested that project related dust and diesel emissions will reduce
the photosynthetic productivity of native vegetation. Several commenters are concerned with
vehicle emissions associated with hauling water and construction materials to the project site.

Comments submitted by the EPA state the following with regard to air resources and global
climate change:

1) Imperial County was designated nonattainment for the 2006 PM2.5 standard in October
2009. The air quality analysis should take into account this designation.

2) Existing Conditions - The DEIS should provide a detailed discussion of ambient air
conditions, NAAQS, and criteria pollutant nonattainment areas in all areas considered for
wind development.

3) Quantify Emissions - The DEIS should estimate emissions of criteria pollutants from the
proposed project and discuss the timeframe for release of these emissions over the
lifespan of the project. The DEIS should describe and estimate emissions from potential
construction activities, as well as proposed mitigation measures to minimize these
emissions.

4) Specify Emission Sources - The DEIS should specify the emission sources by pollutant
from mobile sources, stationary sources, and ground disturbance. This source specific
information should be used to identify appropriate mitigation measures and areas in need
of the greatest attention.

5) Equipment Emissions Mitigation Plan (EEMP) - The DEIS should identify the need for
an EEMP. An EEMP will identify actions to reduce diesel particulate, carbon monoxide,
hydrocarbons, and NOXx associated with construction activities.

6) The DEIS should consider how climate change could potentially influence the proposed
project, specifically within sensitive areas, and assess how the projected impacts could be
exacerbated by climate change.

7) The DEIS should consider the cumulative impacts associated with multiple large-scale
wind and solar projects proposed in the desert southwest and clarify how existing and/or
proposed resources will be affected by climate change.
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8) The DEIS should quantify and disclose the anticipated climate change benefits of wind
energy. EPA suggests quantifying greenhouse gas emissions from different types of
generating facilities including solar, geothermal, natural gas, coal-burning, and nuclear
and compiling and comparing these values.

9) Fugitive Dust Control Plan - The DEIS should identify the need for Fugitive Dust Control
Plan.

Soils Resources

A commenter requests that a geological report be prepared identifying the existing type of soil,
and recommendations for footing size, reinforcement and compaction of soil based on soil
density. This commenter also requested that the elevations of the pads relative to existing
topography maps be identified.

3.4 Indirect and Cumulative Impacts

One commenter expresses concern about the cumulative capacity of the substation and
transmission line the project would interconnect with. Cumulative air quality impacts from
traffic related sources to multiple industrial scale mining and energy projects on BLM lands in
the area in addition to I-8 traffic impacts are also requested to be analyzed. One commenter
recommends that significant cumulative impacts from numerous wind, solar, and transmission
infrastructure projects should be analyzed.

Comments submitted by the EPA state the following with regard to indirect and cumulative
impacts:

For each resource analyzed, the DEIS should:

1) Identify the current condition of the resource as a measure of past impacts. For example,
the percentage of species habitat lost to date.

2) Identify the trend in the condition of the resource as a measure of present impacts. For
example, the health of the resource is improving, declining, or in stasis.

3) Identify all on-going, planned, and reasonably foreseeable projects in the study area that
may contribute to cumulative impacts.

4) ldentify the future condition of the resource based on an analysis of impacts from
reasonably foreseeable projects or actions added to existing conditions and current trends.
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5) Assess the cumulative impacts contribution of the proposed alternatives to the long-term
health of the resource, and provide a specific measure for the projected impact from the
proposed alternatives.

6) Disclose the parties that would be responsible for avoiding, minimizing, and mitigating
those adverse impacts.

7) Identify opportunities to avoid and minimize impacts, including working with other
entities. The DEIS should describe the reasonably foreseeable future land use and
associated impacts that will result from the additional power supply. The document
should provide an estimate of the amount of growth, its likely location, and the biological
and environmental resources at risk.

8) The DEIS should consider the direct and indirect effects of the inter-connecting
transmission line for the proposed project, as well as the cumulative effects associated
with the transmission needs of other reasonably foreseeable projects.

3.5 Project Alternatives
Several commenters request that an alternative project location be considered in the EIS/EIR.

The EPA submitted comments stating that the DEIS should describe how each alternative was
developed, how it addresses each project objective, and how it would be implemented. The
alternatives analysis should include a discussion of location, including on-site alternatives that
demonstrate a reduction of adverse affects. The DEIS should describe the benefits associated
with the proposed technology. The DEIS should clearly describe the rational used to determine
whether impacts of an alternative are significant or not. Thresholds of significance should be
determined by considering the context and intensity of an action and its effects. The DEIS should
identify and analyze an environmentally preferable alternative. Options such as reducing the
footprint of the proposed project within the project area or relocating sections/components of the
project to other areas, including private land, to reduce environmental impacts should be
examined. The DEIS should discuss each alternative's potential to impact air traffic and safety in
the vicinity of the proposed project.

3.6 EIS/EIR Administrative and Permitting Issues
Agency Permits/Consultation

A commenter noted that the project should analyze the consistency of the project with state and
local agencies and conduct joint environmental review with all responsible agencies. All required
permits should be listed and discussed. A commenter requested that early consultation occur with
the resource agencies, specifically the CDFG, BLM, and USFWS.
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3.7 Issues Outside the Scope of the EIR/EIS

General comments were received that noted support and others that were against the
development of the project. Some comments were received requesting copies of the project maps
and other information. A comment was also received requesting that the project’s public review
time be extended. Numerous comments questioned Pattern Energy’s integrity, expertise and
financial capacity to fund the project.
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4.0 SUMMARY OF FUTURE STEPS IN THE PLANNING PROCESS

The EIS/EIR process requires a team of interdisciplinary resource specialists to complete each
step. An important part of the environmental planning process is engaging the public and
relevant agencies from the earliest stages of and throughout the planning process to address
issues, comments, and concerns. The steps of the NEPA and CEQA planning processes and
agency authority and decisions to be made are described as follows. Figure 1 provides a
summary of the EIS (NEPA) and EIR (CEQA) processes.

Figure 1. NEPA/CEQA Process Flowchart

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
v v
Notice of Preparation (NOP) Notice of Intent (NOI)
To prepare and EIR State Clearinghouse #2010121055 To prepare and EIS published in the Federal Register
December 21, 2010 Volume 75, No. 238, page 77654,
December 13, 2010

\ /

Public Scoping Meetings
Solicit Public Comments
January 5, 2011, (El Centro, California)
January 6, 2011 (Ocatillo, California)

h 4

Public Scoping Ended
County of Imperial NOP: February 7, 2011
BLM NOI: February 7, 2011

l

Prepare Draft EIS/EIR

A 4

Publish Draft EIS/EIR
For 45-day Public Review Period

A 4

Prepare Final EIS/EIR
Response to Comments on Draft EIS/EIR

/N

Final EIS/EIR Certified by County of Imperial Final EIS/EIR Approved By BLM (ROD)
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Identification of Issues

Issues associated with the project were identified through the scoping period, which initiated the
planning process. The scoping process and the issues identified through the scoping process are
documented in this scoping report.

Data Information and Collection

Much of the necessary resource data and information will be compiled from existing studies
prepared for the project or through other local agencies. Additional data and information will be
obtained from available sources to update and/or supplement existing data.

Preparing Draft EIS/EIR

Based on collected data, including public comments, a description of the project and alternatives
(including no action) will be developed. Only alternatives that meet NEPA and CEQA screening
criteria will be considered in detail. Impacts that could result from implementing the project and
alternatives will be analyzed and measures to mitigate those impacts will be identified where
appropriate.

Draft EIS/EIR and Public Comment Period

The next official public comment period will begin upon publication of the Draft EIS/EIR, which
is anticipated to be in mid-summer 2011. This document will evaluate a range of project
alternatives including a “No Action” alternative and a “Preferred” alternative and will generally
include the following:

1) Executive summary

2) Introduction/overview (including purpose and need for the project)

3) Description of project and alternatives

4) Environmental analysis (including impacts and mitigation measures to minimize impacts)

5) Comparison of alternatives

6) Other NEPA/CEQA considerations.
Upon completion of the Draft EIS/EIR, BLM will publish a Notice of Availability in the Federal
Register and the County will file a Notice of Completion with the California State Clearinghouse
and a 45-day public comment period will follow. Copies of the Draft EIS/EIR will be distributed

to elected officials, regulatory agencies, and interested members of the public. The document
will also be available online at the BLM project website:
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http://www.blm.gov/ca/st/en/fo/elcentro/nepa/ocotillo_express_wind.html

During this time, public comment on the Draft EIS/EIR will be received.

Response to Comments, Preparation of Final EIS/EIR, Notice of Determination, and
Record of Decision

After the public comment period, the BLM and County will respond to comments and prepare a
Final EIS/EIR. The availability of the Final EIS/EIR will be announced in the Federal Register,
and a 30-day public protest period will follow. Copies of the Final EIS/EIR will be distributed to
elected officials, regulatory agencies, and interested members of the public. The document will
also be available online at the BLM website, as described previously.

For NEPA, following a 30-day Protest Period and concurrent 60-day Governor’s Review, the
BLM will resolve valid protests and prepare the Record of Decision. The Notice of Availability
for the Record of Decision will be announced in the Federal Register.
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To: State Clearinghouse, Office of Planning and Research
Responsible Agencies
Trustee Agencies
Interested Organizations and Parties

Notice of Preparation of a Joint Environmental Impact Report and
Environmental Impact Statement
CEQA Lead Agency: County of Imperial NEPA Lead Agency: Bureau of Land Management

Planning and California Desert District
Development Services

Address: 801 Main Street Address: 22835 Calle San Juan de Los Lagos
El Centro, CA 92243 Moreno Valley, CA 92553
Contact: Jurg Heuberger Contact: Cedric Perry
Director Project Manager

The County of Imperial and the Bureau of Land Management will be the lead agencies for the
preparation of a joint Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and Environmental Impact Statement (EIS),
referred to as an EIR/EIS, for the proposed Ocotillo Express Wind Project. A draft and final EIR/EIS will
be prepared to comply with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The lead agencies would like to know the views of your
agency as to the scope and content of the environmental information that is germane to your agency’s
statutory responsibilities in connection with the proposed project. Your agency will need to use the
EIR/EIS prepared by the lead agencies when considering any permits or approvals that your agency may
need to issue for the project. The publicis also invited to submit comments on the scope and content of
the EIR/EIS.

Information on the proposed project, its location, and potential environmental effects is presented
below. Due to the time limits mandated by California law, your response must be sent at the earliest
possible date, but not later than 30 days after receipt of this notice.

Please send your response to the Imperial County Planning and Development Services Department at
the address shown above.

Project Title: Ocotillo Express Wind Project
Project Applicant:  Ocotillo Express LLC

Project Location: The proposed project would be located almost entirely on BLM-administered
lands in the Imperial Valley, approximately 5 miles west of the community of
Ocotillo in Imperial County, California. Figure 1 shows the location of the project.

Project Description: The Ocotillo Express Wind Project consists of the construction and operation of
wind turbine generators and associated facilities necessary to successfully
generate up to 550 megawatts (MW) of electrical energy. The project would be
constructed in two phases: Phase | would consist of a total nameplate capacity of
299 MW, and Phase Il would consist of a total nameplate capacity of 251 MW
(nameplate capacity is the full-rated capacity of a wind turbine generator).
Electrical energy generated by the proposed project would be transferred to the
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electrical transmission grid through an interconnection with the Sunrise Powerlink
project, an approved high-voltage transmission line that crosses the Ocotillo Wind
Energy Project site.

Facilities for the proposed project would consist of wind turbine generators, an
electrical collection system for collecting the power generated by each wind
turbine generator, an electrical substation, access roads, meteorological towers,
and an operation and maintenance (O&M) building. During construction, a batch
plant, equipment laydown yard, and parking area would also be needed. The
project area totals approximately 15,000 acres, of which all but 26 acres occur on
BLM-administered lands (26 acres are located on private land). A site plan for the
project is shown in Figure 2.

Borrow sites would be used for sand and gravel sources used during construction.
Each borrow area would be up to 15 acres in size and would be rehabilitated upon
completion of the construction phase. The borrow site locations are anticipated
to occur outside the project area. A temporary laydown and parking area would
be required to stage and store construction equipment and materials, and for
construction staff parking. After construction, all temporary disturbance areas
associated with the borrow sites and laydown area would be rehabilitated.

The project would include a network of roads that would provide access to each
turbine location and to the project’s O&M building. During construction, access
roads would have a temporary disturbance of 36 feet to facilitate use by large
tracked cranes. An underground collection system would also parallel the access
road network further widening the disturbed area.

There would be a 500-foot diameter temporary work area for each turbine site
that would be used for the crane pad, equipment laydown, and other construction
related needs. The crane pad would be compacted to provide a stable and safe
operation area for the cranes.

A-10 acre site would be allocated to install a batch plant to be located either on
site (on BLM-administered land) or adjacent to the gravel and aggregate source,
for preparing and mixing the concrete used for the foundations for the wind
turbine generators, transformers at the substation, O&M building, and other
project facilities. The batch plant complex would consist of a mixing plant, areas
for sand and gravel stockpiles, an access road, and truck load out and truck
turnaround areas. The batch plant itself would consist of cement storage silos,
water and mixture tanks, gravel hoppers, and conveyors to deliver different
materials. Following construction, the site of the batch plant complex would be
rehabilitated.

Ocotillo Express Wind Project
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Potential Environmental Effects

The lead agencies plan to prepare a full-scope EIR/EIS addressing all affected resources and issue areas.
The anticipated environmental effects of the project are briefly described below.

Aesthetics. The proposed wind turbine generators would be highly visible elements added to the desert
landscape. Visual simulations of the project will be prepared from key observation points and the
aesthetic impacts will be evaluated in the EIR/EIS using BLM’s Visual Resources Management
methodology.

Air Quality. Project construction activities would generate exhaust emissions and fugitive dust.
Construction-related trips, including material delivery, waste hauling, and worker commuting, would
also generate exhaust emissions. Additionally, operation and maintenance of the facility would generate
emissions from the operation of vehicles. Construction and operational emissions will be estimated and
compared against applicable emission standards.

Biological Resources. Construction of the project could result in impacts to a variety of special-status
species and their habitats, including but not limited to, flat-tailed horned lizard, barefoot banded gecko,
golden eagle, burrowing owl, bighorn sheep, bats, and various songbirds and raptors. Some of the
impacts associated with construction of the project could include the permanent conversion and
temporary disturbance of habitat for special-status species, potential effects to jurisdictional waters
pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act and Section 1600 et seq of the California Fish and Game
Code, and interference with wildlife movement and migration corridors. Operation and maintenance
activities could result in avian and bat collisions with project infrastructure.

Cultural Resources. Construction of the project could damage or destroy cultural resources, including
archaeological sites, historical resources, and traditional cultural properties. In addition, the project area
may contain important paleontological resources.

Geology and Soils. Areas of potential hazard, including landslide areas, high erosion potential, and
seismic hazard, will be identified in the EIR/EIS. Soil erosion could contribute to sedimentation in water
courses. Ground shaking, landslides, and other ground failures from seismic activity could damage
project structures.

Hydrology and Water Quality. The EIR/EIS will evaluate the project’s effects on surface and
groundwater resources, including impacts on surface water drainage, water quality, aquifers, and
jurisdictional waters. Altered surface water runoff, erosion, siltation, and sedimentation could diminish
water quality.

Land Use and Planning. The project’s effects on existing land uses and consistency with applicable land
use policies will be evaluated, including consistency with both County and BLM policies. Construction
and operation of the project could hinder or permanently preclude other uses of the land. Approval of
the project would require amendment of the BLM California Desert Conservation Area Plan.

Mineral Resources. The project area’s potential for containing important mineral resources will be
investigated. The project’s potential to hinder or preclude access to such mineral resources will be
evaluated. Impacts associated with use of local sand and gravel during construction will be evaluated.

Noise. Although the project is located is sparsely populated area, operation of wind turbine generators
would generate noise that may affect sensitive receptors, including residents and recreationists.
Construction activities would generate noise that may temporarily affect sensitive receptors. Noise
associated with both construction and operation will be evaluated.

County of Imperial Ocotillo Express Wind Project
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Population and Housing. The potential for the project’s social and economic consequences to result in
changes to the physical environment will be evaluated. The potential for the project to
disproportionately affect minority and low-income populations will also be evaluated.

Public Health and Safety. Due to their height and location, the proposed wind turbine generators may
present an aviation hazard for military, law enforcement, and civilian aircraft operations. The EIR/EIS
will evaluate potential effects on aircraft operations, including effects on military training routes in the
area and Border Patrol operations. Effects on aviation radar systems will also be evaluated.

Public Services. The project’s demand for public services will be estimated. If new public facilities or
infrastructure need to be constructed to meet project needs, the impacts associated with their
construction and operation will be evaluated.

Recreation. The project site is public land that is available for limited recreational use, including
dispersed recreation opportunities such as hiking, camping, and biking. Nearby areas are also used for
recreational purposes, including BLM wilderness areas and Anza-Borrego Desert State Park. The
potential for the project to hinder or otherwise adversely affect recreational activities in the area will be
evaluated in the EIR/EIS.

Transportation/Traffic. During construction, vehicle trips will be generated by delivery of project
components, delivery of construction equipment and materials, hauling of waste materials, and
commuting construction workers. Due to the large size of some components of the wind turbine
generators, oversize loads may temporarily disrupt traffic flow, including transit and emergency
vehicles. During project operation, trips will be generated by the project’s O&M workers and delivery of
equipment associated with maintenance and repairs.

Utilities and Service Systems. Effects associated with construction of necessary utility infrastructure will
be evaluated, including water, wastewater, electrical, and communications systems. Water sources for
both construction and operational uses will be identified and effects on water supplies investigated. The
potential effects of the wind turbine generators on microwave communication systems will be
evaluated.

COUNTY OF IMPERIAL
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT

Signature:

Armando G. Villa, Planning & Development Services Director

Date:
Telephone: (760) 482-4236

County of Imperial Ocotillo Express Wind Project
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Federal Register/Vol. 75, No. 238/Monday, December

13, 2010/ Notices

management, sociology and economics,
and Geographic Information Systems.

AuthOI‘ity: 40 CFR 1501.7, 43 CFR 1610.2.
Ron Wenker,
Nevada State Director.

[FR Doc. 2010-31207 Filed 12-10-10; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-HC-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

[CACA-051552, LLCADO700 L51010000
ERO0000 LVRWB10B3980]

Notice of Intent To Prepare a Land Use
Plan Amendment and an
Environmental Impact Statement for
the Pattern Energy Group Ocotillo
Express Wind Energy Project, Imperial
County, CA

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.
ACTION: Notice of Intent.

SUMMARY: In compliance with the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, as amended (NEPA); the Federal
Land Policy and Management Act of
1976, as amended, and the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) El
Centro Field Office and Imperial
County, California, intend to prepare a
joint Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) and Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) along with a proposed amendment
to the California Desert Conservation
Area (CDCA) Plan (1980, as amended).
This notice announces the beginning of
the scoping process to solicit public
comments and identify issues.
DATES: This notice initiates the public
scoping process for the Draft EIS/EIR
and possible CDCA Plan amendment.
Comments may be submitted in writing
until January 12, 2011. The date(s) and
location(s) of any scoping meetings and
site visits will be announced at least 15
days in advance through local media,
newspapers and the BLM Web site at:
http://www.blm.gov/ca/st/en/fo/
elcentro.html. In order to be included in
the Draft EIR/EIS, all comments must be
received prior to the close of the scoping
period or 15 days after the last public
meeting, whichever is later. We will
provide additional opportunities for
public participation upon publication of
the Draft EIR/EIS.
ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
on issues and planning criteria related
to the Pattern Energy Group Ocotillo
Express Wind Energy Project Draft EIR/
EIS by any of the following methods:

e Web site: http://www.blm.gov/ca/st/
en/fo/elcentro.html.

e E-mail: caocotillo@blm.gov.

e Fax: (760) 337-4490.

e Mail: Cedric Perry, Project Manager,
California Desert District (CDD), BLM,
22835 Calle San Juan De Los Lagos,
Moreno Valley, California 92553.

Documents pertinent to this proposal
may be examined at the CDD or the
BLM’s California State Office, 2800
Cottage Way, Sacramento, California
95825.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
further information and/or to have your
name added to the project mailing list,
contact Cedric Perry, BLM Project
Manager, telephone (951) 697-5388;
address 22835 Calle San Juan De Los
Lagos, Moreno Valley, CA 92553; e-mail
Cedric_Perry@ca.blm.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Ocotillo
Express, LLC has submitted an
application for a right-of-way
authorization to construct, operate,
maintain, and decommission, an
approximate 15,000-acre, 550 megawatt
(MW) wind energy project including a
substation, administration, operations
and maintenance facilities,
transmission, and temporary
construction lay down areas. The
proposed wind energy project would be
located on BLM administered lands and
a small portion on lands under the
jurisdiction of Imperial County,
approximately 5 miles west of the town
of Ocotillo, Imperial County, California.
The proposed action consists of the
construction, operation, maintenance,
and decommissioning of wind turbine
generators and associated facilities
necessary to successfully generate up to
550 MW of electricity. The project
would be constructed in 2 phases: Phase
I is anticipated to total approximately
299 MW, and Phase II is about 251 MW.
A recently approved high-voltage
transmission line known as the Sunrise
Powerlink crosses the Ocotillo Wind
Energy Project site and will facilitate
interconnection of the proposed project
and transmission of its renewable
energy output to Southern California.

The BLM will be the lead agency for
NEPA compliance and Imperial County
will act as the lead agency under CEQA
for the project. The BLM has invited the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) to
be a cooperating Federal agency in the
preparation of the EIR/EIS because the
proposed project may require a section
404 permit under the Clean Water Act.
The BLM and Corps agree that
establishing a cooperating agency
relationship will create a more
streamlined and coordinated approach
in developing the Ocotillo EIR/EIS and
they will be developing a Memorandum
of Understanding for this purpose.

The purpose of the public scoping
process is to determine relevant issues
that will influence the scope of the
environmental analysis, including
alternatives, and will guide the process
of developing the EIR/EIS. At present,
the BLM has identified the following
preliminary issues: air quality,
biological resources, recreation, cultural
resources, water resources, geological
resources, land use, noise,
paleontological resources, land with
wilderness characteristics, public
health, socioeconomics, soils, traffic and
transportation, visual resources, and
other issues. Authorization of this
proposal would require an amendment
of the CDCA Plan. By this notice, the
BLM is complying with requirements in
43 CFR 1610.2(c) to notify the public of
potential amendments to land use plans.
The BLM will integrate the land use
planning process with the NEPA
process for this project.

The BLM will use and coordinate the
NEPA commenting process to satisfy the
public involvement process for Section
106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 470(f)) as
provided for in 36 CFR 800.2(d)(3).
Native American Tribal consultations
will be conducted in accordance with
policy, and Tribal concerns, including
impacts on Indian trust assets, will be
given due consideration. Federal, State,
and local agencies, along with other
stakeholders that may be interested or
affected by the BLM’s decision on this
project, are invited to participate in the
scoping process and, if eligible, may
request or be requested by the BLM to
participate as a cooperating agency.

Public comments, including names
and street addresses of respondents, will
be available for public review at the
Bureau of Land Management, El Centro
Field Office, 1661 South 4th Street, El
Centro, California 92243, during regular
business hours (8 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.),
Monday through Friday, except
holidays.

Before including your address, phone
number, e-mail address, or other
personal identifying information in your
comment, you should be aware that
your entire comment—including your
personal identifying information—may
be made publicly available at any time.
While you can ask us in your comment
to withhold your personal identifying
information from public review, we


http://www.blm.gov/ca/st/en/fo/elcentro.html
http://www.blm.gov/ca/st/en/fo/elcentro.html
http://www.blm.gov/ca/st/en/fo/elcentro.html
http://www.blm.gov/ca/st/en/fo/elcentro.html
mailto:Cedric_Perry@ca.blm.gov
mailto:caocotillo@blm.gov
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cannot guarantee that we will be able to
do so.

Thomas Pogacnik,
Deputy State Director, Natural Resources.

Authority: 40 CFR 1501.7 and 43 CFR
1610.2.
[FR Doc. 2010-31139 Filed 12—10-10; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4310-40-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management
[LLCOS06000 L91310000.E10000]

Notice of Proposed Supplementary
Rules for Public Lands in Colorado:
Saguache, Alamosa, Rio Grande,
Conejos, and Costilla Counties

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Proposed supplementary rules.

SUMMARY: The Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) Colorado is
proposing supplementary rules for
public land included in the San Luis
Resource Area Travel Management Plan
(TMP), approved on June 4, 2009. These
supplementary rules would apply to the
public lands within Saguache, Alamosa,
Rio Grande, Conejos, and Costilla
Counties, Colorado, within the TMP,
and under the management of the San
Luis Valley Public Lands Center. The
proposed rules implement decisions
found in the TMP relating to the use of
the lands, conduct of visitors, health
and safety of visitors, and protection of
visitors and natural resources.

DATES: You should submit your
comments by February 11, 2011.
Comments postmarked or received in
person or by electronic mail after this
date may not be considered in the
development of the final supplementary
rules.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
by the following methods: Mail or hand-
deliver: Larry Velarde, Bureau of Land
Management, San Luis Valley Public
Lands Center, 1803 West Hwy 160,
Monte Vista, Colorado, 81144.

You may also submit comments via
electronic mail to:
rgfo_comments@blm.co.gov (include
“Attn: San Luis Resource Area Travel
Management Plan” in the subject line).
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Larry Velarde, Natural Resource
Specialist, Recreation, San Luis Valley
Public Lands Center, 1803 West Hwy
160, Monte Vista, Colorado 81144, (719)
852-5941. Persons who use a
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TDD) may contact these individuals by
calling the Federal Information Relay

Service (FIRS) at (800) 877—-8339, 24
hours a day, 7 days a week.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Authority

II. Public Comment Procedures

II. Background

IV. Discussion of the Proposed
Supplementary Rules

V. Procedural Matters

I. Authority

43 U.S.C. 1740, 43 U.S.C. 315a, 43
CFR 8341.1, 8364.1, and 8365.1-6.

I1. Public Comment Procedures

You may mail or hand-deliver
comments to the Bureau of Land
Management, San Luis Valley Public
Lands Center, 1803 West Hwy 160,
Monte Vista, Colorado 81144, or e-mail
to rgfo_comments@blm.co.gov.

Written comments on the proposed
supplementary rule should be specific,
confined to issues pertinent to the
proposed supplementary rules, and
explain the reason for any
recommended change. Where possible,
your comments should reference the
specific section or paragraph of the
proposal that you are addressing. The
BLM is not obligated to consider or
include in the Administrative Record
for the final supplementary rule,
comments that the BLM receives after
the close of the comment period (see
DATES), unless they are postmarked or
electronically dated before the deadline,
or comments delivered to an address
other than those listed above (see
ADDRESSES).

Comments, including names, street
addresses, and other contact
information of respondents, will be
available for public review at the San
Luis Valley Public Lands Center address
listed in ADDRESSES during regular
business hours (8 a.m. to 4 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except Federal
holidays). Before including your
address, phone number, e-mail address,
or other personal identifying
information in your comment, you
should be aware that your entire
comment—including your personal
identifying information—may be made
publicly available at any time. While
you can ask us in your comment to
withhold your personal identifying
information from public review, we
cannot guarantee that we will be able to
do so.

III. Background

A “Notice of Intent to Prepare the San
Luis Resource Valley Travel
Management Plan and Amend San Luis
Valley Resource Management Plan and
Start the Scoping Period” was
announced in the Federal Register on

March 30, 2004 (69 FR 16599). The
completion of the San Luis Resource
Area TMP Environmental Assessment
(EA) led to a 30-day public comment
period, starting on June 3, 2008.
Following analysis of the public
comments, the BLM issued two
decisions: An RMP amendment
proposed decision record (May 14,
2009), and an implementation decision
on the San Luis Resource Area TMP
(June 4, 2009). The decision restricts off-
highway vehicle use to designated roads
and trails in the TMP area and includes
discussion of the proposed
supplementary rules.

IV. Discussion of the Proposed
Supplementary Rules

These proposed supplementary rules
apply to the public lands within the San
Luis Resource Area TMP area. The TMP
area consists of 520,945 acres of public
lands within Saguache, Alamosa, Rio
Grande, Conejos, and Costilla Counties,
Colorado, in the following described
townships:

Colorado, New Mexico Principal Meridian

T.45 N, R. 4 E. through T. 45 N, R. 11 E;

46 N., R. 4 E. through T. 46 N.,R. 11 E.;

41N, R.6E.andR. 7 E,;

40N., R. 4 E. through T. 40 N,,R. 6 E;

40N.,R. 11 E,;

42 N.,R. 5 E. through T. 42 N.,,R. 7E;

42N.,R.9E. andR. 10 E;

43 N,,R. 5 E. through T. 43 N.,R. 7E,;

43 N.,,R. 9 E. through T. 43 N, R. 12 E;

44 N.,R. 4 E. thI‘Ough T.44N.,R. 12 E,;

47 N., R. 7 E. through T. 47 N,,R. 10 E.;

48 N.,,R8E.andR.9E,;

36 N, R. 6 E. through T. 36 N., R. 8 E.;

36 N.,R.11E.and R. 12 E,;

38N.,,R.6E.andR. 7E.;

38 N,,R. 11 E. through T. 38 N., R. 13 E.;

37N.,,R.6 E.andR. 7E.;

37N.,,R.12E. and R. 13 E;

37N, R. 4 E. through T. 37 N.,R. 7E.;

37 N.,,R. 11 E. through T. 37 N., R. 13 E.;

32N, R. 7 E. through T. 32 N.,R. 11 E;

33N,,R. 8E. through T. 33 N.,R. 11 E;;

34N, R. 6 E. through T. 34 N.,R. 8E.;

34 N.,,R.10E. and R. 11 E,;

.35N.,R. 5 E. through T. 35 N,,R. 8E_;
and

.35N.,,R.10E. and R. 11 E.

6th Principal Meridian

T.278S.,73 W. through T. 29 S.,R. 73 W.

The proposed supplementary rules
are consistent with the record of
decision of the San Luis Resource Area
TMP, approved on June 4, 2009. The
TMP includes specific management
actions that restrict certain activities
and define allowable uses. Restrictions
on general travel and off-highway
vehicle use are intended to enhance
user safety and ensure compliance with
travel management restrictions. These
restrictions are designed to protect
critical resources and scenic values in

HHESEESSE S S S S S
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Public Notice (December 21, 2010)




12/27/2010 o Print
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Imperial County
Planning & Developmant Services Department

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF DRAFT EIS/EIR FOR OCOTILLO EXPRESS WIND ENERGY
PROJECT AND NOTICE OF PUBLIC EIS/EIR SCOPING MEETINGS

The Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department intends to prepare an Envirgnmen-
tal Impact Report (EIR} for the propesed Oceofillo Express Wind Energy Project, as described below
Public scoping meetings for the proposed EIR will be held by the (mperial County Planning & Develop-
ment Sarvices Department and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) on Wednesday, January 5,
2011 at 6:00 p.m. af the Board of Supervisors Chambers, 2nd Floor, County Administration Center lo-
cated at 940 Main Street, El Centro, CA 92243 and Thursday, January 6, 2011 at 8:00 pm. at the Oco-
fille Community Park located at 266 West Imperial Highway, Ocotillo, CA 92259, Comments regarding
the scope of the EIR will be accepted at this meeting. Also, a National Enviranmental Polioy Act Emvi-
ronmental mpact Staterment (EIS) will be prepared to addrass the Applicant's request for grant of right
of way through BLM lands.

SUBJECT Ocotille Express Wind Energy Project EISIEIR
BOARD OF SUPERVIBORS APPRUOVAL: To Be Detarmined.

PRCJECT LOCATION: The proposed wind energy facility site is located on BLM-administered lands
and private land within the unincorporated area of the County of Imparial, in the vicinity of the unincor-
porated community of Ocotille. & portion of the Imperial Highway runs through the proposed project site
ina northwest to east diraction, as well as the Interstate 8, which cresses a portion of the southern araa
of the proposed project site.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The proposed project is the development of a8 wind energy facility on ap-
proximately 15,000 acres of open space and undeveloped range land. The proposed project would in-
clude wing turbine generators, oparations and mantanance building, praject substation, meteorolagical
stations, underground electrical collector system, access roads, and fencing. The elsctric generating fa-
cility would connect to the new SDGAE Sunrise Powerlink 500-kV transmission line scheduled for com-
pletion in June 2012,

URBAN AREA PLAN: Ocotillo-Namirage Community Area Plan
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS DISTRICT: District 2, Supervisor Jack Terrazas

ANTICIPATED SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS: The EIS/EIR will analyze potential impacts associated with
the following: Air Resources; Climate Change; Cultural Resources; Cumulative Impacts; Environmental
Justice, Lands and Realty; Mineral Resources; Multiple Use Classas; Noise, Paleontological Re-
sourees, Public Haalth and Safety, Recreation; Social and Economic Issues; Soil Resources; Special
Designations; Transportation and Public Access, Vegelation Resources; Visual Resources; Water Re-
sources; Wildland Fire Ecology, and Wildlife Resources.,

COMMENTS REQUESTED: The Imparial County Planning & Development Services Department would
like to know your ideas about the effects the proposed project might have on the environment and your
suggestions as to mitigation ar ways the proposed project may be revised to reduce or avoid any signifi-
cant environmental impacts. Your comments will guide the scope and content of environmental issues
to be examined in the EIS/EIR. Your comments may be submitted in writing to: Angelina Havens,
Planner LI, Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department, 801 Main Street, El Centro,
CA 52243, Available project information may be reviewed at this location.

NOTICE UF PREPARATION REVIEW PERIOD: Dacember 21, 2010, through January 25, 2011,
L163 D21

Powered by TECNAVIA Copyright (¢)2010 Imperial Valley Press 12/21/2010
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Public Notice (BLM December 16, 2010)




BLM Initiates Environmental Review of Proposed Wind Energy Project; Scoping Meetin... Page 1 of 1

e e U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT NEWS RELEASE
'$7 PuBLiC LANDS

California Desert District

Release Date: 12/16/10
Contacts: David Briery, (951) 697-5220 or News Release No. CDD-11-16
Steve Razo , (951) 697-5217

BLM Initiates Environmental Review of Proposed Wind Energy Project; Scoping Meetings
Scheduled for Ocotillo and El Centro

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) has published a notice of intent (NOI) to conduct an environmental review on the impacts of the proposed Ocotillo
Express Wind Energy Project in Imperial County, Calif., and will hold public scoping meetings for the review in Ocotillo and El Centro in early January.

Ocotillo Express, LLC has applied to the BLM for a right-of-way (ROW) on public lands to construct a wind generation power plant facility approximately five miles
west of Ocotillo (30 miles west of El Centro). The project would generate 550 megawatts of wind energy on 15,000 acres (23.4 square miles) of mostly public
lands administered by BLM, as well a small portion of land under the jurisdiction of Imperial County.

The BLM and Imperial County intend to prepare a joint Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Environmental Impact Report (EIR), along with a proposed
amendment to the California Desert Conservation Area (CDCA) Plan (1980, as amended) and are seeking public comments to identify issues to be analyzed. At
present, the BLM has identified the following preliminary issues: air quality, biological resources, recreation, cultural resources, water resources, geological
resources, land use, noise, paleontological resources, land with wilderness characteristics, public health, socioeconomics, soils, traffic and transportation, visual
resources, and other issues.

The BLM will be soliciting public comments through Friday, Jan. 21, 2011. Public-scoping meetings will be held at the County of Imperial Board Room, 940 Main
Street, Suite 211, El Centro, CA 92243 on Wednesday, Jan. 5, 2011 at 6 p.m., and at the Ocotillo Community Center, 266 West Imperial Hwy, Ocotillo, CA 92259
on Thursday, Jan. 6, 2011, at 6 p.m. The BLM and Imperial County will use the public-scoping comments in preparing draft environmental documents to be
available for public review later in 2011.

Further details on the proposed wind energy project can be found at the following website: http://www.ca.blm.gov/elcentro. Comments may be submitted to
BLM Project Manager Cedric Perry by e-mail at caocotillo@blm.gov or by mail to the California Desert District Office, 22835 Calle San Juan de Los Lagos, Moreno
Valley, CA 92553.

--BLM--

California Desert District 22835 Calle San Juan de Los Lagos, Moreno Valley, CA 92553
Last updated: 12-16-2010
USA.GOV | No Fear Act | DOI | Disclaimer | About BLM | Notices | Get Adobe Reader®
Privacy Policy | FOIA | Kids Policy | Contact Us | Accessibility | Site Map | Home

http://www.blm.gov/ca/st/en/info/newsroom/2010/december/cdd1116 ocotillowind.html 3/4/2011
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Project Fact Sheet










Appendix C-2

Written Comment Form




Public Comment Card
Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project

Commentor Name: Date:

Address:

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTEROR
SUREAU OF 1AND MANAGZMENT

Comment:

By submitting a scoping comment you will receive a copy of the EIS. Please indicate the format you would prefer:

O Compact Disk (CD) or O Hardcopy




How to Comment:
Hardcopy: Use the form on the other side of this sheet. Please fold and staple this form and mail to the address below

Email: caocotillo@blm.gov Make sure subject line reads “Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project”

Comments must be postmarked/emailed by January 21, 2011

] Public comments, including names and street addresses of respondents, will be available for public review at Bureau of Land
Management, 22835 Calle San Juan de Los Lagos, Moreno Valley, CA 92553, during regular business hours (8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.),
Monday through Friday, except holidays. Individual respondents may request confidentiality. If you wish to withhold your name or
street address from public review or from disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act, you MUST check this box. Such
requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law. All submissions from organizations or businesses, and from individuals
identifying themselves as representatives or officials of organizations or businesses, will be made available for public inspection in

their entirety.

Place
stamp here

Bureau of Land Management

c/o Cedric Perry, Project Manager
22835 Calle San Juan de Los Lagos
Moreno Valley, CA 92553

Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project
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Scoping Meeting Presentation




BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

and

COUNTY OF IMPERIAL

Ocotillo Express Wind Energy

Project
Pattern Energy

SCOPING MEETING
January 5, 2011




BLM’s Role

= BLM Authority

X/

<+ Administration of public lands under Federal Land
Policy and Management Act of 1976 (FLPMA)

< Review of the Land Use Plan and processing of an EIS-
Level Land Use Plan Amendment (PA/EIS)

< California Desert Conservation Plan (1980, as
Amended)

< Issuance of right-of-way grants for use of federal land

< Lead federal agency for National Environmental
Protection Act (NEPA), National Historic Preservation
Act, and other federal law compliance

* Lead agency for consultation with the Fish and Wildlife
Service under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act




Department of the Interior

Secretarial Orders

« Secretarial Order 3283 — Enhancing Renewable Energy Development on
Public Lands (January 16, 2009)

= Purpose. This Order facilitates the Department's efforts to achieve
the goal Congress established in Section 211 of the Energy Policy Act
of 2005 to approve non-hydropower renewable energy projects on
the public lands with a generation capacity of at least 10,000
megawatts of electricity by 2015.

= Policy. The Department supports the permitting of environmentally
responsible wind, solar, biomass, and geothermal operations and
required electrical transmission facilities on the public lands.

« Secretarial Order 3285 — Renewable Energy Development by DOI
. (March 11, 2009)

= Purpose: This Order establishes the development of renewable
energy as a priority for DOI and establishes a Departmental Task
Force for Energy and Climate Change.

= Policy: Encourage the production, development, and delivery of
renewable energy is one of DOI'S highest priorities.




Summary of BLM ROW

Processing and Administration

= BLM:
- Regulations: 43 CFR 2800
- Right-of-Way Toolkit Information:

% General ROW
http://www.blm.gov/wo/st/en/prog/energy/cost rec
overy regulations.html

% Wind ROW
http://www.blm.gov/wo/st/en/prog/energy/wind en
ergy.html

< NEPA
http://www.blm.gov/ca/st/en/prog/planning/guidan
ce.html




BLM Authorized Officer’s Role

Initial Response to Proposal
Pre-application Screening
Accept Application or Reject Proposal
Process Application / Land Use Plan Amendment (PA)

- Conduct Formal Scoping

- Prepare BLM Planning / NEPA Document (PA/EIS)
Approve LUP Amendment / Decision on Application
Authorize the Use and Establish Monitoring

Administer through Termination




National Environmental Policy Act

NEPA

- Establishes a public, interdisciplinary framework
for Federal decision-making

- Ensures that agencies take environmental factors
Into account when considering Federal actions

- Required environmental analysis documents
Include environmental impact statements (EISs)
and environmental assessments (EAS)




BLM LUP Amendment / NEPA Process

NOA for Proposed PA /
Notice of Intent Final EIS
Public Scoping Period NOA Initiates a
- Y N 30-day Protest Period on
Alternative Formulation Proposed PA
o v

Y Approved PA and
Notice of Availability (NOA)

for Draft PA / Draft EIS

Record of Decision

A 4

{ Notice to Proceed / }
. Monitor Project

NOA Initiates a 90-day Public
Review & Comment Period




Imperial County’s Role

* Approval of project elements on non-federal
land

— Conditional Use Permit
— Variance (height)

« Lead agency for the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)




California Environmental Quality

Act

e Requires environmental review of projects
that need discretionary approvals by local
and state agencies

e Focused on analysis of “significant” impacts

* Preparation of an environmental impact
report (EIR) Is required for projects that
would have a significant impact on the
environment




The EIR Process

% Distribute Notice of Preparation (NOP)
“* Prepare Draft EIR

> ldentify and analyze significant impacts
» Recommend measures to avoid/reduce impacts
> Evaluate a reasonable range of alternatives

% Circulate the Draft EIR for public review
“* Respond to comments and prepare the Final EIR

% After completion of the EIR process, decision
makers can render a decision on the project




BLM Contacts and Comment Web

Site

% Cedric Perry, Project Manager
e Phone: (951) 697-5388
* e-mail: cperry@blm.gov

< BLM Web Page: http://www.ca.blm.gov/elcentro

< Scoping comments to:
Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Scoping Comments
c/o Cedric Perry, Project Manager
Bureau of Land Management
California Desert District Office
22835 Calle San Juan de Los Lagos
Moreno Valley, CA 92553

Or email comments to: caocotillo@blm.gov




Imperial County Contacts

% Angelina Havens, Planner III
e Phone: (760) 482-4236

e Email:
angelinahavens@co.imperial.ca.us

% County Web Page: http://www.icpds.com/







Summary

. Up to $1 billion dollar investment in Imperial Valley to
build a 550 MW wind energy project that would harness
the world-class winds just west of Ocaotillo to produce
power equivalent to that used by 300,000 Calif. homes

. Pattern Energy has strong financial backing and is a
team that has completed over 20 projects totaling over
2,000 MW of wind power and $4 billion in investment

. The Imperial Valley wind project would entail two project
phases, creating up to 300 construction jobs and up to 20
permanent positions during operations

. Economic boost to local economy from the creation of
jobs, business for construction subcontractors and
property tax revenue



ﬁ Pattern

About Pattern Energy




Pattern Energy

Pattern is
Committed to
Renewables and
Transmission

Riverstone
Holdings LLC

Growth Projected
Strong & Steady

Pattern is an independent, fully integrated energy
company that develops, constructs, owns and
operates clean energy and transmission assets in the
United States, Canada and Latin America

Formed in June 2009 by Riverstone and a premier
management team with a proven track record

Riverstone is an energy focused private equity firm
with the largest renewable energy fund in the world
Riverstone is committing a significant amount of
capital to support and expand Pattern’s business
Pattern will be the sole wind energy platform for
Riverstone in North America

More than 520 MW in operation or under
construction within first 9 months

4 GW of wind projects in development

Annual growth of 300 — 400 MW

5 large-scale transmission projects in development



Pattern Energy

Financially strong, long-term developer, owner and
operator of energy assets

. One of the most experienced and best-capitalized
development companies in the U.S. renewable energy
and transmission industry

. 100-person team of dedicated professionals with proven track
record of developing, constructing, financing, and placing into
operation 2,000 MW of wind power

. Expertise & experience at all project stages: resource analysis,
site development, finance, construction and operation

. Dedicated to delivering the highest values for our partners and
the communities where we work

. Strong commitment to promoting environmental stewardship
and corporate responsibility



Projects the Pattern Team Brought To Operation

Combine Hills

h id Wessington Springs
Hatchet Ridge Butler Ridge Bear Creek

Mendota Hills

Buena Vista
i Crescent Ridge

Cedar Creek

Caprock

Blue Canyon Wind
Kumeyaay d

Majestie
Sweetwater I-V

South Trent

Gulf Wind




ﬁ Pattern

Wind Project Overview




Overview of Wind Energy Development Process

. Find a site with a commercially viable wind resource e i e

. Study the transmission line capacity

. Define the boundaries of prospect area

. Determine who owns the land

. Contact the landowners and obtain land rights
. Design the potential wind farm layout

. Monitor the wind

. Perform environmental analyses

. Obtain the necessary permits and approvals

. Obtain grid interconnection rights

. Enter into a contract to sell the electricity (PPA)

. Begin construction



Wind Energy Project Overview

. Up to $1 billion investment in Imperial County
. 550 MW wind energy generation project
. Power equivalent: approximately 300,000 California homes

. Constructed in 2 phases for a total construction period of 18
— 24 months

. Up to 300 jobs during construction

. Up to 20 permanent jobs during operations

. Millions of dollars in property taxes each year
. 15,000-acre project area

. Surface area affected during operations is typically less than
3% of total project area



Proposed Wind Turbines

. Turbine Model: Siemens SWT-2.3-101
. Number of Turbines: 193

. Rotor speed: 6 — 16 rpm

. Hub height: 80 m or 263 ft

. Blade length: 50.5 m or 165.6 ft

. Cut-in speed: 4 m/s or 9 mph

. Cut-out speed: 25 m/s or 56 mph



Wind Energy Project Purpose and Need

. Help California reach renewable energy and air quality goals, _

. Provide an inexhaustible resource,
. Reduce reliance on imported fuel,
. Diversify California’s generation sources,

. Stimulate the local and regional economy,

. Strengthen the tax base, helping to improve county services,
including schools, police and fire departments,

. Produce energy with stable production costs, offering a hedge
against other energy sources with volatile fuel markets.



Powerful Wind Resource



Avoids Prohibited Land
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ﬁ Pattern

Wind Project Environmental
and Economic Benefits




Environmental Benefits of 550 MW Wind Project

Conserved Water Carbon Dioxide
304,626,722 gallons / yr* Emissions Reduced
*can supply 9,273 people/day 710,270 tons/year
*freshwater savings can 113,643 cars/year equivalent

supply 1,118,022 people each
day when compared to water
usage of thermoelectric
generation

Coal Preserved Natural Gas
112,741 tonslyear 7,873,294 million cubic
feet/ year

Sources: Based on information from the Energy Information Administration, National Energy Technology Laboratory, and U.S. Geological
Survey. Coal and natural gas preserved and carbon dioxide emissions reduced are based on SDG&E 2008 fuel mix of 54% natural gas and
12% coal. Conserved water based off U.S. average fuel mix, source: American Wind Energy Association. Based on USGS estimation of 80-
100 gallons/day per capita water consumption, US Geological Survey, "Water Q&A: Water use at home,”
http://ga.water.usgs.gov/edu/gahome.html. Freshwater savings are based on 2005 Freshwater Consumption and Withdrawal Average for all
Thermoelectric Generation. National Energy Technology Laboratory, "Estimating Freshwater Needs to Meet Future Thermoelectric Generation
Requirements”, DOE/NETL- 2006/1235 (www.netl.doe.gov).




Economic Benefits from 550 MW Wind Project

. Creates job opportunities for local residents

— Approximately 230 peak job positions supported during
construction period for Phase 1 and 69 peak jobs for Phase II.

— Up to 20 full time permanent jobs during operations, with 12
temporary contractors for 12 weeks each year

. Supports local economy by:

— Purchasing goods and services during construction and
operation

— Significantly increasing revenue for all service businesses, i.e.
local restaurants and hotels during construction and operation

. Significantly contributes to tax base annually



Example of Economic Impact from Construction

Pattern’s Hatchet Ridge Wind project increased business for local subcontractors:

. Hat Creek Construction built roads and excavated turbine sites

. Hoy & Sons excavated roads, graded turbine sites

. Sharrah Dunlap Sawyer as surveyor

. Brown & Mills conducted inspections and testing

. Pit River Tribe as Cultural Monitors

. Iron Workers from Redding IW Local 118 (turbine erection)

. Electricians from IBEW Local 340 (turbine wiring)

. Laborers from Local 185

. Crane operators from Local 3 Operating Engineers Union

. Manual Brothers constructed underground facilities at Carberry and Hatchet Ridge Substations

using local resources

. Power, water, telecoms, sewage, security, furniture, drilling, etc. from local contractors



ﬁ Pattern

Wind Project Construction




Examples of Best Management Practices

. Traffic management plan would be prepared for the site access roads to ensure that no
hazards result from increased truck traffic and traffic flow will not be adversely impacted

. Ongoing ground transportation planning would evaluate road use, minimize traffic
volume, and ensure roads are maintained adequately to minimize impacts

. Project personnel and contractors would be instructed and required to adhere to speed
limits to ensure safe and efficient traffic flow and to reduce wildlife collisions,
disturbance, and airborne dust

. Dust abatement techniques would be used on unpaved, unvegetated surfaces to
minimize airborne dust

. Project would comply with all applicable noise, health and safety regulations
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Wind Project Components

Padmount Transformer

75 wolt
M

Concrete

COwerhead
Collection System

L A

High Woltage Utility
Transmission System
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Ocotillo Wind Project Phase | Construction Schedule

Start of Construction
First Turbine Delivery to Site
Initial Synchronization

Full Operation

September 2011
June 2012
August 2012
December 2012



Road Construction

Road Clearing Road Cleared, Graded Completed Road
and Sub-base Prepared



Foundation Construction

Bolt Cage and Rebar Installation Completed Rebar

Completed Foundation Backfilled Foundation



Turbine Installation

Rigging Rotor for Lift Rigging Nacelle for Lift

Lifting Rotor Erection Complete



Public Participation Opportunities

< Submit written comments or statements

< Become a Formal Cooperating Agency with
BLM

< Provide comments at public meetings
< Participate in workshops

< Provide written comments on Scoping, the
DEIR/DEIS and FEIR/FEIS




Appendix D-1

January 5, 2011 Scoping Meeting Sign-in Sheet
and Speaker Registration List






















Public Comment Card
Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project
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Appendix E

Summary of Verbal Public Comments from
Scoping Meeting on January 5, 2011, El Centro,
California




Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Scoping Meeting 1-5-11

Verbal Comment Summary Transcript

Meeting Location:  Imperial County Board Room
940 Main Street, Suite 211
El Centro, California 92243

Audio length: 00:19:21
Verbal Speakers
e Edie Harmon 00:16:00
e Richard Hamilton 00:08:00
o Tim Kelley 00:10:20
e Cynthia Mancha 00:13:33
o Bridget Nash-Chrabascz 00:14:25
e Roberto Avila 00:16:46

e Rebecca Pollock 00:17:48

Name: Edie Harmon

Ocaotillo

Audio Start Time: 00:16:00
Comment Summary

1. Attended a meeting for the Tule Wind project and recalled hearing Jeffery Childers say that wind
energy is unreliable and that you would have to build a gas-fired power plant of equal size
because wind doesn’t always blow.

2. Does pattern have a Power Purchase Agreement? If so, with whom?

3. The energy would not be used locally it would be transmitted to San Diego, remote for the source
of use.

4. Public health impacts associated with large scale wind energy development. There have been
cases in the US, Canada, and Europe where people had to abandon their homes due to adverse
health effects attributed to wind development. Would Pattern be willing to buy all the homes in
Ocotillo if this were to happen?



5. There was a conference in Canada last fall that dealt with health effects caused by large scale
wind development, such as flicker and sleeplessness. Some studies show that homes need to be 5
miles away from the turbans other studies say five miles. Existing homes and approved lots lie
within proximity to the proposed project.

6. Fully protected species, golden eagles, have been sighted in on power polls in the No Mirage
area. USFWS have documented a nesting pair of golden eagles within 21/2 miles of the site.

7. Based on observations made by individuals that reside in the area, there are also a large number
of birds-of-prey species in the project area. There is a large number of owl species. Where and
how were the biological surveys conducted? Where surveys conducted to actually look for the
species in question or were they conducted base on some sort of transect and protocol that would
not necessarily put the biologist at the right place at the right time to observe sensitive species.

8. Atrticle in Canada discussed how owl populations are crashing because the owls have be eating
rodents that have ingested rodenticides, warfarin.

9. The Jacumba Mountains have one of the largest owl roosting areas she has ever seen.

10. Only one person in the community will make money off of the project because one of the turbans
is located on private property. She does not see how the project would be a particular benefit to
the Ocotillo and No Mirage communities. The (Ocotillo) community would be essentially
surrounded by the project.

11. The project would extend from the Coyote Mountain Wilderness to the Jucumba Mountain
Wilderness and upto the Anza Borrego State line, which happens to be some of the best
undisturbed biological resources in Imperial County an area that is not torn-up by roads. The
project would not only construct the turbines, but it would also have to construct roads throughout
the area. The project would disturb additional land to bring large construction equipment (semis)
onsite, and may disturb existing washes.

12. There are many people in the Ocotillo and No Mirage area that do not drive after dark and have
requested that there be a public meeting during the day time hours at the old Ocotillo community
center.

Name: Richard Hamilton

251 West Imperial Highway
County of Imperial, CA

Audio Start Time: 00:08:00
Comment Summary

1. Owner of the land that the one private turbine is going to go on.



2.

Name:

I don’t want any of the turbines built because when I purchased his property in 1981 it was a
beautiful valley. | didn’t want the railroad constructed or the first set of power lines that came
through because they changed the nature of the area. | don’t want the turbines constructed for the
same reason. The changes are going to be dramatic and hard for everyone to take because we
have a beautiful view of the valley. However, I have children and grandchildren that will benefit
from the development. I’m not going to be selfish enough at my age to restrict this opportunity
for Ocotillo to become a landmark area in Southern California for power generation. Is it going to
ruin the view? Of course. Is it going to ruin it for future generations? Of course. My only request
is for Pattern to mitigate, as much as possible, the visual impact of the towers. If that is some type
of a painting scheme that matches into whatever, | have no idea. Now, they are going to be very
apparent if they are white. The (transmission) towers that SDG&E constructed, that | have to look
at every day, are galvanized. | suspect that the second set will be galvanized. The best we can do
is mitigate the visual impact of the towers.

Tim Kelley

1024 State Street, Suite B

Audio Start Time: 00:10:20

Comment Summary

1.

Name:

Representing the Imperial Valley Economic Development Corporation. Goal is to implement the
Economic Development Strategic Plan of the region, which was supported by County, 11D and
the cities of Imperial County. They promote companies to come to Imperial County and make
investments here. Pattern is one of those companies. One of the things we do not do is bring in
industries that would not be compatible with existing industries. We want to protect agriculture
and were very involved in promoting renewable energy. The Summit Blue Report shows Imperial
County to be unique. Imperial County is the only place where you can generate geothermal, wind,
solar, biomass, biofules, etc. The opportunities for wind for wind in Imperial County, although
this site has great opportunities for wind the rest of the County does not. We do welcome Pattern
Energy. We have been meeting with Pattern, identifying challenges that may come about. We
appreciate this opportunity for the public to voice their concerns.

Cynthia Mancha

1002 E. Main Street
El Centro, CA

Audio Start Time: 00:13:33

Comment Summary

1.
2.

Representing EW Corporation
I’m here to give the perspective from the private sector. EW Corporation is a local steel fabricator
and machine shop. We support renewable energy projects that stimulate the local economy



through the purchase of goods and services during the construction phase as well as throughout
the life of the project. Throughout the last year, EW Corporation was able to employ over 100
skilled workers with activities or activities directly through renewable energy. We look forward
to continued renewable energy projects in Imperial County and job creation.

Name: Bridget Nash-Chrabascz
Audio Start Time: 00:14:25
Comment Summary

1. Looking at this fact sheet, | have a question here about the target construction start date of
September 2011. | realize that this is a target date, but I get a little bit nervous when | see projects
coming in with only 9 months for (the NEPA process). 90 day for DEIS, 45 days for Scoping,
time for consultants to put together EIS, time for meaningful consultation doesn’t add up to 9
months.

2. Particularly concerned with adequate time for consultation with the tribes. This happens to be a
sensitive area biologically as well as culturally. As BLM is well aware, it can take years.

3. What happens if the start date is pushed back to December or later? How was this date
determined?

4. In Campo, the blades that are on the met towers (wind turbines) are toxic. That if they fall down
you can’t touch them. Will the materials used for this particular project be toxic? If so, what will
be done about that?

Name: Roberto Avila

El Centro
Audio Start Time: 00:16:46
Comment Summary

1. Representing Imperial Valley Regional Occupational Program

2. Been involved with workforce development for over 20 years. I’ve seen alternative energy
projects, as an opportunity to provide our youth with goals in mind as far as new technology
coming in, career paths for them and that kind of development. Obviously, you need to take into
account the concerns of the residents and community. But, | see this as being beneficial, coming
into the new century. | would like to see this supported once everything is weighed.

Name: Rebecca Pollock
El Centro
Audio Start Time: 17:48:00

Comment Summary



1. Representing Nelson Construction
2. How with the BLM and Pattern communicate with us (the community) throughout the stages of
this project?
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Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Scoping Meeting 1-6-11

Verbal Comment Summary Transcripts

Meeting Location: County of Imperial Ocotillo Community Center
266 West Imperial Highway
Ocotillo, California 92259

Audio length: 02:30:08
Verbal Speakers
e Arrow-weed Preston 01:08:57
e Barbara Hill 01:16:01
o Alan Ridley 1:21:52
e Michael Cuff 1:24:40
e Edie Harmon 01:31:50
e Dan Boten 01:40:56
e Terry Weiner 01:45:14
e Jack (last name unknown) 01:52:37
e Fred Keagal 01:58:45
e Ingrid Crickmore 02:01:20
e Pete Zeitler 02:07:07
e Juan Zaritia 02:10:48
e Dennis Troficante 02:14:26

e Tim Lambs 02:21:11

Name: Arrow-Weed Preston
Ocaotillo

Audio Start Time: 01:08:57

Comment Summary

1. 1 just heard you say that nature made this area viable for this project. That’s questionable because
to say nature created this area for your project is to say that nature intended to destroy creatures



and creatures that fly, so that you can light homes. Is this a process of elimination of life in the
desert? There is also evidence of a people that lived in those areas long ago. Did nature intend for
those areas to be destroyed too? Those areas are sacred to us, the Quechan and the Kumeyaay.
And those areas glorify nature. And | don’t know how nature would go and destroy what glorifies
nature. You have miss used the name of nature because that is the creation and the creator. That’s
what we are talking about. And you have miss used that here, and I resent that. And my people
will resent what you put in there. And you have admitted that you don’t care if you destroy them.
By that statement that you made, that nature is viable for the wind project, you are saying that,
that’s wrong to say that. You might as well have said that god almighty said it’s okay to do this.
You might as well bring up the bible, and say let’s rewrite the bible to say it’s okay to destroy
nature and other evidence that glorifies nature or the creation. You might as well put that in there
too because that very bible is what you swear by to do the right things. Also we go by that
nature, all the things that are left out, all the things that we know through our songs, through our
story. We are a part of the ecology. We don’t mind people who live here and destroy the ecology
as long as you can live in harmony with it. There’s no way for harmony, no substitution when you
destroy nature. | listened to all these things you done how you gathered everybody here. That was
sacrilege what you said here, and | think that’s very wrong. You have never gone to my tribe to
talk to them personally. Face to face because you are supposed to have a government to
government. You have never gone over there. Tell them nature says we can destroy all of your
artifacts and we can destroy all of the creatures that you hold to be very sacred because you are
talking about creatures that are very important to the creation story red tail hawks (etcetera),.

2. That area is just right for big horn sheep because it’s cooler. You’re going to destroy his habitat
before he gets there. Because the desert is getting hotter and hotter.

3. Ocotillo isn’t getting any of the electricity or the jobs.

Name: Barbara Hill
980 Palo Verde in No Mirage.

Audio Start Time: 01:16:01
Comment Summary

1. Concerns are in the EIR on the construction area. She has worked in construction for over 20
years in deserts, Indio, and Palm Springs and she knows the damage construction does. They put
down chemicals and they are no good. Construction workers don’t use out-houses that are
provided. When you disturb this desert, and we get winds, we get dust. Is the planning
commission going to keep this dust down to the level that they have on construction, 4 feet from
the vehicle? No, its not, it’s almost impossible. The wind blows but there are other areas and you
are saying we have high winds. So do Coachella and Salten Sea and the winds blow just as hard
there as they do here? | am also concerned about the traffic that will create. Our little roads can’t
handle a lot and you are saying that this job will bring 100-300 jobs out here. | know you say
carpooling but where are you going to park all the cars. There is no room for the cars. The plants
will be disturbed and destroyed. You say that you will plant it but do you know how long it takes



Name:

for plants out here to grow and to reestablish itself? It takes 3-10 years. Ocotillo’s it take 25-50
years to get these plants up. They are very slow growing. The smoke trees and even the sage
brush trees and you are just going to mow them down. We have spotted eagles, redtail hawks and
huge owls that will leave. She rescues birds that come into the area. Blue footed ducks get
blown around. Big horn sheep, deer, foxes will be disturbed as well. You will be destroying an
awful lot. The compaction machine will destroy the sand and the desert is fragile and by putting
in this big equipment, it will destroy the desert.

Alan Ridley

Audio Start Time: 1:21:52

Comment Summary

1.

Name:

I live in Chula Vista and work at Cuyamaca College. Mention that it’s very beneficial for us to
avoid mercury and they say pregnant women shouldn’t eat fish with mercury. Where does it
come from? It comes from coal-fired power plants.

There is an architect in New Mexico that says that there is a simple solution for the global climate
change. It is no more coal-fired power plants. Now in California has terminated contracts for
these types of power plants. They still get some power from some plants that use this type of
power plant. One of the advantages of wind is that you won’t have mercury in your fish, food, or
your diet.

Michael Cuff
134 Via de la Coyote

Audio Start Time: 1:24:40

Comment Summary

1.

Third time living in this town. | am worried about the FEMA wind map that doesn’t match up
with the slide presented. Up at the top of the hill where the other turbans are, FEMA has this
labeled as a high wind area. But we live in a shadow where the wind blows over the top and then
it drops down to plaster city. So what we have the thermal effect. He has a concern about the
turban efficiency of 33% but there is study showing 22%. Federal government may be involved
on the tax dollars going to this.

Border patrol is out here every day because they are in high smuggling zone and he is concerned
about their safety with the transmission lines that will be out there. Concerned about military
aircraft that fly lower to the ground over the project area and that is the normal flight traffic.

Concern about the end of life of the turban. If they are only going to be here until 2042, that is
not much time, then why are they going to be here in the first place? The next generation will be
here and is it monetarily feasible in Ocotillo for them to be here. Why should he put up solar
panels if he is going to have turbans in his back yard?



4. The big horned sheep transferring from north to south and back and they are a part of the Ocotillo
area. Also there was a guestion about noise and if the wind turbans make noise. They are being
told no. But when you have a rotating propeller, you are going to have some frequency
differences, so how is this going to affect our wildlife? They hear and sense things much
differently then we do.

5. Hazardous materials and hazardous waste. You know about the aqua fir. 1t’s federally protected,
and there are only 3 in the United States, Ocotillo, Campo and Hawaii. So if there is a potential
for hazardous material to end up in the aqua fir then we need to know and the potential is there. |
have a picture of when a turbine tore apart, | am an ex-naval engineer and | am familiar with
those things and hazardous materials. So | want to know what the plan is to capture things if that
is to happen.

6. 1don’t understand why it needs to be generated here especially when we are in the shadow and |
am not sure that the monitoring towers are providing you with accurate data because it is only
half the distance. You have those only going up 200 feet, why not 400 feet or is that because of
the acouis and the flight pattern?

Name: Edie Harmon
Ocaotillo

Audio Start Time: 01:31:50
Comment Summary

1. Lived here for more than 33 years. Was at the meeting last night and will be repeating those
points. Mr. Childers and I were at the Boulevard Fire Station public meeting and we listened to
SDGE about the wind energy in the mountains and that the wind energy is so unreliable because
the wind doesn’t blow all the time and that if you are developing a system based on wind energy
you will have to build a gas-fired power plant that will produce an equal or greater generating
capacity for the times when the wind is not blowing. There is a reason why Sempra Energy put
an L&G pipeline on the Mexican side of the border. There is a reason why there are proposed
gas-fired power plants on the Mexican side of the border. Its not just wind energy, there are other
issues there. Is Aspen (consultant for the county) just doing work for the county or is it doing the
EIS? Is BLM doing the environmental review or is Aspen going to be responsible for everything.
Based on her decades of looking at EIRs and EIS, she has yet to see a biological review done for
any EIR or EIS that was adequately done and that didn’t have any significant problems with
protocol, frequency, visits and what they were looking for. Were they just doing the minimum?
Things are in bloom now, and you have to know when all these things are happening. You have
to be responding at the right time for these plants. You can’t do it on schedule, you have to know
what’s in bloom and when and where. She was asked last night about a field guide that would
know where all the plants are. The Jepson manual might, but she has been the Coyote Mountains
and have found plants out there that are not listed in there because botanist weren’t there where
they were in bloom.



2.

Name:

She is being told that the information she is seeing on the public health impact that live close to
turbans in Canada and the US are not real. She is going to decide which studies are credible and
acceptable for her health. She doesn’t want to be convinced of a study that a paid applicant has
told her and she is willing to look at and listen to the stories of people that have been sick and
their doctors. Some people have abandoned their homes. Some studies are saying to be a
minimum of 2 kilometers away and others are saying to be even further away to prevent issues
with the heart and other medical issues.

Traffic-to haul 99.9 acre feet of water when they were stopping the export of water from this area,
it was going out in 5-7 gallon tank trucks. And the idea of hauling this water from Pine Valley is
going to have a tremendous impact. It is not energy neutral at all and need to look at the
environmental impacts on that. The Plan of Development has some difference in what is in
writing and what they heard tonight. There were turbans off the 18 freeway by Acorn casino, and
one of them blew up and then all of them started losing blades, they want to know what caused
this failure. They were told it’s confidential. People need to know if these turbans can have a
problem. The blades have yet to be removed from the sight and they are being told that they can’t
because there is hazardous material in the blades.

Dan Boten

Audio Start Time: 01:40:56

Comment Summary

1.

Name:

I own the water company off of Imperial Highway. Everyone in this room likes this freedom.
Our country is broke and in debt. Everyone in this area needs the extra income that this project
will bring in. 1 own a home improvement business and the thing that keeps me going is keeping
peoples electric bills down. If we don’t start doing renewable energy we will have more
problems and this might help get this country back on its feet. What’s our other choice, drilling
for 0il? No. I am for wind. Where else are we going to put this, over in china? My kids and
your kids, kids will need income and energy. | don’t understand why everyone in this room is
against this. My one concern is the use of water. The aqua fir here is precious and if any bad
water gets in there | would hate to see it destroyed. That is my only concern.

Terry Weiner
306 Front Street

Audio Start Time: 01:45:14

Comment Summary

1.

Works as the Imperial County Projects and Conservation Coordinator for the Desert Protective

Council. Scoping comments: my mind is boggled on how to phrase the scoping issue of the total
destruction of 15000 acres of land. 3% footprint or not, how do we analyze the impacts to lots of
recreational qualities on the land, impacts to visitors to Anza Borrego state park, impacts to view
shack, impacts to herders to big horn sheep and others, impacts to lizards and birds. There are so



Name:

many studies on impacts to birds from windmills and new ones come out all the time so | hope
you are going to look into these findings. You mentioned the saving of water and carbon
emissions as compared with natural gas or coal fire plants. We need to analyze the comparison of
producing 500 megawatts of electricity from wind towers to impacts of rooftop solars and where
the energy is going to go. There are studies that show this information. Maybe that is the
alternative that should be addressed. When you scrap desert soil, you are destroying the natural
plant communities. Everything that is on the ground will be gone, Native American artifacts,
plants; all the beauty will be gone. We have an industrialization of a community, from what |
understand, they value the desert life, dark skies and the recreation in the area. You have the
economic impact of taxes of the hotel and restaurants. There are no hotels here and there are
some places that can be considered restaurants but they can’t handle that much business. What
about the impacts to the noise and dust and fumes from the trucks that is going to go on for how
many years. The desert plant habitat is carbon too by destroying you are going to be releasing
carbon and that is not energy efficient either. We would like to see the release of the alternatives
before you release the draft EIS so we know what the alternatives are. There are cumulative
impacts. It’s not just this project to our desert from the scrapping of the sunrise power ring, to the
Tully wind project. This project is going to add to the cumulative project.

Jack (Last name unknown)
Ocaotillo

Audio Start Time: 01:52:37

Comment Summary

1.

In the EIR I would like to know how the imperial county fire department will handle a potential
fire that happens with these blades because they have seen where fire departments have not even
been able to attack them. | do know that the blades are toxic when they catch on fire and they are
made out of materials that when ignited will blow across the desert and cause problems and
further burning.

Each one of these turbans motor contains oil to keep them cool. At times these things start
leaking and catch fire sometimes the soil will catch on fire and send out a plume of black smoke.
If that thing starts leaking, what will happen when it leaks, who is responsible for it and to ensure
it does not get into our aqua fir.

The comment about wind energy and it being free, yet in the state of Montana they did a study
with the electric coal-ops. Although wind energy is cool and its free but it is not apart from a
footprint. If wind doesn’t blow it doesn’t generate electricity. If the people are on that line, some
one will need to kick up the electricity. If they aren’t on line it would take too long to fire up a
coal plant that these windmills are suppose to produce. The other alternative that was mentioned
was natural gas; yes this could fill the gap. So to believe that windmills are not a footprint in our
environment is erroneous. These windmills are not full proof. Our backup is in Mexico

I have not seen a seismographic study on the towers. If we have another earthquake like we did
last year, these things would have come tumbling down. This needed to be shown in the



5.

environmental impact. It seems like EIS are about plants and animals but nothing about the
people, this needs to be addressed. Everybody wants energy but not in my back yard. | am not
that person.

Mention about site studies from Canada, Washington and Oregon on health conditions with
individuals regarding this 2 kilometer. | would like to see this addressed.

Name: Fred Keagal

Ocotillo

Audio Start Time: 01:58:45

Comment Summary

1.

I am a PHDPA. | am worried about the cumulative impacts. This is a nonattainment area for
PN2.5-PN10. When you look at all the projects that are being approved in the area, you are
looking at an enormous number of acres being cleared or devastated. | was on the phone today
with the center of excellence for coccidioidomycosis at the University of Arizona, there are
63,000 coccidioidomycosis cases that have shown up and have cost approximately $66 million in
hospitalization last year costs alone. This is caused by disturbing the surface area of the sediment
and causing large wind blowing. The problem with this disease is that it occurs in batches so you
don’t know where it will show up. When you look at the effects of this area, it’s a real concern.
Particularly looking at cardiovascular disease and PN2.5 and for pulmonary disease for PN10.
That is not being addressed at this point and it needs to be addressed in this EIR and from the
stand point of all projects in this area due to the air quality because you are affecting everyone
down wind from this. Another concern is with Bats. Bats are a real problem with the generation
of wind. There are so many of these solar system projects being proposed throughout the
southwest, | wonder where is all the power going to go. We need to look at the cumulative is in
the southwest on this.

Name: Ingrid Crickmore

Audio Start Time: 02:01:20

Comment Summary

1.

I am a tourist of Imperial County for 20 years. | love to hike in the desert and | have a lot of
concerns about the solar and wind in the desert. It appears to be like a gold rush and | wondering
how this is all really going to pan out. To me it seems like it is already obsolete as what the
project is described as and when it finally gets built it will be obsolete and it will leave the desert
in a wreck. From what | understand, countries like Germany that have been solar for some time
now, they aren’t in the desert and they have bad weather, so they are doing most all rooftop solar
and they have more energy coming from that they do all these desert projects put together. For
wind, it only delivers 4% of what the capacity is. They are putting up these huge structures and
destroy prime beautiful habitat that we won’t have left anymore. The wind has a really bad
record of what it delivers. It isn’t worth it to waste that mountainside. Why should the BLM be



Name:

hosting this? The BLM is supposed to be conserving the land not adding industrial to it. A view
scape is not immaterial. We don’t even know what will really be destroyed; we might not be able
to survive if we do destroy all of this. Half of these projects aren’t even tested, then they are
brought out and put up, wreck the desert, and thinking that oh maybe it will work. Then it
doesn’t and then it goes a mess and it’s just left behind in the desert into a wasteland.

Pete Zeitler
97 Palo Verde Road

Audio Start Time: 02:07:07

Comment Summary

1.

Name:

Audio

I just wanted to go on record saying that | am against it. Currently our house faces west onto the
mountains and a day doesn’t go by that we don’t go out on our patio and look out on the
mountains to watch the sunset. Now we are going to look out onto 280 windmills. Aesthetically
it is an impact. Wondering whether Pattern Energy is a non-profit organization and it’s being
spun off as an environmental project. If | was a company, why would I invest a billion dollars
and not make any money off of it. They say it’s going to feed 300,000 homes so they must be
making money. What is the benefit in ocotillo? There wasn’t an armed ranger at the meeting but
there was a gentleman at the meeting in Imperial Valley that had a sidearm and | would
appreciate it if you would not have armed officers in attendance at the meetings. It seems like
this procedure has been rushed through. You have had monitors out there for some time and then
all of sudden we are told about this given very little time. It’s as if this being done behind out
backs.

Juan Zaritia
2630 West Avenue

Start Time: 02:10:48

Comment Summary

1.

Name:

| have a sheet of paper here about a meeting that was held January 2. My concern is that | live
17 miles from here and between Donnaway which is the beginning of another project which
encompasses 9000acres, and to the south there are another couple of solar projects that are being
presented and probably go through this process. And then this project which encompasses 15,000
acres and that is a lot of land that is going to be disturbed. Here recently, myself and friends of
mine are having to go to the medical doctor because we have a continued cough. The air and the
winds are kicking up continuously at 50mph. Again we need to know that the afternoon winds
are going to have an effect on the community downwind. Also, the seismic effect. Everyday we
get 1.5-2.3 seismic activity in Ocotillo. | would like to see some statistics and investigation on
testing being done and your evaluation on that.

Dennis Troficante



Santa Ysabel

Audio Start Time: 02:14:26

Comment Summary

1.

Name:

I have solar on my roof and | live in Santa Ysabel. We generate 150% of the energy we use and
it goes back to the grid. You have to be tied to the grid in order to get the rebates. | am the
president of a non-profit group called protect our communities foundation. We have fought
successfully having the sunrise power plant run through the desert state park and fighting it to
beat it down. Big wind and big solar, do not belong in the desert. Why do we want to build
massive billion dollar project and spend 2 billion dollar transmission line to San Diego and really
they want to take it to LA. Sempra wants to get fossil fuel power to LA. That’s where the market
is. They are saying that taking line to Alpine and then up to sub station in San Felipe. That
substation was going to have 5 lines coming out going to LA. Why should we as rate payers be
paying for these billions of dollars of transmission line? They make there money on the
construction they don’t care about if it goes to San Diego. They have a guaranteed 11-12% rate
of return. We can create the same energy buy putting solar not on the roof tops but you can put it
on the parking lots and trench it in. Schools are doing it, QUALCOMM, Kyocera is. Why run the
all this into San Diego when you can do it right there. You guys in ocotillo don’t need it; you
have enough power out here. | would like to incorporate all people previous comments so that |
don’t have to repeat myself. So we are going to continue to fight.

Tim Lambs
No Mirage

Audio Start Time: 02:21:11

Comment Summary

1.

A very close friend of mine, an engineer is doing engineering at Nitson Karbiwatsinger, on the
new wind blades and yes there is toxic material in them. Word definition when you are talking
about impact, people in this room do not know the definition of impact and my concern is that if
anyone understands the impact this will have on our community.

Second word association | have is a ticket that | have in my hand from the BLM on January 29,
2009 for riding in a wilderness area. The day I got this ticket, | took pictures of the wilderness
area, grounds and the paths that are out there. Not only to find a border patrol agent dragging the
very same road. So my concern is the definition of wilderness to people in this room and if they
don’t understand the definition of the words such as impact and wilderness, how are we suppose
to trust them to make decisions for our community.

County mailed out a flyer that mentioned out the two meetings and an EC meeting that is
scheduled for the 16™. We have an informational meeting on the 13", next Thursday at 1:30 with
a presentation for all to attend. 940 Main Street upstairs.



4. Can we get copies of the slides that you’re presented and the charts? We will probably get
something up on the website. What wasn’t addressed was the USGS map for the earthquakes.
They are putting seismic graphs everywhere. | want an updated map put up. And I would like to
know how much we have sunk, our ground level. We have gone down and I would like that in
the EIR.

5. Luncheon on Jan 19" , where Pattern would host to invite members of the community at the
community center.



Appendix G

Comments Received During Scoping Period




Cristina Piraino

From: Armando Villa [armandovilla@co.imperial.ca.us]
Sent: Monday, December 27, 2010 08:24 AM

To: Angelina Havens

Subject: FW: Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project

Please respond...
Armando G. Villa

Director of Planning &
Development Services
County of Imperial
(760) 482-4236

www.icpds.com

From: George Blender [mailto:sam-clemens@cox.net]
Sent: Saturday, December 25, 2010 10:26 AM

To: planninginfo@co.imperial.ca.us; caocotillo@blm.gov
Subject: Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project

Please forward the name(s) and address(es) of the company (companies) proposing this project. Nowhere, on anything from BLM or
Imperial County Planning & Development is a single company named. | think you should at least tell us what company or companies
are applying for permission.

Thanks

George Blender



STATE OF CALIFORNIA

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 365

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

{916) 653-6251

Fax (916) 657-5390

Web Site www.nahc.ca.gov

e-mail: ds_nahc@pacbell.net

December 27, 2010 RECEIVE@

Ms. Angelina Havens, Planner i DEC 29 2010
Imperial County Planning Division

801 Main Street IMPERIAL COUNTY

El Centro, CA 92243-2875 PLANNIG & DEVELOPMENT SERICES

RE: SCH#2010121055: Joint NEPA/EQA Notice of Preparation (NOP): draft Environmential Impact
Statement/Envircnmental Impact Report (DEIS/DEIR) for the Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project
EIS/El to connect to the SDG&E Sunrise Powerlink 500kV Line; [ocated on 15.000-acres in_ the
Ocotillo Community Planning Area of Imperial County. California '

Dear Ms. Havens:

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) is the state ‘trustee agency’
pursuant to Public Resources Code §21070 for the protection and preservation of California’s
Native American Cultural Resources. (Also see Environmental Protection Information Center v.
Johnson (1985) 170 Cal App. 3 604). The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA - CA
Public Resources Code §21000-21177, amendment effective 3/18/2010) requires that any
project that causes a substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource,
that includes archaeological resources, is a 'significant effect’ requiring the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) per the California Code of Regulations §15064.5(b){c )(f)
CEQA guidelines). Section 15382 of the CEQA Guidelines defines a significant impact on the
environment as “a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of physical
conditions within an area affected by the proposed project, including ... objects of historic or
aesthetic significance. The lead agency is required to assess whether the project will have an
adverse impact on these resources within the ‘area of potential effect (APE), and if so, to
mitigate that effect. State law also addresses Native American Religious Expression in Public
Resources Code §5097.9.

The Native American Heritage Commission did perform a Sacred Lands File (SLF)
search in the NAHC SLF Inventory, established by the Legislature pursuant to Public
Resources Code §5097.94(a) and_Native American Cultural Resources were identified,
including Native American burial sites within one-half mile of the 15,000-acre Area of
Potential Effect (APE). Also, it is important to understand that the absence of
archaeological, Native American cultural resources in an area does not indicate that they
are not present, or will be present once ground-breaking activity begins. The NAHC
recommends early consultation with Native American tribes in your area as the best way to
avoid unanticipated discoveries once a project is underway and to learn of any sensitive
culturat areas.

Enclosed a list with the names of the culturally affiliated tribes and interested Native
American individuals that the NAHC recommends as ‘consulting parties,’ for this purpose,
that may have knowledge of the religious and cultural significance of the historic properties
in the project area (e.g. APE). A Native American Tribe or Tribal Elder may be the only
source of information about a cuttural resource.. Also, the NAHC recommends that a
Native American Monitor or Native American culturally knowledgeable person be employed




whenever a professional archaeologist is employed during the ‘Initial Study’ and in other
phases of the environmental planning processes.

Furthermore the NAHC recommends that you contact the California Historic
Resources Information System (CHRIS) of the Office of Historic Preservation (OHF}), for
information on recorded archaeological data. This information is available at the OHP
Office in Sacramento (916) 445-7000.

Consultation with tribes and interested Native American tribes and interested Native
American individuals, as consulting parties, on the attached NAHC list, should be conducted in
compliance with the requirements of federal NEPA (42 U.S.C. 4321-43351) and Section 106
and 4(f) of federal NHPA (16 U.S.C. 470 [f)lef seq.), 36 CFR Part 800.3, .4 & .5, the President’s
Council on Environmental Quality (CSQ; 42 U.S.C. 4371 et seq.) and NAGPRA (25 U.S.C.
3001-3013), as appropriate. The 1992 Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of
Historic Properties were revised so that they coulid be applied to all historic resource types
included in the National Register of Historic Places and including cultural landscapes.
Consultation with Native American communities is also a matter of environmental justice as
defined by California Government Code §65040.12(e).

Lead agencies should consider avoidance, as defined in Section 15370 of the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) when significant cultural resources could be
affected by a project. Also, Public Resources Code Section 5097.98 and Health & Safety
Code Section 7050.5 provide for provisions for accidentally discovered archeological
resources during construction and mandate the processes to be followed in the event of an
accidental discovery of any human remains in a project location other than a ‘dedicated

cemetery’. Discussion of these should be included in your environmental documents, as
appropriate.

The authority for the SLF record search of the NAHC Sacred Lands Inventory,
established by the California Legisiature, is California Public Resources Code §5097.94(a)
and is exempt from the CA Public Records Act (c.f. California Government Code
§6254.10). The results of the SLF search are confidential. However, Native Americans on
the attached contact list are not prohibited from and may wish to reveal the nature of
identified cultural resources/historic properties. Confidentiality of "historic properties of
religious and cultural significance’ may also be protected the under Section 304 of the
NHPA or at the Secretary of the Interior’ discretion if not eligible for listing on the National
Register of Historic Places. The Secretary may also be advised by the federal Indian
Religious Freedom Act (cf. 42 U.S.C, 1996) in issuing a decision on whether or not to
disclose items of religious and/or cultural significance identified in or near the APE and

- possibly threatened by proposed project activity.

CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5(d) requires the lead agency to work with the Native
Americans identified by this Commission if the initial Study identifies the presence or likely
presence of Native American human remains within the APE. CEQA Guidelines provide for
agreements with Native American, identified by the NAHC, to assure the appropriate and
dignified treatment of Native American human remains and any associated grave liens.
Aithough tribal consultation under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA; CA Public
Resources Code Section 21000 — 21177) is ‘advisory’ rather than mandated, the NAHC does
request lead agencies’ to work with tribes and interested Native American individuals as
‘consulting parties,” on the list provided by the NAHC in order that cuitural resources will be
protected. However, the 2008 Senate Bill 1059 the state enabling legislation to the Federal
Energy Policy Act of 2005, does mandate tribal consultation for the ‘electric transmission




corridors. This is codified in the California Public Resources Code, Chapter 4.3, and §25330 to
Division 15, requires consultation with California Native American tribes, and identifies both
federally recognized and non-federally recognized on a list maintained by the NAHC

Health and Safety Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code §5097.98 and Sec. §15064.5 (d)
of the California Code of Regulations (CEQA Guidelines) mandate procedures to be followed,
including that construction or excavation be stopped in the event of an accidental discovery of
any human remains in a location other than a dedicated cemetery until the county coroner or
medical examiner can determine whether the remains are those of a Native American. . Note
that §7052 of the Health & Safety Code states that disturbance of Native American cemeteries
is a felony.

Please feel free to contact me at (816) 653-6251 if you have any questions.

grely,
ve Singlet
Program Analyst
Attachment: List of Culturally Affiliated Native American Contacts

Cc:  State Clearinghouse



La Posta Band of Mission Indians
Gwendolyn Parada, Chairperson

PO Box 1120 Diegueno/Kumeyaay
Boulevard , CA 91905

gparada@lapostacasino.
(619) 478-2113
619-478-2125

Manzanita Band of Kumeyaay Nation
Leroy J. Elliott, Chairperson

PO Box 1302

Boulevard . CA 91905
libirdsinger@aol.com
(619) 766-4930

(619) 766-4957 Fax

Kumeyaay

Campo Kumeyaay Nation
Monique LaChappa, Chairperson

36190 Church Road, Suite 1 Diegueno/Kumeyaay
Campo » CA 91906

(619) 478-9046

miachappa®@ campo-nsn.gov

(619) 478-5818 Fax

Kumeyaay Cultural Heritage Preservation

Paul Cuero
36190 Church Road, Suite 5 Diegueno/ Kumeyaay
Campo » CA 91906

(619) 478-9046
(619) 478-9505

(619) 478-5818 Fax

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

Native American Contacts
Imperial County
December 27, 2010

Kwaaymii Laguna Band of Mission Indians
Carmen Lucas

P.O. Box 775
Pine Valley :» CA 91962

(619) 709-4207

Diegueno -

Torres-Martinez Desert Cahuilla indians
Diana L. Chihuahua, Vice Chairperson, Cultural

P.O. Boxt 1160 Cahuilla
Thermal » CA 92274
dianac@torresmartinez.

760) 397-0300, Ext. 1209

(760) 272-9039 - cell (Lisa)

(760) 397-8146 Fax

Ewiiaapaayp Tribal Office
Will Micklin, Executive Director

4054 Willows Road Diegueno/Kumeyaay
Alpine » CA 91801

wmicklin @leaningrock.net
(619) 445-6315 - voice
(619) 445-9126 - fax

Ewiiaapaayp Tribal Office
Michael Garcia, Vice Chairperson

4054 Willows Road Diegueno/Kumeyaay
Alpine » CA 91901

michaelg®@leaningrock.net
(619) 445-6315 - voice
(619) 445-9126 - fax

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory respansibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and
Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code. Also,
federal National Environmental Policy Act {NEPA), Natlonal Historic Preservation Act, Section 106 and fed

eral NAGPRA. And 36 CFR Part 800.

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Amerlcans for consuliation purposes with regard to cuitural resources impact by the proposed
SCH#2010121055; CEQA Notice of Preparation (NOP); draft Environmental impact Report (DEIR) for the Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project EIR/EIR;
located in the Ocotillo area os western Imperial County, California.



Native American Contacts
Imperial County
December 27, 2010

Campo Kumeyaay Nation Ah-Mut-Pipa Foundation

ATTN: Fidel Hyde, EPA Supervisor Preston J. Arrow-weed

36190 Church Road, Suite 1 Kumeyaay P.O. Box 160 Quechan
Campo » CA 91906 Bard » CA 82222  Kumeyaay
fhyde @ campo-nsn.gov ' ahmut@earthlink.net

(619) 478-9369 (928) 388-9456

(619) 478-5818 Fax

Cocopah Museum/Cultural Resources Dept.
Jill McCormick, Tribal Archaeologist

County 15th & Ave. G Cocopah
Sommerton . AZ 85350
culturalres@cocopah.com

(928) 530-2291 - cell
(928) 627-2280 - fax

Manzanita Band of the Kumeyaay Nation
Nick Elliott, Cultural Resources Coordinator

P.O. Box 1302 - Kumeyaay
Boulevard . CA 91905
nickmepa@yahoo.com

(619) 766-4930

(619) 925-0952 - cell

(919) 766-4957

Quenchan indian Nation

Bridget Nash-Chrabascz, THPO

P.O. Box 1899 Quechan
Yuma »  AZ 85366

b.nash@quechantribe.com

(928) 920-6068 - CELL
(760) 572-2423

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

Disiribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and
Satety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code. Also,
tederal National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), National Historic Preservation Act, Section 106 and fed

eral NAGPRA. And 36 CFR Part BOQ,

This list is only applicabie for contacting local Native Americans for consultation purposes with regard to cultural resources impact by the proposed

SCH#2010121055; CEQA Notice of Preparation (NOP); draft Environmental impact Report (DEIR}) for the Ocotilio Express Wind Energy Project EIR/EIR;
located in the Ocotillo area os western Imperial County, California.



Cristina Piraino

From: EwingDuo@aol.com

Sent: Monday, December 27, 2010 03:22 PM
To: Angelina Havens

Subject: Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project
Angelina:

| am a resident of Ocaotillo and request that the comment meeting for the Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project be
rescheduled to a weekend. | suggest a high noon meeting on a Saturday. There are too many part time residents that
will find a Thursday evening meeting very difficult to attend. This project is of very high concern to our community and
everyone should have an equal opportunity to attend.

Thank you:
Parke Ewing

PO Box 84, 98 West Imperial Hwy.
Ocaitillo, Ca. 92259



Cristina Piraino

From: Charlene Compson [charlene_compson@dot.ca.gov]

Sent: Monday, December 27, 2010 01:47 PM

To: Angelina Havens; Jack Terrazas; caocotillo; Planning@co.imperial.ca.us
Subject: Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project

To all concerned with this project:

I am writing to you to express my dislike and disappointment with all the
projects being considered for Ocotillo and NoMirage areas.

Out of all the projects that have been "suggested” for Ocotillo, | am most
aggravated with the Wind Towers. Are you people delusional?? | cannot
believe that you feel placing 240 -400 foot tall wind turbines is a good
idea in an urban setting. ( Why not place them in an uninhabited area, if

it has to be done at all!)

We have enjoyed the desert most of our lives, as children and adults, we
have always picked up other people's trash, stayed on designated routes,
respected the landscape and critters. We love our desert!!

I have heard over the past few days that there is a scheduled meeting for
Thursday, January 6th @ 6pm at the Ocotillo Community Park regarding the
"proposed project and how it may be revised to reduce or avoid any
significant environmental impacts”. | have not received anything about

this in the mail to date, only what other disgruntled residents have told

me. | am asking for you to consider re-scheduling this meeting to a time
where more part-timers that live in San Diego and come down on weekends to
enjoy our beautiful desert, can make this meeting. | would hope this is

not why you planned it during the week, but how about a Saturday in the
next couple of weeks? A Saturday where we can all get together and come to
this meeting and discuss this.

It looks like you folks have already made up your minds, but you are asking
the public for some suggestions on how this could be a little bit more
environmentally favorable.

You know it isn't always about how much cash you guys are going to get out
of this project, but it is also about the lives that these projects are
affecting.

Please re-consider the date and let us know that you think a Saturday is a
great idea and we will gladly pass the word onto a LARGE group of unhappy
residents.

Charlene Compson
P.0.Box 284
Ocotillo, CA 92259

SEND YOUR E-MAILS PEOPLE !



Cristina Piraino

From: John Mood [1happyalien@cox.net]

Sent: Tuesday, December 28, 2010 11:48 AM

To: cedric.perry@ca.blm.gov; Angelina Havens; Jack Terrazas; Jim Minnick; Armando Villa;
Carina Alcantar; Rosa Soto

Cc: planning@co.imperial.ca.us; caocotillo@blm.gov

Subject: Ocaotillo Express Wind Energy Project

Hi, Folks!

My wife & | have owned property in Imperial County since 79 & have had a trailer on it since Feb., '86, & we
love it.

On the other hand, you give no evidence of enjoying the desert & its silence, its cacti, dunes, lizards, chollas
(including the rare Wolf's cholla), desert lilies, subtly colored lovely alluvial fans & mountains, palms,
ocotillos, insects, birds, coyotes, snakes, paloverdes, smoke trees, rabbits, the extremely rare & unusual
Pilostyles thurberi a flowering plant growing INSIDE another flowering plant the Psorothamnus emoryi ("dye
bush,” a close relative of smoke trees), creosote bushes, roadrunners, datura blossoms, the Euphorbia
micromera ("Sonoran sandmat") hugging the ground low with a single root & tiny flowers needing a triplet to
see & more magnification to detect the complexity of its dual male & female flowers in one blossom & if one
lifts up the plant it smells like a swamp (in the desert!), the stars, etc., etc., etc., etc.

If you don't love the desert, then move back to EI Cajon or wherever you came from, where there are lots of
lights & people & cars & noise & pollution & everything else you apparently want to introduce out here around
Ocaotillo with your Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project, & put up a loud ugly huge dangerous invasive
windmill in your own backyard. Please stay away from ours.

The planet doesn't need more electricity, it needs less humans. What is this growth fetish? & if you want more
jobs, hire people to protect the desert instead of ruining it. How about that?

And here are some photos of windmills similar to what you're trying to foist on us. To be completely fair, you
should make 100s of copies of this email & the attached photos & pass them out at every meeting of anyone
discussing this disastrous proposal, because I am talking FACTS, not opinions.

You could also check several damning videos at the site below. Truly appalling. & this is what you want to
saddle Ocotillo the poor ugly sister western portion of Imperial County with???
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Im00e8J6gT8

Or have | mis-represented you in this email? If so, then please vote to stop it all immediately & entirely, never
to be brought up again.

John Mood
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http://www.johnmood.net
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TO: Ocotillo Express BLM FAX: 760-337-4450
FROM: Homeowner in Ocotillo for approximately 20 years FAX: 619-435-5183
DATE: 4 Jan 2011

RE: Submission of comments on issues and planning criteria related to the Pattern
Energy Group Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project Draft EIR/EIS

Attached please find 5 pages of issues requested to be addressed in the EIS and
EIR. Total fax including this page is 6 pages.

cc by mail and/or internet:
caocotillo@blm.gov

Cedric Perry, Project Manager, California Desert District (CDO), BLM, 22835
Calle San Juan De Los Lagos, Moreno Valley, California 92553

cedric_Perry(@ca.blm.gov
jackterrazas@co.imperial.ca.us
angelinahavens(@co.imperial.ca.us

<~ Angelina Havens (Planner HI), Imperial County Planning & Development Services
Dept., 801 Main Street, El Centro, CA 92243

Rep. Bob Filner, 1101 Airport Road Suite D, Imperial CA 92251
("U/ € ":‘/CKS fert S

SAN 07 781

IMPERIAL COUNTY
PLANNING & DEVFLOPMENT SERVICES



ISSUES REQUESTED TO BE ADDRESSED
IN OCOTILLO EXPRESS EIS AND EIR

AIR QUALITY

What impact will the road construction, trenching and dirt displacement have on
the air quality in Ocotillo and its environs?

Will the enormous turbines positioned on the towers emit toxic or noxious
substances, such as oil, hydraulic fluids or other materials into the air?

Do the blades constitute a hazard to air quality in the event they suffer a failure of
any type?

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

What impact will denuding of thousands of acres of desert land have on the
wildlife that depend on desert vegetation and related insects and other species for
food?

Will the plants that are scraped from the desert lands return and flourish as before?

Will the animals, msects and birds that are displaced by the construction return and
flourish as before?

What impact will the construction have on the Golden Eagles in the area?
What impact will the construction in the area have on the flat tailed horned toad?

Will the construction and/ or operation of the wind mills harm the Golden Eagle
population in the area?

What number of birds and species will annually be killed by the turbine blades?

AL ()7 20
i PLun

IMPERIAL COUNTY
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVIDES



RECREATION

‘What restrictions on public use of the 15,000 acres will be imposed during
construction?

What restrictions on public use of the 15,000 acres will be imposed following
completion of construction?

In the event of damage or vandalism to the wind mills, is closing the 15,000 acres
to public access of any kind contemplated or legally possible?

CULTURAL RESOURCES

Are there any signiﬁcant' or meaningful sites, relics or antiquities related to Native
American, Spanish or Mexican cultures?

WATER

Water is a very critical resource in the Ocotillo area. We depend on the aquifer for
our water. Therefore a very thorough analysis of water usage during construction
and afterwards must be made. Particularly with regard to impact on the aquifer in
terms of loss of water and also any resulting loss of water purity or quality.

Further, since the proposed project will sif within a flood plain, it is essential to
know: '

What impact if any, the completed project will have on the volume of run off,
erosion of soils and increased danger from flash floods?

What is the impact, if any, on recharging the aquifer that supplies water to
Ocotillo?



What impact will the addition of many miles of compacted roads, and hundreds of
steel and concrete support pads, have on the amount of water that percolates into
the Ocotillo aquifer?

Will it be reduced? If so, how will it be restored both during construction and
afterwards?

Since portions of the project are being built in the flood plain and require permits,
will homeowners now be able to get building permits in the flood plain? What
standards are being imposed on the project to obtain permits to build in the flood
plain?

NOISE

What increase in ambient noise levels will occur to nearby residences and camping
areas as a result of the construction and/or operation of a2 wind farm of this
magnitude?

SOCIOECONOMICS
Will there be a negative impact to the residents of Ocotillo?

Will the area become blighted as a result of massive wind mills operating in the
immediate vicinity?
Will property values diminish?

Will the social structure, of what is essentially a retirement and weekend
community, be detrimentally affected by an industrial-sized energy complex being
located in the immediate vicinity?

TRAFFIC
What is the nature and scope of the traffic impact from transporting construction

equipment, wind turbines, blades and towers, steel, concrete and other building
materials and construction personnel to the site?
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Will traffic noise increase?

Are there safety issues for residents?
Will air quality be impacted?
Will roads be damaged?

VISUAL IMPACT

What will be the visual impact of hundreds of wind turbines, reaching to the sky,
taller than the Statue of Liberty, with a blade radius larger than a Boeing 747

airplane?

A cost/benefit analysis should be done to compare the loss of impressive mountain
and desert vistas against the gain of what percentage of electrical power for the
Southern California region. This analysis should take into consideration the
- historical reality of energy production by wind turbines, not just the theoretical
production.

Are there binding contracts with Pattern Energy or any other entity to whom
permits are issued for this project with SDG&E or ID to provide Southern
California including Imperial County with energy from this project? If so, what
are the binding amounts of energy and for how long a period of time?

If the project is abandoned at any time, are their contractual obligations for Pattern
Energy or any other entity to whom permits are issued for this project to remove all
materials including turbines, blades and roads?

NATIONAL SECURITY

The Imperial Valley is an important part of our national security as the home of
El Centro NAF. In close proximity to the proposed project site is a military
aircraft bombing range.



Also this part of Imperial Valley is regularly used by military aircrafi going
between the Marine Corps Air Facility in Yuma, Arizona and the one at Miramar
Air Daset.

A study should be done as to what, if any, impact this wind farm may have on
radar being used during training flights, and on air traffic control radar in the area.

WIND STUDIES

What independent wind studies have been reviewed to verify the real energy
production from this project? Wind is a factor for the military and farmers who
crop dust in the Imperial Valley. There should be comparative studies to validate
the claims of consistent wind availability to produce sufficient energy production
to justify the project.

NOTICES

The Notice of Intent to Prepare a Land Use Plan Amendment and an
Environmental Impact Statement for the Pattern Energy Group Ocotillo Express
Wind Energy Project, Imperial County, CA states under the heading
"Supplementary Information” that the energy project would be located on BLM
administered lands and a small portion on lands under the jurisdiction of Imperial
County, approximately 5 miles west of the town of Ocotillo, Imperial County,
California” as contained in the Federal Register: Dec. 13, 2010 (Volume 75,

Number 238).

The map accompanying the notice for the public meetings on Jan. 5 and Jan 6,
2011 does not appear to comply with that designation. The majority of the project
is primarily to the north and east of the town. The closest project boundary based
on the scale accompanying the map appears to be approximately 1 to 2 miles from
residences on the west of the town.

Is the notice correct? Have the project boundaries changed since the publication in
the Federal Register? If so, is this legal?
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Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project
Environmental Review to Begin

December 13, 2010 - A Federal Register Notice for scoping for the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement and potential California Desert Conservation Act Plan Amendment for
Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project on 15,000 acres of desert between the town of
Ocotillo and Anza Borrego Desert State Park appeared today.

January 21, 2011 is the comment deadline. Please contact the project manager and
request a public scoping hearing in the impacted community of QOcotillo.

Bureau of Land Management e-mails to send comments;

The project lies between the 15,000 acre Tule Wind project to the west in the McCain
Valley National Coopertative Land and Wildlife Management Area in Boulevard in Eastern
San Diego County, and the 6,500 acre Imperial Valley Solar project to the east in Imperial
County. It also lies between the Coyote Mountain Wilderness and Jacumba Wilderness on
both sides of State Route-2 and Interstate-8. Just southwest of the Ocotillo Express
focation is Sempra’s proposed cross-horder 1,250 MW Energia Sierra Juarez wind project.

http://www.basinandrangewatch,org/OcotilloWind. html 17372011



Ocotillo Express Wind Facility Page 2 of 8

Turbines are proposed in Baja adjacent to the border, the Jacumba Wilderness and bighorn
sheep habitat. Comments closed on November 1 for the Department of Energy Presidential
Permit Application for the 500 kV cross-border gen -tie line that will connect to SDG&E's
proposed ECO Substation:

Ocotillo Express relies on the Sunrise Powerlink, that is still in state and federal court.
Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger cut the ribbon at SDG&E's premature Sunrise Poweriink
groundbreaking, where over 200 protestors were present to urge better alternatives to this
massive transmission line,

Cumulative impacts are significant when added to Sunrise Powerlink, Imperial Valley Solar,
Tule Wind, Energia Sierra Juarez, and more. Bighorn sheep and Golden Eagles have been
observed in the last year in Ocotillo, Mountain Springs, In-Ko-Pah, Jacumba Wilderness,
Boulevard, and the Sierra Juarez. Critical habitat and corridors will be fragmented.

Federal Register: December 13, 2010 (Volume 75, Number 238)
From the Federal Register Online via GPO Access [wais.access.gpo.gov]

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Land Management

Notice of Intent To Prepare a Land Use Plan Amendment and an Environmental Impact
Statement for the Pattern Energy Group Ocotitlo Express Wind Energy Project, Imperial
County, CA

ACTION: Notice of Intent.

SUMMARY: In compliance with the National Environmentai Policy Act of 1969, as amended
(NEPA); the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976, as amended, and the
California Environmentai Quality Act (CEQA), the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Ei
Centro Field Office and Imperial County, California, intend to prepare a joint Environmentatl
Impact Statement (EIS) and Environmental Impact Report (EIR) along with a proposed
amendment to the California Desert Conservation Area (CDCA)

Plan (1980, as amended). This notice announces the beginning of the scoping process to
solicit public comments and identify issues.

DATES: This notice initiates the public scoping process for the Draft EIS/EIR and possible
CDCA Plan amendment. Comments may be submitted in writing until January 12, 2011.
The date(s) and location(s) of any scoping meetings and site visits will be announced at
Ieast 15 days in advance through Iocal medua newspapers and the BLM Web site at:

b My Bl oo . In order to be included in the Draft

http://www.basinandrangewatch.org/OcotilloWind.htm] 1/3/2011
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EIR/EIS, all comments must be received prior to the close of the scoping period or 15 days
after the last public meeting, whichever is later. We will provide additional opportunities for
public participation upon publication of the Draft EIR/EIS.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments on issues and planning criteria related to the
Pattern Energy Group Ocotilio Express Wind Energy Project Draft EIR/EIS by any of the
following methods:

Web site: |

E-mail; :
Fax: (760) 337-4490Q,

Mail: Cedric Perry, Project Manager, California Desert District (CDD), BLM, 22835 Calle San
Juan De Los Lagos, Moreno Valley, California 92553.

Documents pertinent to this proposal may be examined at the CDD or the BLM's California
State Office, 2800 Cottage Way, Sacramento, California 95825,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For further information and/or to have your name
added to the project mailing list, contact Cedric Perry, BLM Project Manager, telephone
(951) 697-5388; address 22835 Calle San Juan De Los Lagos, Moreno Valley, CA 92553; e
-mail Cenric P a.bin a0y,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Ocotillo Express, LLC has submitted an application for a
right-of-way authorization to construct, operate, maintain, and decommission, an
approximate 15,000-acre, 550 megawatt (MW) wind energy project inciuding a substation,
administration, operations and maintenance facilities, transmission, and temporary
construction lay down areas. The proposed wind energy project would be located on BLM
administered lands and a smalf portion on lands under the jurisdiction of Imperial County,
approximately 5 miles west of the town of Ocotillo, Imperial County, California. The
proposed action consists of the construction, operation, maintenance, and
decommissioning of wind turbine generators and associated facilities necessary to
successfully generate up to 550 MW of electricity. The project would be constructed in 2
phases: Phase I is anticipated to total approximately 299 MW, and Phase 1I is about 251

crosses the Ocotillo Wind Energy Project site and will facilitate interconnection of the
proposed project and transmission of its renewable energy output to Southern California.

The BLM will be the lead agency for NEPA compliance and Imperial County will act as the
lead agency under CEQA for the project. The BLM has invited the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (Corps) to be a cooperating Federal agency in the preparation of the EIR/EIS
because the proposed project may require a section 404 permit under the Clean

Water Act. The BLM and Corps agree that establishing a cooperating agency relationship
will create a more streamlined and coordinated approach in developing the Ocotillo EIR/EIS
and they will be developing a Memorandum of Understanding for this purpose.

The purpose of the public scoping process is to determine relevant issues that will influence
the scope of the environmental analysis, including alternatives, and will guide the process
of developing the EIR/EIS. At present, the BLM has identified the following preliminary
issues: air guality, biological resources, recreation, cuitural

resources, water resources, geological resources, land use, noise, paleontological
resources, land with wilderness characteristics, public heaith, socioeconomics, soils, traffic
and transportation, visual resources, and other issues. Authorization of this proposal would
require an amendment of the CDCA Plan. By this notice, the BLM is complying with
requirements in 43 CFR 1610.2(c) to notify the pubiic of potential amendments to land use
plans. The BLM will integrate the land use planning process with the NEPA process for this
project.The BLM will use and coordinate the NEPA commenting process to satisfy the public
involvement process for Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C.

http://www.basinandrangewatch.org/Ceotillo Wind.htm! 1/3/2011
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470(f)) as provided for in 36 CFR 800.2(d)(3). Native American Tribal consultations will be
conducted in accordance with policy, and Tribal concerns, including impacts on

Indian trust assets, will be given due consideration. Federal, State, and local agencies,
along with other stakeholders that may be interested or affected by the BLM's decision on
this project, are invited to participate in the scoping process and, if eligible, may

request or be requested by the BLM to participate as a cooperating agency.

Public comments, including names and street addresses of respondents, wiil be available
for public review at the Bureau of Land Management, El Centro Field Office, 1661 South
4th Street, El Centro, California 92243, during regular business hours (8 a.m. to 4:30
p.m.), Monday through Friday, except holidays. Before including your address, phone
number, e-mail address, or other personal identifying information in your comment, you
should be aware that your entire comment-~including your personal identifying
information--may be made publicly available at any time. While you can ask us in your
comment to withhold your personal identifying information from public review, we cannot
guarantee that we will be able to do so.

Thomas Pegacnik,
Deputy State Director, Natural Resources.

~Part of the hills near the proposed wind project location, as seen from the site of the proposed
solsr Froiect to the east.

http://www.basinandrangewatch.org/OcotilloWind.html 1/3/2011
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Wind Farm Proposed on Boundary of
Anza-Borrego Desert State Park

Pattern Energy, through Ocotillo Express LLC (OE LLC), proposes to construct, operate,
maintain and decomission a 561 megawatt (MW) wind generation facility on approximately
14,980 acres in the Ocotillo Express wind project area, with 244 wind turbines in the
Imperiat Valley desert, Imperial County in southern California near the border of Mexico.
The turbines would be about 400 feet tall.

If approved the prOJect would be in operation by the end of 2012. The electricity would
flow to : - o , San Diego Gas and Electric Co.'s controversial transmission line
from the Imperiai Vaiiey to San Diego.

Wally Leimgruber, District 5 county supervisor, said the Ocotilio Express Wind Project
would advance the county's renewable energy industry.

The Sunrise Powerlink has been attacked for claiming it would carry renewable electricity,
while actually connecting to many fossil fuel power plants south of the border. Early
proposals would have driven the giant transmission line through Anza-Borrego State Park.

http://www.basinandrangewatch.org/OcotilloWind.htmi 1/3/2011
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“The project scope will include a network of 16 foot wide roads that will provide access to
each turbine location and to the project’s O&M building."”

"During the course of construction, access roads will have an additional temporary
disturbance of 20 feet to facilitate the trave! of large tracked cranes. These disturbed areas
will be graded and compacted for use and then decompacted and stabilized at the
conclusion of the project. In addition to the crane travel paths, the underground collection
system will also parallel the access road network further widening the disturbed

area” (page 6 of the draft Plan of Development obtained by Basin and Range Watch).

"A total of about 20,000 gailons of water per turbine will be needed for batching

concrete. Based on the maximum of 244 turbines, a total of 5,000,000 gallons of water will
be needed for turbines. In addition, approximately 15,000,000 gallons of water are
expected to be required for road maintenance and dust suppression. In total,
approximately 20,000,000 gallons (61.4 acre feet) of water will be needed for the project
during construction. All water would be delivered from the selected source, by truck to the
Batch Plant and project area. Up to 3500 vehicle trips would be required for water delivery.
Temporary water storage tanks woulid be installed support these water needs" {page 7
POD).

Gravel and concrete aggregate would come from up to three, 15-acre locations within or
near the project area.... The materials will be trucked to the batching plant and placed into
stockpiles. Cement will be delivered on trucks from a source to be identified and stored in
two to five silos on site. Approximately 510,000 pounds of sand, 800,000 pounds of gravel
and 240,000 pounds of cement will be needed for each turbine site. Based on a maximum
of 244 turbines instalied, 124,500,000 pounds of sand, 195,200,000 pounds of gravel and
58,560,000 pounds of cement will be utilized. Additional sand, gravel and cement will be
required for construction of the substation, switchyard and O&M facilities (page 20, POD).

Ocotillo lies near Jacumba Mountams W:iderness and Coyote Mountains Wilderness. The
area is biologically rich, with ¢ i o (Phrynosoma mcallii), ¥

i (Ovis canadensrs nelson;), and Tronwood forests. The Fiat-tailed horned
lizard is due for a decision this November on whether it should be protected under the
Endangered Species Act.

From local resident Edie Harmon, February 23, 2010: "The area around Ocotillo has an
incredible glow of all shades of greens, with creosote, verbena, encelia, cheesebush,

http://www .basinandrangewatch.org/OcotilioWind.html 1/3/2011
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burroweed, datura, and countless small annuals up and in bloom now. Buds on cacti are
abundant and look as if they will also soon be blooming. Definitely not a barren wasteland
for those who are not blind and choose to open their eyes. Sure beats looking at and
listening to freeway traffic for me! Guess that beauty is in the eyes and ears of the
beholder. The proposed Wind Zero site almost looks golf-course green where it flooded
during January and September rains, all depending on where one is standing and looking.”
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The turbines would be 2.3 MW Siemens at 126.5 m total height, or 1.8 MW Vestas at 125
m.

Download the =iy of e

Pattern Energy also is pushing a large wind farm next to Great Basin National Park near

Eily, Nevada, about a mile from a cave that sheiters more than one miilion Brazilian free-
tailed bats (our story on this project = = here).

Story in

ivpressonilne - e

PermoCo Engineering and Management - > srs,

Maps and diagrams from the POD.

http://www basinandrangewatch.org/OcotilloWind.html 1/3/2011
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~Flat-talled horned lizard (Copyright Laura Cunningham 2010).

More on this soon.

See also the Tule Wind Energy Project in McCain Valley, eastern San Diego County -

http://www.basinandrangewatch.org/OcotilloWind.html 1/372011
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Moves Closer to Fruition

{Ocotilio Express Wind Farm ;
16. December 2010 22:29 ’

;There has been an unprecedentad assault on our - )
deserts and backcountry in the name of renewable B .

- . energy. White the Anza Borrega Daesert State Dark

: was spared the bulidozer's blade back in 2008, many . . R
. s0 called "green” projects have baen popping up alf =’ e )

;Aithough these remote solar and wind prajects may
. Seem environmentatly friendly on the surface, there
"i5 a dark side that seems ta be igaored by the

In order to be financialiy viable, large scale solar and
‘wing projects require thousands of acres of publfic fands to be scraped clean in order to make
" room for the dishes or towers. These are araas that have Important biological and posstbly

i cultural significance, For example, the area proposed for the Deotiflo Express Wing Farm

: i5 critical desert habitat for Peninsutar Bighorn Sheep and is also home to the endangered
 flat-tafled horned lzacd .

While the utitity companies, politicians and
® corporations faok upon these arcas as an
- ? expendable resource . once thesa areas are
developed they are forever gaene. Do we really need
i io go “green” by paving over untouched wilderness?
*"'{y Utility companies such as SDGRE would have you
., believe ves, but they are merely maximizing profits
+ %% by buniding up a huge infrastruciure of transmission
lines and sub-stations. The true environmentaiy
co.”, friendly alternative is to generate the power where it .
L i +%¥8 s heing used and cavering our hormes and
photo-voitaic panels.

' Unfortunately as I write this, the Ocotillo Express Wind Farm has now maved ta the

! environmentaf review stage and looks to be fast-tracked through the approvai process.
fyou to take a few minutes to email the BLM offices and tell them this area should not be used
“fora 15,000 acre wind farm. There are better ways ko deliver clean energy to the paople of

: San Diego without destroying our desert acosystems

:::"Some people fook out in the deserts and just see empty space. I see a gold miine there for dean
energy.” - Governor Amald Schwarzenegger,

Bureau of Land Management e-mails to send cornments:

 caocotiifo@bim.gov
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Pattern Energy, a San Francisco hased
£nergy company is proposing io turn

Anza Berrego Desert State Park into a 561
megawatt wind farm with 240 wind
turbines.

and the Imperial Valley, tittle would he

gained as the power would be funneled to Sz g wver this witamous Sunrise Powertink.

John Calaway, Pattern Energy director of wind development states that the arca would henefit
from 400 construction Jjobs during the two year construction period of the Ocotillo Express
Wind Farm.

Let me get this straight, Patiern Energy is “promising” 2 vears of tonstruction: jobs and in
refuin residents and visitors afike get to stare at 240 four hundred foot tail wind towers for the
rest of their Hives? 1 don’t know ahout you bug T think Pattern Energy is geting the better end
Frovm §

If you do the research You wilt find that communities from Catifornia ta Maine have been
fighting industrial wind farms for years. Concems over nojse levels, destruction of views and

effects on wild!ife have prompted communities nationwide to Oppase projects such as these.

Once again our public lands are under attaclk

from carporations teoking to fast track these
Projects with fithe pubfic feedback, The race

| For aiternative energy should not come at the

§ expense of the environment.

Why are we tearing up our fragile deserts in

the name of green energy when instead we

shauid be covering our homes, businesses

and parking garages with solar paneis ?

Stay tuned for more updates.....

Bob B.
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Development (1.51 b}
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Several physicians from around the world —— e.g., Amanda
Harry in England, Robert McMurtry in Ontario, Robyn Phipps in
New Zealand -~ have recorded a common set of il! health
effects among people living near industrial-scale wind turbines,
The symptoms began when local turbines began to turn, and
they are relieved when the viciims leave the area. Many
families have had to abandon their homes as unlivable,

The symptoms incinde:

sieep disturbance

headache

ringing or huzzing in the ears (tinnitus)

ear pressure

dizziness, vertigo

nausea

visual blurring

racing heartheat (tachycardia)

irritability

problems with concentration and memory
panic episodes with sensations of internal pulsation or
quivering which arise while awake or asleep

T

Dr. Nina Pierpont of New York has calied it *wind turbine
syndrome” and determined that its primary cause is the effect of
low-frequency wind turbine noise on the organs of the inner ear.
Click hore for her ook and ather information on the stibject, Dr.
Pierpont's work has led her to recommend that large wind
turbines not be sited closer than 2 kilometers {1~1/4 miles) from
a home -- see helow for link to petition for 2-km sethacks.

Shadow flicker ~~ where the sun behind turbine blades creates a
strobing effect on the ground -~ may also be intrusive and
harmful. Many people are also concerned about stray voltage, or
ground current, caused by the hundreds of thousands of feet of
huried eleciric cable in a typical wind power facility.

Finally, an increase in noise is itself disruptive and can cause
sleep loss and stress, especially in rural areas where there is an
expectation of quiet. The World Health Organization noles that
"Measurable effects of noise on sleep begin at LAeq levels of
about 30 dB. ... When noise is continuous, the equivalent sound
pressure level should not exceed 30 dB(A) indoors, if negative
effects on sleep are to be avoided. For noise with a large
proportion of low-frequency sound [dB(C)} a still lower
guideline value is recommended."

Acousticians Rick James and George Kamperman have
extensively studied wind turbine noise: click here o read their

http:/Awww.wind-watch.org/ww-noise-health, php
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siting guidelines, In brief, they recommend a limit at the property
line of 35 dBA or 5 dBA above the preconstruction ambient level,
whichever is lower, and a limit of 50 dBC or 20 dBC above the
preconstruction ambient dBA level, whichever is lower, for low-
frequency noise,

In Ontario, the Society for Wind Vigilance provides information
about adverse health effects and wind turbines, including
annoyance, stress, sleep disturbance, and physiological effects:
click here,

For all of the items about wind turbine noise in the National Wind
Watch Resource Library, click here,

Read and sign this petition {click) calling for a 2-kilometer
sethack of large wind turbines from homes.

] rint version

|- 1
{noise inside eniry vestibule at nudnight, 3 1.5-MW GE turbines 1500
feet downwind, Bliss, N.Y.}
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Robert Dallezotte

PO Box 390

Ocotillo, CA 92259

Tel. 619.571.1718

Fax 619.448.7755
mailto:bob@xinutech.com

January 4, 2010

To: CA State Rep.: Bob Filner (sending this directly to his email at
house.gov)
BLM: caocotillo@blm.gov

cedrick perry@blm.gov

County Supervisor:  jackterrazas @co.imperial.ca.gov

Imperial Planning:  angelinahavens @co.imperial.ca.us

jimminnick @imperialcounty.net

Subject: Ocotillo Wind Express Project
To all,

My name is Robert Dallezotte and I have eight parcels in Ocotillo Unit #1 and
Unit#2. The total acreage is 135 acres. In 2005/2006 I installed a brand new
manufactured house and 2,800 square foot garage on one of lots. T have questions and
concerns about this Ocotillo Wind Express Project.

I will not be able to attend the meeting on 5 or 6 January 2011, so [ am sending this letter
to be recorded and reviewed.

» Our residence was specifically situated to highlight the view of the beautiful
Coyote Mountains to the North. The installation of the windmills will
significantly affect the value of all our properties.

» Iam questioning how safe these windmills are since they are to be installed so
close to our properties. Can the responsible parties guarantee the safety of the
citizens of Ocotillo? Ihave specific concerns because I own a 70 acre parcel
adjacent to the windmill site. The APN number is 033-250-27. T have been
reading about health concerns when these windmills are so close.

» These windmills will significantly reduce the availability of the off-highway
riding in the area and the views of the mountains will be ruined.






Cristina Piraino

From: Charlene Compson [charlene_compson@dot.ca.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, January 04, 2011 09:40 AM

To: caocotillo@blm.gov; cedric_Perry; Angelina Havens; evarin@ivpressonline.com;
dsteffen@ivpressonline.com; ktaylor@ivpressonline.com; Jim Minnick; Armando Villa; Carina
Alcantar

Subject: PROPOSED Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project

Attachments: AR-M455N_20110104_101612.pdf

FOR MEETINGS REGARDING WIND FARM

| am writing in regard to the wind towers that are proposed for around the
town of Ocotillo, CA in Western Imperial County.

I am a resident of Ocotillo and | am in no way in favor of this project,
nor of the way this and other projects are being forced upon the residents
of Ocotillo and NoMirage.

It is my understanding there will be a meeting this Thursday, January 6th,
2011 @ 6 pm at the Ocotillo Community Park for input on the Environmental
Impact Report (EIR). I will be unable to attend but want this e-mail to be

part of your consideration, as if | was standing in front of all those

concerned.

There are questions and concerns that | would like to have addressed:

Why was this site chosen? The site is so close to houses and completely
surrounds the town. The beautiful view of Coyotes Mountain will be gone.
The quiet we have all come accustomed to will no longer exist. The
destruction of the land to build these towers and all the new , wide access
roads for all the machinery and trucks would be immense. BLM has made it
very clear, for years, that off-roaders are to stay on existing trails and

now BLM is saying it is alright to bulldoze whatever land the project
needs? What's that all about? After access roads are made the dust level
will increase every time the wind blows, which will cause an unhealthy air
quality. What will happen to local paved roads within the area. These
roads already are in total disrepair and all this additional new traffic

will destroy what is left.

A lot of the proposed towers are in the FEMA flood plane. According to the
Imperial County Planning Dept. no construction can occur for the locals but
new rules for big companies?

There have been large amounts of earthquakes
http://earthquake.usgs.gov/earthquakes/recenteqsus/Maps/special/California_Nevada_egs.php
in this area. We are near many fault lines. How will these wind towers

react during earthquakes? | understand the blades are considered hazardous

material and will have to be disposed of properly when they fail, and they

will fail and need to be replaced. Golden Acorn towers are always

replacing theirs and the old blades are still lying on the ground waiting

to be disposed of properly, a year later. Who is responsible for the

maintenance of these towers for their duration?

What water source will be used during construction? The town of Ocotillo
already has one major place, USGS Plaster City, using HUGE amounts of
Ocotillo's aquifer. Ocotillo's aquifer is delicate and should not be



abused. The residents count on this water source for their existence.

It is our understanding that there are Golden Eagles in this area that
could possibly be killed by the blades, as well as bats and many other
birds. Many snakes, lizards and bunnies also will be killed or displaced
because of all the construction and destruction in the area. This is
totally unacceptable.

I do not feel that all aspects of this project have been addressed. The
communities of Ocotillo and NoMirage may be small in numbers, but the
people that live here need to be treated with respect. A lot of residents
have moved to Ocotillo to get away from city life and want to enjoy the
peace and quiet and the panoramic view this area has to offer. Residents
will not be the only ones affected by this project. People traveling on
Interstate 8 East and Westbound will see the damage this project has
caused. Visitors to Anza-Borrego State Park will have to drive right
through the affected area.

This appears to be a large project that is being pushed through only
because it is a "Green Energy" without thought of the people. What is
GREEN about causing destruction to the environment and wildlife?
Something's amiss with this project.

Thank you for reading this and using it in your consideration with the
environmental issues. Hopefully they will be viewed with an open mind and
decisions will not be made because of monetary gains, peer pressure, or
deadlines.......only true facts.

Sincerely,
Bill & Charlene Compson

P.O.Box 284
Ocaotillo, CA

(See attached file: AR-M455N_20110104_101612.pdf)



imperial County
Planning & Development Services Department

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF DRAFT EIS/EIR FOR OCOTILLO EXPRESS WIND ENERGY PROJECT
AND NOTICE OF PUBLIC EIS/EIR SCOPING MEETINGS

The Imperial County Planning ‘& Development Services Department intends to prepare an Environmental
Impact Repori (EIR) for the proposed Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project, as described below. Public
scoping meetings for the proposed EIR will be held by the Imperial County Planning. & Development Services
Department and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) on Wednesday, January 5, 2011 at 6:00 p.m. at the
Board of Supervisors Chambers, 2™ Floor, County Administration Center located at 940 Main Street, El
Centro, CA 92243 and Thursday, January 6, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. at the Ocotillo Community Park located at 266
West Imperial Highway, Ocotillo, CA 82259. Comments regarding the scope of the EIR will be accepted at-this
meeting. An Environmental Evaluation Committee Meeting will be held on January 6, 2011 at 1:30 p.m. where
the project will be presented as an informational item. Also, a National Environmental Policy Act
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will be prepared to address the Applicant’s request for grant of right of

way through BLM lands.
SUBJECT: Ocaotillo Express Wind Energy Project EIS/EIR
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVAL.: To Be Datermined.

PROJECT LOCATION: The proposed wind energy facility site is located on BLM-administered lands and
private land within the unincorporated area of the County of Imperial, in the vicinity of the unincorporated
community of Ocotillo. A portion of the Imperial Highway runs through the proposed project site in a northwest
to east direction, as well as the Interstate 8, which crosses a portion of the southern area of the proposed

project site. :

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The proposed project is the development of a wind energy facilty on
approximately 15,000 acres of open space and undeveloped range land. The proposad project would include
wind turbine generators, operations and maintenance building, project substation, meteorological stations,
underground electrical collector system, access roads, and fencing. The electric generating facility would
connect to the new SDG&E Sunrise Powerlink 500-kV transmission line scheduled for completion in June

2012. |
URBAN AREA PLAN: Ocotillo-Nomirage Community Area Plan

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS DISTRICT: District 2, Supervisor Jack Terrazas

ANTICIPATED SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS: The EIS/EIR will analyze potential impacts associated with the
following: Air Resources; Climate Change; Cultural Resources; Cumulative Impacts; Environmental Justice:
Lande and Realty; Mineral Resources; Multiple Use Classes; Noise; Paleontological Resources; Public Health
and Safety; Recreation; Social and Economic Issues; Soil Resources; Special Desighations; Transportation
and Public Access; Vegetation Resources; Visual Resources; Water Resources; Wildland Fire Ecology; and

Wildlife Resources. '
COMMENTS REQUESTED: The Imperial County Planning & Development Services Department would like to
know your ideas about the effects the proposed project might have on the environment and your suggestions
as to mitigation or ways the proposed project may be revised to reduce or avoid any significant environmental
impacts. Your comments will guide the scope and content of environmental issues to be examined in the

EIS/EIR. Your comments may be submitted in writing to: Angelina Havens, Planner 1Il, Imperial County
Planning & Development Services Department, 801 Main Street, EI Centro, CA 92243. Available project

information may be reviewed at this location.
NOTICE OF PREPARATION REVIEW PERIOD: December 21, 2010, through January 25, 2011.
Si usted require esta informacion en espanol, por favor de llamar al (760) 482-4236.

MS\S\APN FILES\033\280\002\NewspaperiNotice-Ocotillo NOP_doc
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Cristina Piraino

From: Mark Meech [jeepmeech@sbcglobal.net]

Sent: Tuesday, January 04, 2011 04:16 PM

To: Angelina Havens

Subject: Ocotillo Express

Attachments: Ocaotillo Express Questions and Concerns January 2011.doc
Angelina,

| have attached a document with questions and concerns. Please respond
Thanks Mark

PS Say hi to Roger and Tommy for me!



Ocaotillo Express Questions and Concerns January 2011

I am a resident of Ocotillo California and have many concerns about this proposed
project. | am for any type of green power we as Americans can develop. However this
project has several concerning issues that have been identified in some articles as well as
some of my personal concerns as a voting, tax paying citizen of Imperial County
California. 1 would like to start by defining the meaning of the word “conservation”.

World English Dictionary

conservation ( konso verfan)!?

—n
1. the act or an instance of conserving or keeping from change, loss, injury, etc

2. a. protection, preservation, and careful management of natural resources and of the
environment

b. (as modifier): a conservation area

| believe that this should be the first concern that many in private industry are driven by
billions of dollars to be made from this project while the residents of Ocotillo gain
nothing.

Property values will be negated to almost nothing. Tax dollars lost by the county once the
properties have been reassessed after the project. Nobody will want to develop, invest in,
or live near this area.

Quality of life living near these wind turbines will be affected with the view of the
mountains. Exposure to the massive amounts of noise from the turbines, construction,
high frequencies noise, dust and related dust spoors that could lead to cases of Valley
Fever.



Wildlife concerns. Golden Eagles that are seen in and near Ocotillo. | believe that these
are protected by the federal government. Desert Tortoise, also a federally protected
species. Peninsular Big Horn Sheep also protected by the government. Flat tailed horned
lizard also protected. All will have disruption and changes to their environment.

Economic concerns. There will be almost no jobs created locally. The average age is
early 50’s and most have moved here for reasons of their own and would not work for
this project. There is not a skilled labor force in the town of Ocotillo. The contactor for
the construction of this proposed project will bring in the crews and sub contractors that
specialized in this very dangerous construction project. What positions will be open for
local employment? How many?

Water concerns. Our local water supply with the Ocotillo Mutual Water Company as well
as the Coyote Mutual Water Company have always had concerns as diminishing water
resources. How should that be addressed. The amount of water they propose is  times
more than our annual residential usage. Where would this proposed project get water for
the batch plants and concrete construction? Will they deplete our water resources?

FEMA Flood zone. FEMA a federal agencies has stopped any and all development on
private property in the flood plain yet there they are proposing wind generators in that
FEMA flood plain. How can this happen?

Recreational issue. Who will want to investigate a wind farm? We have many campers,
hikers, nature exploring individuals, cyclist, wildflower viewers, ORV users of public
land for which they support keeping areas open via Green Sticker fees. All of these
people generate income for the local vendors in Ocotillo. Who is looking out for the
conservation of this area for all of these folks?

Cultural issues. Not even known at this point what impact that will have. DeAnza made
his historical exploration of this area bringing the east to the west. All major historical
facts and Indian artifacts. We see evidence of past Indian activity all around this area.
Who is going to conserve this for future generations? What is the positioned of the
Indians on this proposed project?

This proposed project will encompass almost 300 degrees of the town of Ocotillo. There
are better options more suitable for Pattern Energy and SDG&E. Move this project south
of Highway 98 along the US/Mexican border. Move it to Mexico to off set the “dirty”
power plant that SDG&E built in Mexico to avoid US emission regulations to get cheaper
power they could charge more for. We know there is many more wind generators
proposed for Mexico. Move all of them there. Move them to the Davies Valley area that
is not visible and accessible today, if they are not going to have an effect on the
environment that would be the best area for this proposed project.



Is there a signed contract with the two parties for this project? Pattern Energy and
SDG&E

Will the County of Imperial require the changes for S2? Turn out lanes? Curbs? Gutters
for rain run off? Side walk for all of the area within the proposed project area?

Will FEMA revise or require changes to the flood plain? Construction regulations in the
flood plain will change?

What findings did the “Desert Advisory Council” have to approve this proposed develop
ment of public land and it’s location in a Conservation area?

When out in this area | see many areas closed for “Sensitive Wilderness area” Is it not a
sensitive area? Have we all been lied to just to take more land away from us?

What about Environmental Justice? Protect those who are in this area that can not protect
them selves for big industry.

Truck traffic and diesel exhaust fumes. It will take 4 to 6 trucks per wind generator for
the delivery and many more to service them during the life time of the project. The blades
must be maintained because of stress the crack and have been known to fly apart during
storms. | have been told that the blades at some point become hazardous waste and
nothing can be done with them. More waste for the desert area.

Septic concerns. How will they deal with septic needs? How can they get permitted for
septic in such a sensitive area?

Wind Generators reliability. It has been proven world wind that wind generation is not a
reliable source of renewable energy. It will never follow demand and in most cases needs
a separate power plant to keep the grid fed. It has been proven that the reduction of other
fuel supplied grids show little to no reduction in fuels used to produce power with the
addition of wind generators in the grid.

This is not just some dried up remote desert area with little to no effect on so many
issues. | know that with enough money and power all of these concerns will be answered.
But who will they look to and say “who let them to this to a Conservation Area” There
are too many other locations in Imperial County to locate such a project with no effect on
humans. Please protect us and our environment it can not possibly be “green” with so
much negative impact of just the few items I have noted. | would love to get 15000 acres
of preserve land to develop with almost no cost when | stand to make billions at the cost
of the land.

Do the right things stop this proposed project before it moves any farther and protect this
area for future generations as you are required to do in a “Conservation Area”



Regards Mark Meech
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By submitting a scoping comment you will receive a copy of the EIS. Please indicate the format you would prefer:

O Compact Disk (CD) or Hardcopy




How to Comment:
Hardcopy: Use the form on the other side of this sheet. Please fold and staple this form and mail to the address below

Email: caocotillo@blm.govMake sure subject line reads “Ocotillo Exprc. s Wind Energy Project”

Comments must be postmarked/emailed by January 21, 2011

[ Public comments, including names and street addresses of respondents, will b available for public review at Bureau of Land
Management, 22835 Calle San Juan de Los Lagos, Moreno Valley, CA 92553, during regular business hours (8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.),
Monday through Friday, except holidays. Individual respondents may request confidentiality. If you wish to withhold your name or
street address from public review or from disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act, you MUST check this box. Such
requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law. All submissions from oioanizations or businesses, and from individuals
identifying themselves as representatives or officials of organizations or businessc:. will be made available for public inspection in
their entirety.
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Dear Mr. Perry: =

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the December 13,2010
Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare a joint Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and

Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project in Imperial
County, California. Our comments are provided pursuant to the National Environmental Policy

Act (NEPA), Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508),
and our NEPA review authority under Section 309 of the Clean Air Act.

EPA supports increasing the development of renewable energy resources, as
recommended in the National Energy Policy Act of 2005. Using renewable energy resources
such as wind power can help the nation meet its energy requirements while reducing greenhouse
gas emissions. We are pleased to see that the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) has invited
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) to be a cooperating Federal agency in the preparation
of the EIR/EIS. EPA believes that early analyses of key resource areas, such as jurisdictional

waters of the United States, should be completed as early as possible to determine the project’s
viability and avoid potential project delays.

To assist in the scoping process for this project, we have identified several issues for
your attention in the preparation of the EIS. We are most concerned about the following issues:
impacts to water resources, biological resources, habitat, and air quality, as well as the
cumulative impacts to these resources. We recommend analysis of additional alternatives as
early as possible in the environmental review process to identify and achieve solutions that

minimize adverse environmental impacts, protect ecosystems and human health, and meet
energy demand.

We appreciate the opportunity to review this NOI and are available to discuss our
comments. Please send two hard copies of the Draft EIS and two CD ROM copies to this office
at the same time it is officially filed with our Washington D.C. Office. If you have any
questions, please contact me at (415) 942-3545 or at mcpherson.ann@epa.gov.






Enclosures: EPA’s Detailed Comments

Sincerely,
L//\,)""‘"-'\ /”)"ﬂ A‘/""—"‘

Ann McPherson
Environmental Review Office
Communities and Ecosystems Division






US EPA DETAILED COMMENTS ON THE NOTICE OF INTENT TO PREPARE AN
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR THE OCOTILLO EXPRESS WIND ENERGY
PROJECT, IMPERIAL COUNTY, CALIFORNIA, JANUARY 11, 2011

Project Description

Pattern Energy, through Ocotillo Express LLC (OE LLC) has requested a right-of-way
(ROW) (CACA-51522) to construct, operate, maintain, and decommission a 550 megawatt (MW)
wind energy project with an interconnection to the approved Sunrise Powerlink (SPL) high-
voltage transmission line, which will cross the proposed project’s site. The proposed action will
include wind turbine generators (WTG), an electrical collection system, an electrical substation,
access roads, an operation and maintenance (O&M) building and temporary construction lay
down areas. The project site is approximately five miles west of Ocotillo, Imperial County,
California and includes approximately 15,000 acres on Federal land under the Jurisdiction of the
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and 26 acres of private land under the jurisdiction of
Imperial County.

The project may include up to 193 wind turbine generators, ranging in size from 2.3,
3.0, to 3.4 MW and will be constructed in two phases. Phase 1 is anticipated to total
approximately 299 MW, Phase 2 is expected to include 251 MWs and will be constructed
following the completion of Phase 1. The project life is expected to be at least 20 years, but may
be extended up to 40 years by using re-powered and improved turbine technology.

Statement of Purpose and Need

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) should clearly identify the underlying
purpose and need to which BLM is responding in proposing the alternatives (40 CFR 1502.13).
The purpose of the proposed action is typically the specific objectives of the activity, while the
need for the proposed action may be to eliminate a broader underlying problem or take
advantage of an opportunity.

Recommendation:

The purpose and need should be a clear, objective statement of the rationale for the
proposed project. The DEIS should discuss the proposed project in the context of the
larger energy market that this project would serve; identify potential purchasers of the
power produced; and discuss how the project will assist the state in meeting its renewable
energy portfolio standards and goals.

Alternatives Analysis

The National Environmental Policy Act NEPA) requires evaluation of reasonable
alternatives, including those that may not be within the jurisdiction of the lead agency (40 CFR
Section 1502.14(c)). A robust range of alternatives will include options for avoiding significant
environmental impacts. The DEIS should provide a clear discussion of the reasons for the
elimination of alternatives which are not evaluated in detail. Reasonable alternatives should
include, but are not necessarily limited to, alternative sites, capacities, and technologies as well

1



as alternatives that identify environmentally sensitive areas or areas with potential use conflicts.
The alternatives analysis should describe the approach used to identify environmentally sensitive
areas and describe the process that was used to designate them in terms of sensitivity (low,
medium, and high).

The environmental impacts of the proposal and alternatives should be presented in
comparative form, thus sharply defining the issues and providing a clear basis for choice among
options by the decision maker and the public (40 CFR 1502.14). The potential environmental
impacts of each alternative should be quantified to the greatest extent possible (e.g., acres of
wetlands impacted, tons per year of emissions produced, etc.).

Recommendations:

The DEIS should describe how each alternative was developed, how it addresses each
project objective, and how it would be implemented. The alternatives analysis should
include a discussion of locations, including on-site alternatives that demonstrate a
reduction of. The DEIS should describe the benefits associated with the proposed
technology.

The DEIS should clearly describe the rationale used to determine whether impacts of an
alternative are significant or not. Thresholds of significance should be determined by
considering the context and intensity of an action and its effects (40 CFR 1508.27).

EPA recommends that the DEIS identify and analyze an environmentally preferable
alternative. Options such as reducing the footprint of the proposed project within the
project area or relocating sections/components of the project to other areas, including
private land, to reduce environmental impacts should be examined.

The DEIS should discuss each alternative’s potential to impact air traffic and safety in the
vicinity of the proposed project.

Water Resources

Clean Water Act Section 404

The project applicant should coordinate with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps)
to determine if the proposed project requires a Section 404 permit under the Clean Water Act
(CWA). Section 404 regulates the discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the United
States (WOUS), including wetlands and other special aquatic sites. The DEIS should describe
all WOUS that could be affected by the project alternatives, and include maps that clearly
identify all waters within the project area. The discussion should include acreages and channel
lengths, habitat types, values, and functions of these waters. In addition, EPA suggests that BLM
include a jurisdictional delineation for all WOUS, including ephemeral drainages, in accordance
with the 1987 Corps of Engineers Wetlands Delineation Manual and the December 2006 Arid
West Region Interim Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation
Manual: Arid West Region. A jurisdictional delineation will confirm the presence of WOUS in
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the project area and help determine impact avoidance or if state and federal permits would be
required for activities that affect WOUS.

If a permit is required, EPA will review the project for compliance with Federal
Guidelines for Specification of Disposal Sites for Dredged or Fill Materials (40 CFR 230),
promulgated pursuant to Section 404(b)(1) of the CWA (“404(b)(1) Guidelines”). Pursuant to
40CFR 230, any permitted discharge into WOUS must be the least environmentally damaging
practicable alternative (LEDPA) available to achieve the project purpose. The DEIS should
include an evaluation of the project alternatives in this context in order to demonstrate the
project’s compliance with the 404(b)(1) Guidelines. If, under the proposed project, dredged or
fill material would be discharged into WOUS, the DEIS should discuss alternatives to avoid
those discharges.

The DEIS should describe the original (natural) drainage patterns in the project locale, as
well as the drainage patterns of the area during project operations, and identify whether any
components of the proposed project are within a 50 or 100-year floodplain. We also recommend
the DEIS include information on the functions and locations of WOUS and their direct
relationship to waters downstream.

Recommendations:

The applicant should coordinate with the Corps to obtain a jurisdictional delineation and
confirm the presence of WOUS, in order to determine whether or not a CWA Section 404
permit is needed. If a permit is needed, the DEIS should demonstrate the project’s
compliance with the CWA 404(b)(1) Guidelines.

The DEIS should describe the geographic extent of any WOUS at the project site, as well
as drainage patterns at the project location.

The DEIS should discuss the steps taken to avoid and minimize impacts to WOUS. To
the extent any aquatic features that could be affected by the project are determined not to
constitute waters of the United States, EPA recommends that the DEIS characterize the
functions of such features and discuss potential mitigation.

Include information on the functions and locations of ephemeral washes in the project
area because of the important hydrologic and biogeochemical role these washes play in
direct relationship to higher-order waters downstream.

Water Supplies

Public drinking water supplies and/or their source areas often exist in many watersheds.
Source water is water from streams, rivers, lakes, springs, and aquifers that is used as a supply of
drinking water. Source water areas are delineated and mapped by the state for each federally-
regulated public water system. The 1996 amendments to the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)
require federal agencies to protect sources of drinking water for communities. Therefore, EPA
recommends that the EIS identify:



a) source water protection areas within the project area;

b) activities that could potentially affect source water areas;

¢) potential contaminants that may result from the proposed project; and

d) measures that would be taken to protect the source water protection areas.

Large turbines require substantial foundations and associated structural and geotechnical
engineering considerations. The substantial amount of concrete typically used in foundations for
large wind turbines requires a large amount of cement, sand, and aggregate. A typical 1.5 MW
WTG can require up to 6500 gallons of water for each turbine foundation mixture. The
applicant’s Plan of Development (POD) states that a total of about 1,000 gallons of water per
turbine will be needed for batching concrete. Based on the maximum of 193 turbines, a total of
2,316,000 gallons of water will be needed for turbines. In addition, approximately 30,240,000
gallons of water are expected to be required for road maintenance and dust suppression. In total,
approximately 32,556,000 gallons (99.9 acre feet) of water will be needed for the project during
construction

Recommendations:

The DEIS should describe the availability of a water supply for construction and
operation of the proposed Project and fully evaluate the environmental impacts associated
with using the selected water supply.

The DEIS should describe whether a temporary batch plant will be installed on site for
the needed concrete, estimate the quantity of water required for the concrete mixture and
describe the source of this water and potential effects on other water users and natural
resources in the project area.

Clean Water Act Section 303(d)

The Clean Water Act (CWA) requires States to develop a list of impaired waters that do
not meet water quality standards, establish priority rankings, and develop action plans, called
Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLSs), to improve water quality.

Recommendation:

The DEIS should provide information on CWA Section 303(d) impaired waters in the
project area, if any, and efforts to develop and revise TMDLs. The DEIS should describe
existing restoration and enhancement efforts for those waters, how the proposed project
will coordinate with on-going protection efforts, and any mitigation measures that will be
implemented to avoid further degradation of impaired waters.

Biological Resources, Habitat and Wildlife

During construction of the proposed project, vegetation would be cleared and soils
moved during the construction of roads, wind turbine foundations, substation, switchyard, and
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other facilities. The DEIS should describe the current quality and capacity of habitat and its use
by wildlife in the proposed project area, especially bats and avian populations. The DEIS should
describe the critical habitat for the species; identify any impacts the proposed project will have
on the species and their critical habitats; and how the proposed project will meet all requirements
under the Endangered Species Act, including consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (FWS) and California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG).

Wind energy generation projects have the potential to disrupt important wildlife species
habitat, resulting in mortality of migratory species such as birds and bats due to collisions with
rotors. The EIS should consider whether migratory birds are likely to use the project area and
avoid, if possible: 1) areas supporting a high density of wintering or migratory birds, 2) areas
with high level of raptor activity, and 3) breeding, wintering or migrating populations of less
abundant species which may be sensitive to increased mortality as a result of collision.

A comprehensive monitoring program should be designed to evaluate impacts on bats
and avian species. We suggest that the BLM conduct pre-construction baseline surveys to
evaluate the site for its importance to bats and avian species, as well as post-construction surveys
to determine the extent of mortalities and to determine the effectiveness of mitigation measures.
Surveys should be conducted by a qualified biologist during the appropriate time of year. BLM
actions should promote the recovery of declining populations of species. Collision risk depends
on a range of factors related to species, numbers and behavior, weather conditions, topography,
and lighting. The DEIS should identify and describe specific turbine types and their operating
characteristics and consider turbine design standards that minimize adverse impacts to wildlife,
particularly birds and bats. Consideration should be given to reducing the perching and nesting
opportunities, which may help reduce potential collisions.

The DEIS should identify all petitioned and listed threatened and endangered species that
might occur within the project area. The DEIS should identify and quantify which species might
be directly or indirectly affected by each alternative. The California Condor is listed as an
endangered species under the Federal Endangered Species Act and is also fully protected
pursuant to Fish and Game Code, Section 3511. All raptor and owl species are protected under
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA). The golden eagle and bald eagle also receive protection
under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA). The MBTA, however, has no
provision for allowing unauthorized take. In September 2009, the FWS finalized permit
regula’cions1 under the BGEPA for the take of bald and golden eagles on a limited basis, provided
that the take is compatible with preservation of the eagle and cannot be practicably avoided. The
final rule states that if advanced conservation practices (ACPs) can be developed to significantly
reduce take, the operator of a wind-power facility may qualify for a programmatic take permit.
Most permits under the new regulations would authorize disturbance, rather than take.

! See Eagle Permits, 50 CFR parts 13 and 22, issued Sept. 11, 2009. See internet address:
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/BaldEagle/Final%20Disturbance%20Rule%209%20Sept%20
2009.pdf
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Recommendations:

Design a comprehensive monitoring program to evaluate impacts on bats and avian
species, and discuss design and management measures to minimize adverse impacts to
wildlife and native and rare plants.

Identify specific measures to reduce impacts to eagles and clarify how the proposed
project will comply with the MBTA and BGEPA.

Discuss the applicability of the recently finalized FWS permit regulations (50 CFR parts
13 and 22) to the proposed project. Elaborate on process and/or likelihood of obtaining a
permit via these regulations.

Commit to additional data collection/analysis to identify areas that are important to bald
and golden eagles to ensure proper siting and avoid take of these species.

If alternatives cannot be developed that avoid the take of eagles, develop an operational
monitoring and adaptive management plan to address this issue.

Determine if the proposed project is within the existing or historical ranges of the
California condor and consult with FWS and CDFG early in the process.

Surrounding Special Land Use Designations

The region that surrounds the Ocotillo Express Wind project site contains specially
designated areas which are managed for the protection of specific sensitive resources or habitats.
The project site is located north of the Jacumba Wilderness, south of the Coyote Mountains
Wilderness, west of the Yuha Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC) and adjacent to
the Anza-Borrego Desert State Park’s eastern boundary. Each of these designated areas contains
unique habitats for sensitive species and biological resources such as Peninsular Bighorn Sheep,
Flat-tailed Horned Lizard, Barefoot Banded Gecko, and other endemic desert species. In
addition, these areas provide habitat corridors for wildlife movement and genetic lineage
between populations. Habitat fragmentation and impediments to wildlife movements are among
the greatest threats to desert communities and species, and maximizing habitat connectivity is
essential to climate change adaptation®.

In addition, the specially designated areas surrounding the project site are noted for their
remoteness and lack of human impact. These characteristics are valued by those who seek
solitude and a remote wilderness experience.

Recommendations:
The DEIS should describe the potential for habitat fragmentation and obstructions for
wildlife movement.

? Recommendations of Independent Science Advisors for the California Desert Renewable Energy Conservation
Plan, DRECP Independent Science Advisors, October, 2010,
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Implementation of Adaptive Management Techniques for Mitigation Measures

Adaptive management is an iterative process that requires selecting and implementing
management actions, monitoring, comparing results with management and project objectives,
and using feedback to make future management decisions. The process recognizes the
importance of continually improving management techniques through flexibility and adaptation
instead of adhering rigidly to a standard set of management actions. Although adaptive
management is not a new concept, it may be relatively new in its application to specific projects.
The effectiveness of adaptive management monitoring depends on a variety of factors including:

a) The ability to establish clear monitoring objectives;

b) Agreement on the impact thresholds being monitored;

c) The existence of a baseline or the ability to develop a baseline for the resources
being monitored;

d) The ability to see the effects within an appropriate time frame after the action is
taken;

e) The technical capabilities of the procedures and equipment used to identify and
measure changes in the affected resources and the ability to analyze the changes;

f) The resources needed to perform the monitoring and respond to the results.

Recommendation:

EPA recommends that BLM consider adopting a formal adaptive management plan to
evaluate and monitor impacted resources and ensure the successful implementation of
mitigation measures. EPA recommends that BLM review the specific discussion on
Adaptive Management in the NEPA Task Force Report to the Council on Environmental
Quality (CEQ) on Modernizing NEPA.

Climate Change

Scientific evidence supports the concern that continued increases in greenhouse gas
emissions resulting from human activities will contribute to climate change. Global warming is
caused by emissions of carbon dioxide and other heat-trapping gases. Global warming can affect
weather patterns, sea level, ocean acidification, chemical reaction rates, and precipitation rates,
resulting in climate change. Reports also indicate that deserts may store as much carbon as
temperate forests.

Recommendations:

The DEIS should consider how climate change could potentially influence the proposed
project, specifically within sensitive areas, and assess how the projected impacts could be
exacerbated by climate change.

The DEIS should consider the cumulative impacts associated with multiple large-scale
wind and solar projects proposed in the desert southwest and clarify how existing and/or
proposed resources will be affected by climate change.



The DEIS should quantify and disclose the anticipated climate change benefits of wind
energy. We suggest quantifying greenhouse gas emissions from different types of
generating facilities including solar, geothermal, natural gas, coal-burning, and nuclear
and compiling and comparing these values.

Air Quality

The Imperial County Air Pollution Control District is the primary agency responsible for
planning, implementing, and enforcing federal and State air quality standards in Imperial
County. Imperial County was designated nonattainment for the 2006 PM, 5 standard in October
2009. The DEIS should provide a detailed discussion of ambient air conditions (baseline or
existing conditions), National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), criteria pollutant
nonattainment areas, and potential air quality impacts of the proposed project (including
cumulative and indirect impacts). Such an evaluation is necessary to assure compliance with
State and Federal air quality regulations, and to disclose the potential impacts from temporary or
cumulative degradation of air quality.

The DEIS should describe and estimate air emissions from the proposed facility,
including potential construction and maintenance activities, as well as proposed mitigation
measures to minimize those emissions. EPA recommends an evaluation of the following
measures to reduce emissions of criteria air pollutants and hazardous air pollutants (air toxics).

Recommendations:
e Imperial County was designated nonattainment for the 2006 PM2.5 standard in
October 2009. The air quality analysis should take into account this designation.

o  Existing Conditions — The DEIS should provide a detailed discussion of ambient air
conditions, NAAQS, and criteria pollutant nonattainment areas in all areas considered
for wind development.

o  Quantify Emissions — The DEIS should estimate emissions of criteria pollutants from
the proposed project and discuss the timeframe for release of these emissions over the
lifespan of the project. The DEIS should describe and estimate emissions from
potential construction activitics, as well as proposed mitigation measures to minimize
these emissions.

o Specify Emission Sources — The DEIS should specify the emission sources by
pollutant from mobile sources, stationary sources, and ground disturbance. This
source specific information should be used to identify appropriate mitigation
measures and areas in need of the greatest attention.

o Equipment Emissions Mitigation Plan (EEMP) — The DEIS should identify the need
for an EEMP. An EEMP will identify actions to reduce diesel particulate, carbon
monoxide, hydrocarbons, and NOx associated with construction activities. We
recommend that the EEMP require that all construction-related engines:

10



The DEIS should address wildlife movement impacts associated with the proposal and
present mitigating measures to maintain wildlife movement especially where wildlife
movement already occurs.

The DEIS should describe possible environmental impacts the project may have on the
surrounding special designated areas.

The DEIS should describe the proposed projects effects on the surrounding lands
designated with wilderness characteristics.

Recreational Use

BLM is entrusted with the multiple-use management of natural resources on public land,
and that public land must be managed for outdoor recreation and natural, scenic, scientific, and
historical values. The proposed project is located 1.5 miles southwest of the Plaster City Off-
Highway Vehicle (OHV) Open Area, a popular off road day use and primitive camping area. The
development of wind resources could restrict or reduce the opportunities for recreational use,
including OHVs, and may include access areas that have been previously designated as open for
recreational use.

Recommendation:

EPA recommends that there be full disclosure of the impacts to recreational users in the
project area. The DEIS should clarify what general measures will be incorporated to
ensure that OHV and other recreational users are not injured due to hazards associated
with WTGs, piping, and transmission lines. It would be reasonable to assume that OHV
users do not always stay on designated trails or may not know which trails are in fact
designated. Some precautions regarding safety should be implemented.

Invasive Species

Executive Order 13112, Invasive Species (February 3, 1999), mandates that federal
agencies take actions to prevent the introduction of invasive species, provide for their control,
and minimize the economic, ecological, and human health impacts that invasive species cause.
Executive Order 13112 also calls for the restoration of native plants and tree species. If the
proposed project will entail new landscaping, the DEIS should describe how the project will
meet the requirements of Executive Order 13112,

Recommendation:
The DEIS should include an invasive plant management plan to monitor and control
noxious weeds.

Indirect and Cumulative Impacts

There are a number of renewable energy projects that are proposed in the region that
surround the Ocotillo Express Wind Project. Some of them include the Iberdrola Tule Wind
project, the Sempra Energia Sierra Juarez Transmission Line project, the San Diego Gas &
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Electric (SDG&E) Ocotillo Sol Solar project, and the Imperial Valley Solar project. The
cumulative impacts analysis should provide the context for understanding the magnitude of the
impacts of the alternatives by analyzing the impacts of other past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable projects or actions and then considering those cumulative impacts in their entirety
(CEQ's Forty Questions, #18). The DEIS should clearly identify the resources that may be
cumulatively impacted, the time over which impacts are going to occur, and the geographic area
that will be impacted by the proposed project. The DEIS should focus on resources of concern —
those resources that are “at risk” and/or are significantly impacted by the proposed project,
before mitigation. In the introduction to the Cumulative Impacts Section, identify which
resources are analyzed, which ones are not, and why. For each resource analyzed, the DEIS
should:

* Identify the current condition of the resource as a measure of past impacts. For example,
the percentage of species habitat lost to date.

* Identify the trend in the condition of the resource as a measure of present impacts. For
example, the health of the resource is improving, declining, or in stasis.

* Identify all on-going, planned, and reasonably foreseeable projects in the study area that
may contribute to cumulative impacts.

* Identify the future condition of the resource based on an analysis of impacts from
reasonably foreseeable projects or actions added to existing conditions and current trends.

* Assess the cumulative impacts contribution of the proposed alternatives to the long-term
health of the resource, and provide a specific measure for the projected impact from the
proposed alternatives.

* Disclose the parties that would be responsible for avoiding, minimizing, and mitigating
those adverse impacts.

* Identify opportunities to avoid and minimize impacts, including working with other
entities.

As an indirect result of providing additional power, it can be anticipated that this project
will allow for development and population growth to occur in those areas that receive the
generated electricity.

Recommendations:

The DEIS should describe the reasonably foreseeable future land use and associated
impacts that will result from the additional power supply. The document should provide
an estimate of the amount of growth, its likely location, and the biological and
environmental resources at risk.

The DEIS should consider the direct and indirect effects of the inter-connecting
transmission line for the proposed project, as well as the cumulative effects associated
with the transmission needs of other reasonably foreseeable projects.



o are tuned to the engine manufacturer’s specification in accordance with an
appropriate time frame;

o do not idle for more than five minutes (unless, in the case of certain drilling
engines, it is necessary for the operating scope);

o are not tampered with in order to increase engine horsepower;

o include particulate traps, oxidation catalysts and other suitable control devices
on all construction equipment used at the project site;

o use diesel fuel having a sulfur content of 15 parts per million or less, or other
suitable alternative diesel fuel, unless such fuel cannot be reasonably procured
in the market area; and

o include control devices to reduce air emissions. The determination of which
equipment is suitable for control devices should be made by an independent
Licensed Mechanical Engineer. Equipment suitable for control devices may
include drilling equipment, generators, compressors, graders, bulldozers, and
dump trucks.

e  Fugitive Dust Control Plan - The DEIS should identify the need for Fugitive Dust
Control Plan. We recommend that it include these general recommendations:

o Stabilize open storage piles and by covering and/or applying water or
chemical/organic dust palliative where appropriate. This applies to both
inactive and active sites, during workdays, weekends, holidays, and windy
conditions.

o Install wind fencing and phase grading operations where appropriate, and
operate water trucks for stabilization of surfaces under windy conditions; and

o When hauling material and operating non-earthmoving equipment, prevent
spillage and limit speeds to 15 miles per hour (mph). Limit speed of earth-
moving equipment to 10 mph.

e The DEIS should contain an analysis of emissions from on site concrete production,
including estimated mitigated annual emissions.

Noise Impacts
The DEIS should include an assessment of noise levels from the wind turbines. Decibel

levels of the turbines should be evaluated as should the effects of noise levels on a variety of
species, as well as effects on property values, residences, and recreational use.

Visual Impacts

Careful attention should be given to how a wind turbine array is set against the landscape.
Steps should be taken to minimize the visual impacts and make the wind turbines less obtrusive.
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Coordination with Tribal Governments

Executive Order 13175, Consultation and Coordination with Indian Tribal Governments
(November 6, 2000), was issued in order to establish regular and meaningful consultation and
collaboration with tribal officials in the development of federal policies that have tribal
implications, and to strengthen the United States government-to-government relationships with
Indian tribes.

Recommendation:

The DEIS should describe the process and outcome of government-to-government
consultation between BLM and each of the tribal governments within the project area,
issues that were raised (if any), and how those issues were addressed in the selection of
the proposed alternative.

National Historic Preservation Act and Executive Order 13007

Consultation for tribal cultural resources is required under Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). Historic properties under the National Historic Preservation
Act (NHPA) are properties that are included in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)
or that meet the criteria for the National Register. Section 106 of the NHPA requires a federal
agency, upon determining that activities under its control could affect historic properties, consult
with the appropriate State Historic Preservation Officer/Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
(SHPO/THPO). Under NEPA, any impacts to tribal, cultural, or other treaty resources must be
discussed and mitigated. Section 106 of the NHPA requires that Federal agencies consider the
effects of their actions on cultural resources, following regulation in 36 CFR 800.

Executive Order 13007, Indian Sacred Sites (May 24, 1996), requires federal land
managing agencies to accommodate access to, and ceremonial use of, Indian sacred sites by
Indian Religious practitioners, and to avoid adversely affecting the physical integrity of such
sacred sites. It is important to note that a sacred site may not meet the National Register criteria
for a historic property and that, conversely, a historic property may not meet the criteria for a
sacred site.

Recommendation:

The DEIS should address the existence of Indian sacred sites in the project area. It
should address Executive Order 13007, distinguish it from Section 106 of the NHPA, and
discuss how BLM will avoid adversely affecting the physical integrity of sacred sites, if
they exist. The DEIS should provide a summary of all coordination with Tribes and with
the SHPO/THPO, including identification of NRHP eligible sites, and development of a
Cultural Resource Management Plan.

Environmental Justice

Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority
Populations and Low-Income Populations (February 11, 1994), directs federal agencies to
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identify and address disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects
on minority and low-income populations, allowing those populations a meaningful opportunity
to participate in the decision-making process. Guidance® by CEQ clarifies the terms low-income
and minority population (which includes American Indians) and describes the factors to consider
when evaluating disproportionately high and adverse human health effects.

Recommendation:

The DEIS should include an evaluation of environmental justice populations within the
geographic scope of the project. If such populations exist, the DEIS should address the
potential for disproportionate adverse impacts to minority and low-income populations,
and the approaches used to foster public participation by these populations. Assessment
of the project’s impact on minority and low-income populations should reflect
coordination with those affected populations.

Hazardous Materials/Hazardous Waste/Solid Waste

The DEIS should address potential direct, indirect and cumulative impacts of hazardous
waste from construction and operation of the proposed project. The document should identify
projected hazardous waste types and volumes, and expected storage, disposal, and management
plans. It should address the applicability of state and federal hazardous waste requirements.
Appropriate mitigation should be evaluated, including measures to minimize the generation of
hazardous waste (i.e., hazardous waste minimization). Alternate industrial processes using less
toxic materials should be evaluated as mitigation. This potentially reduces the volume or
toxicity of hazardous materials requiring management and disposal as hazardous waste.

Wind Turbine Production and Recycling

WTG production can address the full product life cycle, from raw material sourcing
through end of life collection and reuse or recycling. Wind turbine companies can minimize
their environmental impacts during raw material extraction and minimize the amount of rare
materials used in the product. Collection and recycling can be facilitated through buy-back
programs or collection and recycling guarantees. Some companies provide recycling programs
that pay all packaging, transportation, and recycling costs.

Recommendation:

EPA recommends that the proponent strive to address the full product life cycle by
sourcing wind turbine components from a company that: 1) minimizes environmental
impacts during raw material extraction; 2) manufactures wind turbines in a zero waste
facility; and 3) provides future disassembly for material recovery for reuse and recycling.

3Environmental Justice Guidance under the National Environmental Policy Act,
Appendix A (Guidance for Federal Agencies on Key Terms in Executive Order

12898), CEQ, December 10, 1997.
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Project Decommissioning

On the average a lifespan of a wind park is 20-30 years. The life of the proposed wind
project should be taken into consideration regarding decommissioning and reclamation.

Recommendation:
EPA recommends that the DEIS identify bonding or financial assurance strategies for

decommissioning and reclamation.

Coordination with Land Use Planning Activities

The DEIS should discuss how the proposed action would support or conflict with the
objectives of federal, state, tribal or local land use plans, policies and controls in the project area.
The term “land use plans” includes all types of formally adopted documents for land use
planning, conservation, zoning and related regulatory requirements. Proposed plans not yet
developed should also be addressed it they have been formally proposed by the appropriate
government body in a written form (CEQ's Forty Questions, #23b).
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Cristina Piraino

From: barbara hill [barbara9446@att.net]
Sent: Tuesday, January 18, 2011 04:33 PM
To: Angelina Havens

Subject: Scoping Questions

January 11, 2011

Angelina Havens AngelinaHavens@co.imperial.ca.us
Jim Minnick JimMinnick@co.imperial.ca.us
Armando Villa ArmandoVilla@co.imperial.ca.us

BLM Project Manager Cedric Perry caocotillo@blm.gov.

Gentlemen;

Scoping question;

BLM, we are asking you to pull out of this project. This lands our National Treasure to all of us. It is not
beneficial to the desert or the people of Ocotillo or Nomirage not to mention the total destruction of our
desert wilderness area. You are to protect the desert and the national wilderness not to totally destroy it.

We would like USGS reports on the levelavations of the ground and ground movement in this area. Frankly
we do not believe what the EIR reprehensive has to say there reports have been wrong they are bias to the
people that are paying them. USGS is setting up sigmografe & monitors all over this area, due to the quake on
April 7, 2010. Also, the new fault line that was discovered. We would like their input in this matter of earth
guakes. Not the data of 10 years ago what EIR representative has done in the past?

This map that you have showed us on the wind in this area is wrong. Your maps only show what you want us
to see. There are many other places you can put these wind turbines. Not within % orl miles from a
residential area. You will be destroying a wilderness area. The Bull dozing, Blade, Compactor, Tucks, Pickup
Trucks, Water Trucks, Water Pulls, Cranes, Cars, Fuel Trucks, Roller, Compactor, Skip loader, Loader, Tire
Trucks, Mechanics’ Tucks, Dump Truck, Cement Trucks, Semi-Truck & trailer weighing up to 80,000 Ibs. Plus
all the other equipment that is necessary the run a material plant. This pristine area would never be the same
nor would it ever recover. The toxic material in the blades themselves is of great concerned. The blades are
still lying on the ground up on the hill where they left them. The toxic waste is going in the ground up there as
we wright this letter. The leaking fuel, oil, hydraulic oil, gasoline, and other contaminates from motor vehicle
are hazardous waste material. How will you protect the desert floor when leaking contaminates from the
equipment Gentlemen; and equipment does leak and spill all the time; even when they are not running. You
also have air pollution.



We were up on the hill 1/11/11, the blades from the turbines our still lying on the ground. Why? They are
toxic and hazardous material going in the ground and air, they have been laying there for over 6 months to a
year now what kind of damage have they done to the environments. Why have they been left there?

Noise from the fanes themselves leaves me with great concern. The low frequency modulation of the
vibration on the people of Ocotillo and Nomirage frankly worries me a great deal. The flicker of the light also
as great cornered. They are known to bring on epialiipcy. There has not been enough studying about the
entire health hazard from this wind turbines. We would like more studying done before you put these things
up around us.

Natives’ wildlife is in immediate danger of being killed and breeding habit will be disrupted. Not to mention
the displacement of animals. There are Golden Eagles nest within two miles of this project. Golden Eagles are
endangered animals. We have Big Horne sheep that will be endangered. They come down to the desert floor
for shad, water, and food plus protection from predators’ they are an endangered species. Our desert bats,
The Owls that are here. The desert Tortoises that cannot get out of the way of heavy equipment. The birds
that get blowed off their flight pattern that | personally have rehabilitated and put them back in the wild; all
the time working with the fish and game department. Let’s us not forget the Snakes, and the Lizards, Gecko,
the Iguana, the Chameleon are threatened or endangered. Not to mention the regular animals that inhabited
the desert floor and mountains. If we do not speak for these animals who will; with this project you intend to
totally annihilate them.

EROSION, what about the dust that this will cause about the biological affect it will have of human populations
like valley fever and other diseases’ like COPD , Asthma, and there are many more than we can list right now.
With all the combine construction going on in the area this will cause a potential for a out brake in this area of
deceases.

The plants life that you will be destroying can never be restored. Some of the plant life takes generation to
grow. They grow very slowly if you can get them too grown at all after you disturb the top layer of ground.
The composition of the soil is altered; therefore it will not grow plants. What then?

Who benefit form this project we do not. Does El Centro with electric, no they don’t. What El Centro gets are
permits, how then does this help us. The El Centro Boards does not care one bit for the people of Ocotillo and
Nomirage. That has been proven by past experience.

Every year we get students coming from the Collages, Grades School in San Diego, L. A. in Vans, Cars & etc. to
discover the desert. Genealogical student, archaeological student, the floral fauna student, the artist student,
the tours busses from Phoenix with people from all over the world to be in are desert area. And let us not
forget the rock hound. At least they bring something to our commerce in this little community of Ocotillo.
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What will produce the electric when the wind is not blowing? You will need to have a backup power. Right!
That means gas, diesel, or natural gas power generator. Where would you put that monster in our back yard
or in Mexico? This will instigate more air pollution, noise and toxic waste.

The only ones that will benefit from this project are the people who are trying to get this thing through. You

| would like a hard copy and a DVD sent to me of the last meeting on 1/6/11. Mailed to P.O. Box 307 Ocaotillo,
CA 922509.

Thank you;

Barbara J. Hill & nbsp;
P.O. Box 307

Ocotillo, CA. 92259

barbara9446@att.com

January 11, 2011

Angelina Havens AngelinaHavens@co.imperial.ca.us

Jim Minnick JimMinnick@co.imperial.ca.us

Armando Villa ArmandoVilla@co.imperial.ca.us

BLM Project Manager Cedric Perry caocotillo@blm.gov.

Gentlemen;

Scoping question;

BLM, we are asking you to pull out of this project. This lands our National Treasure to all of us. It is not
beneficial to the desert or the people of Ocotillo or Nomirage not to mention the total destruction of our desert
wilderness area. You are to protect the desert and the national wilderness not to totally destroy it.



We would like USGS reports on the levelavations of the ground and ground movement in this area. Frankly
we do not believe what the EIR reprehensive has to say there reports have been wrong they are bias to the
people that are paying them. USGS is setting up sigmografe & monitors all over this area, due to the quake on
April 7, 2010. Also, the new fault line that was discovered. We would like their input in this matter of earth
guakes. Not the data of 10 years ago what EIR representative has done in the past?

This map that you have showed us on the wind in this area is wrong. Your maps only show what you want us
to see. There are many other places you can put these wind turbines. Not within %2 orl miles from a residential
area. You will be destroying a wilderness area. The Bull dozing, Blade, Compactor, Tucks, Pickup Trucks,
Water Trucks, Water Pulls, Cranes, Cars, Fuel Trucks, Roller, Compactor, Skip loader, Loader, Tire Trucks,
Mechanics’ Tucks, Dump Truck, Cement Trucks, Semi-Truck & trailer weighing up to 80,000 Ibs. Plus all the
other equipment that is necessary the run a material plant. This pristine area would never be the same nor
would it ever recover. The toxic material in the blades themselves is of great concerned. The blades are still
lying on the ground up on the hill where they left them. The toxic waste is going in the ground up there as we
wright this letter. The leaking fuel, oil, hydraulic oil, gasoline, and other contaminates from motor vehicle are
hazardous waste material. How will you protect the desert floor when leaking contaminates from the equipment
Gentlemen; and equipment does leak and spill all the time; even when they are not running. You also have air
pollution.

We were up on the hill 1/11/11, the blades from the turbines our still lying on the ground. Why? They are toxic
and hazardous material going in the ground and air, they have been laying there for over 6 months to a year now
what kind of damage have they done to the environments. Why have they been left there?

Noise from the fanes themselves leaves me with great concern. The low frequency modulation of the vibration
on the people of Ocotillo and Nomirage frankly worries me a great deal. The flicker of the light also as great
cornered. They are known to bring on epialiipcy. There has not been enough studying about the entire health
hazard from this wind turbines. We would like more studying done before you put these things up around us.

Natives’ wildlife is in immediate danger of being killed and breeding habit will be disrupted. Not to mention the
displacement of animals. There are Golden Eagles nest within two miles of this project. Golden Eagles are
endangered animals. We have Big Horne sheep that will be endangered. They come down to the desert floor
for shad, water, and food plus protection from predators’ they are an endangered species. Our desert bats, The
Owls that are here. The desert Tortoises that cannot get out of the way of heavy equipment. The birds that get
blowed off their flight pattern that I personally have rehabilitated and put them back in the wild; all the time
working with the fish and game department. Let’s us not forget the Snakes, and the Lizards, Gecko, the Iguana,
the Chameleon are threatened or endangered. Not to mention the regular animals that inhabited the desert floor
and mountains. If we do not speak for these animals who will; with this project you intend to totally annihilate
them.

EROSION, what about the dust that this will cause about the biological affect it will have of human populations
like valley fever and other diseases’ like COPD , Asthma, and there are many more than we can list right now.
With all the combine construction going on in the area this will cause a potential for a brake out in this area of
deceases.



The plants life that you will be destroying can never be restored. Some of the plant life takes generation to
grow. They grow very slowly if you can get them too grown at all after you disturb the top layer of ground.
The composition of the soil is altered; therefore it will not grow plants. What then?

Who benefit form this project we do not. Does El Centro with electric, no they don’t. What El Centro gets are
permits, how then does this help us. The EI Centro Boards does not care one bit for the people of Ocotillo and
Nomirage. That has been proven by past experience.

Every year we get students coming from the Collages, Grades School in San Diego, L. A. in Vans, Cars & etc.
to discover the desert. Genealogical student, archaeological student, the floral fauna student, the artist student,
the tours busses from Phoenix with people from all over the world to be in are desert area. And let us not forget
the rock hound. At least they bring something to our commerce in this little community of Ocotillo.

What will produce the electric when the wind is not blowing? You will need to have a backup power. Right!
That means gas, diesel, or natural gas power generator. Where would you put that monster in our back yard or
in Mexico? This will instigate more air pollution, noise and toxic waste.

The only ones that will benefit from this project are the people who are trying to get this thing through. You

I would like a hard copy and a DVD sent to me of the last meeting on 1/6/11. Mailed to P.O. Box 307 Ocaotillo,
CA 92259.

Thank you;

Barbara J. Hill

P.O. Box 307
Ocotillo, CA. 92259
barbara9446@att.com

January 11, 2011

Angelina Havens AngelinaHavens@co.imperial.ca.us

Jim Minnick JimMinnick@co.imperial.ca.us




Armando Villa ArmandoVilla@co.imperial.ca.us

BLM Project Manager Cedric Perry caocotillo@blm.gov.

Gentlemen;

Scoping question;

BLM, we are asking you to pull out of this project. This lands our National Treasure to all of us. It is not
beneficial to the desert or the people of Ocotillo or Nomirage not to mention the total destruction of our desert
wilderness area. You are to protect the desert and the national wilderness not to totally destroy it.

We would like USGS reports on the levelavations of the ground and ground movement in this area. Frankly
we do not believe what the EIR reprehensive has to say there reports have been wrong they are bias to the
people that are paying them. USGS is setting up sigmografe & monitors all over this area, due to the quake on
April 7, 2010. Also, the new fault line that was discovered. We would like their input in this matter of earth
quakes. Not the data of 10 years ago what EIR representative has done in the past?

This map that you have showed us on the wind in this area is wrong. Your maps only show what you want us
to see. There are many other places you can put these wind turbines. Not within %2 orl miles from a residential
area. You will be destroying a wilderness area. The Bull dozing, Blade, Compactor, Tucks, Pickup Trucks,
Water Trucks, Water Pulls, Cranes, Cars, Fuel Trucks, Roller, Compactor, Skip loader, Loader, Tire Trucks,
Mechanics” Tucks, Dump Truck, Cement Trucks, Semi-Truck & trailer weighing up to 80,000 Ibs. Plus all the
other equipment that is necessary the run a material plant. This pristine area would never be the same nor
would it ever recover. The toxic material in the blades themselves is of great concerned. The blades are still
lying on the ground up on the hill where they left them. The toxic waste is going in the ground up there as we
wright this letter. The leaking fuel, oil, hydraulic oil, gasoline, and other contaminates from motor vehicle are
hazardous waste material. How will you protect the desert floor when leaking contaminates from the equipment
Gentlemen; and equipment does leak and spill all the time; even when they are not running. You also have air
pollution.

We were up on the hill 1/11/11, the blades from the turbines our still lying on the ground. Why? They are toxic
and hazardous material going in the ground and air, they have been laying there for over 6 months to a year now
what kind of damage have they done to the environments. Why have they been left there?

Noise from the fanes themselves leaves me with great concern. The low frequency modulation of the vibration
on the people of Ocotillo and Nomirage frankly worries me a great deal. The flicker of the light also as great
cornered. They are known to bring on epialiipcy. There has not been enough studying about the entire health
hazard from this wind turbines. We would like more studying done before you put these things up around us.



Natives’ wildlife is in immediate danger of being killed and breeding habit will be disrupted. Not to mention the
displacement of animals. There are Golden Eagles nest within two miles of this project. Golden Eagles are
endangered animals. We have Big Horne sheep that will be endangered. They come down to the desert floor
for shad, water, and food plus protection from predators’ they are an endangered species. Our desert bats, The
Owls that are here. The desert Tortoises that cannot get out of the way of heavy equipment. The birds that get
blowed off their flight pattern that I personally have rehabilitated and put them back in the wild; all the time
working with the fish and game department. Let’s us not forget the Snakes, and the Lizards, Gecko, the Iguana,
the Chameleon are threatened or endangered. Not to mention the regular animals that inhabited the desert floor
and mountains. If we do not speak for these animals who will; with this project you intend to totally annihilate
them.

EROSION, what about the dust that this will cause about the biological affect it will have of human populations
like valley fever and other diseases’ like COPD , Asthma, and there are many more than we can list right now.
With all the combine construction going on in the area this will cause a potential for a brake out in this area of
deceases.

The plants life that you will be destroying can never be restored. Some of the plant life takes generation to
grow. They grow very slowly if you can get them too grown at all after you disturb the top layer of ground.
The composition of the soil is altered; therefore it will not grow plants. What then?

Who benefit form this project we do not. Does El Centro with electric, no they don’t. What El Centro gets are
permits, how then does this help us. The EI Centro Boards does not care one bit for the people of Ocotillo and
Nomirage. That has been proven by past experience.

Every year we get students coming from the Collages, Grades School in San Diego, L. A. in Vans, Cars & etc.
to discover the desert. Genealogical student, archaeological student, the floral fauna student, the artist student,
the tours busses from Phoenix with people from all over the world to be in are desert area. And let us not forget
the rock hound. At least they bring something to our commerce in this little community of Ocotillo.

What will produce the electric when the wind is not blowing? You will need to have a backup power. Right!
That means gas, diesel, or natural gas power generator. Where would you put that monster in our back yard or
in Mexico? This will instigate more air pollution, noise and toxic waste.

The only ones that will benefit from this project are the people who are trying to get this thing through. You

I would like a hard copy and a DVD sent to me of the last meeting on 1/6/11. Mailed to P.O. Box 307 Ocotillo,
CA 92259.

Thank you;



Barbara J. Hill

P.O. Box 307
Ocotillo, CA. 92259
barbara9446@att.com

January 11, 2011

Angelina Havens AngelinaHavens@co.imperial.ca.us

Jim Minnick JimMinnick@co.imperial.ca.us

Armando Villa ArmandoVilla@co.imperial.ca.us

BLM Project Manager Cedric Perry caocotillo@blm.gov.

Gentlemen;

Scoping question;

BLM, we are asking you to pull out of this project. This lands our National Treasure to all of us. It is not
beneficial to the desert or the people of Ocotillo or Nomirage not to mention the total destruction of our desert
wilderness area. You are to protect the desert and the national wilderness not to totally destroy it.

We would like USGS reports on the levelavations of the ground and ground movement in this area. Frankly
we do not believe what the EIR reprehensive has to say there reports have been wrong they are bias to the
people that are paying them. USGS is setting up sigmografe & monitors all over this area, due to the quake on
April 7, 2010. Also, the new fault line that was discovered. We would like their input in this matter of earth
quakes. Not the data of 10 years ago what EIR representative has done in the past?

This map that you have showed us on the wind in this area is wrong. Your maps only show what you want us
to see. There are many other places you can put these wind turbines. Not within %2 orl miles from a residential
area. You will be destroying a wilderness area. The Bull dozing, Blade, Compactor, Tucks, Pickup Trucks,
Water Trucks, Water Pulls, Cranes, Cars, Fuel Trucks, Roller, Compactor, Skip loader, Loader, Tire Trucks,
Mechanics” Tucks, Dump Truck, Cement Trucks, Semi-Truck & trailer weighing up to 80,000 Ibs. Plus all the
other equipment that is necessary the run a material plant. This pristine area would never be the same nor
would it ever recover. The toxic material in the blades themselves is of great concerned. The blades are still
lying on the ground up on the hill where they left them. The toxic waste is going in the ground up there as we
wright this letter. The leaking fuel, oil, hydraulic oil, gasoline, and other contaminates from motor vehicle are
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hazardous waste material. How will you protect the desert floor when leaking contaminates from the equipment
Gentlemen; and equipment does leak and spill all the time; even when they are not running. You also have air
pollution.

We were up on the hill 1/11/11, the blades from the turbines our still lying on the ground. Why? They are toxic
and hazardous material going in the ground and air, they have been laying there for over 6 months to a year now
what kind of damage have they done to the environments. Why have they been left there?

Noise from the fanes themselves leaves me with great concern. The low frequency modulation of the vibration
on the people of Ocotillo and Nomirage frankly worries me a great deal. The flicker of the light also as great
cornered. They are known to bring on epialiipcy. There has not been enough studying about the entire health
hazard from this wind turbines. We would like more studying done before you put these things up around us.

Natives’ wildlife is in immediate danger of being killed and breeding habit will be disrupted. Not to mention the
displacement of animals. There are Golden Eagles nest within two miles of this project. Golden Eagles are
endangered animals. We have Big Horne sheep that will be endangered. They come down to the desert floor
for shad, water, and food plus protection from predators’ they are an endangered species. Our desert bats, The
Owls that are here. The desert Tortoises that cannot get out of the way of heavy equipment. The birds that get
blowed off their flight pattern that I personally have rehabilitated and put them back in the wild; all the time
working with the fish and game department. Let’s us not forget the Snakes, and the Lizards, Gecko, the Iguana,
the Chameleon are threatened or endangered. Not to mention the regular animals that inhabited the desert floor
and mountains. If we do not speak for these animals who will; with this project you intend to totally annihilate
them.

EROSION, what about the dust that this will cause about the biological affect it will have of human populations
like valley fever and other diseases’ like COPD , Asthma, and there are many more than we can list right now.
With all the combine construction going on in the area this will cause a potential for a brake out in this area of
deceases.

The plants life that you will be destroying can never be restored. Some of the plant life takes generation to
grow. They grow very slowly if you can get them too grown at all after you disturb the top layer of ground.
The composition of the soil is altered; therefore it will not grow plants. What then?

Who benefit form this project we do not. Does El Centro with electric, no they don’t. What EI Centro gets are
permits, how then does this help us. The EI Centro Boards does not care one bit for the people of Ocotillo and
Nomirage. That has been proven by past experience.

Every year we get students coming from the Collages, Grades School in San Diego, L. A. in Vans, Cars & etc.
to discover the desert. Genealogical student, archaeological student, the floral fauna student, the artist student,
the tours busses from Phoenix with people from all over the world to be in are desert area. And let us not forget
the rock hound. At least they bring something to our commerce in this little community of Ocotillo.
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What will produce the electric when the wind is not blowing? You will need to have a backup power. Right!
That means gas, diesel, or natural gas power generator. Where would you put that monster in our back yard or
in Mexico? This will instigate more air pollution, noise and toxic waste.

The only ones that will benefit from this project are the people who are trying to get this thing through. You

I would like a hard copy and a DVD sent to me of the last meeting on 1/6/11. Mailed to P.O. Box 307 Ocotillo,
CA 92259.

Thank you;

Barbara J. Hill

P.O. Box 307
Ocotillo, CA. 92259
barbara9446@att.com
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Cristina Piraino

From: Dollard, Scott [Scott.Dollard@usa.gknaerospace.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 13, 2011 08:22 AM

To: Pelley, Jim; cedric_perry@ca.blm; caocotillo@blm.gov; Jack Terrazas; Angelina Havens;
Manuel.perez@asm.ca.gov

Cc: Swainston, Duane; Bloom, Tim; Dad and Bonnie; Doug; Dennis; mlloveor@charter.net; Mom
and Elwyn; Russ; Will & Les; Gordon

Subject: Please help us save Ocatillo

Attachments: WTG_Flyer.pdf; OcotilloWindFarm.pdf; Ocotillo Wind 2010

http_ www.basinandrangewatch.org_OcotillowWind.pdf

This is an area for Great Family camping, off roading, hunting, Hiking,
exploring and just getting away for some much needed stress relief of

the city life. This is going to ruin an area on so many levels, | can't

even imagine. My good Friend Jim Pelley lives in this community and
needs our help. Please review the attached documents and consider taking
a little time to email some of our political powers to let them know how
you feel. I know we are looking for alternative power solutions but this
chokes out the beauty of this very small but important community. Thanks
in advance for your interest and help.

Scott Dollard

Good Morning!

I know you are having a rally this weekend at Superstition. We would
love for you to consider letting the folks who are attending your event
know about this terrible invasion on our community and surrounding
areas. It would effect going to the Anza Borrego State Park etc. Maybe
forward to your 4-wheeling email list? Any assistance we would
appreciate greatly!

The community of Ocotillo is being hit hard by many projects. The worst
one, so far, is the proposed wind farm! | have attached a flyer and a
map of where they plan on placing these towers.

PLEASE, since it affects alot more people than just our community, bring
it to their attention this weekend and encourage them to write to these
people. E-mails are an easy way for them to quickly get their opinions
out.

Time is very important. They are trying to move this on

Thanks so much!!

Save our Desert!!!!

Please forward to all, we don't have much time left.
(See attached file: WTG_Flyer.pdf) (See attached file:

OcotilloWindFarm.pdf)(See attached file: Ocotillo Wind 2010
http_ www.basinandrangewatch.org_OcotilloWind.pdf)



[This email was generated from outside of the GKN Aerospace Engine
Products USA network.]

[Disclaimer] WARNING- This document may contain technical data whose export is restricted by the Arms Export Control Act (Title
22, U.S.C., SEQ 2751 ET SEQ) or the Export Administration Act (Title 50, U.S.C., APP 2401-2420). Violations of these export laws
are subject to severe criminal penalties.

This e-mail is strictly confidential and intended solely for the addressee. It may contain information which is covered by legal,
professional, or other privilege. If you are not the intended addressee you must not use, disclose, or copy this transmission. This E-
mail is not intended to impose nor shall it be construed as imposing any legally binding obligation upon any of the GKN group of
companies ("GKN"), and/or any subsidiaries thereof or associated companies thereof. Neither GKN nor any subsidiaries thereof or
associated companies thereof gives any representation or warranty as to the accuracy or completeness of the contents of this E-mail.
GKN shall not be held liable to any person resulting from the use of any information contained in this E-mail and shall not be liable to
any person who acts or omits to do anything in reliance upon it. Unendorsed export or re-export is prohibited.



WE NEED YOUR HEIL P/

Ocotillo Express and Pattern Energy Project calls for 244 Wind Turbines
over 400 feet tall which will consume 15,000 acres of BIM land.

Fifteen thousand acres of BLM land, and trails gone, This area
is used for both highway and Green Sticker vehicles. Our land is being used for
private industry to make the profit. There are many potential projects like this
one in Imperial Valley. Off road enthusiasts may have little or no land access.

This area has: 1 Rare Species, 5 Threatened Species,

11 Endangered Species, and likely Indian Artifacts.

What would BLM do to YOU if you disturbed these species?

Arrest you?

We need help from everybody! Get involved! E-mail
your concerns to any or aU of the contacts below as
soon as possible:

President Barak Obama whitehouse.gov  Use the contact tab and mark itas "Urgent"
Address it to President Barak Obarna

Cedric: Perry BLM cedric pcny@ca.blm.gov.

Ocotillo BLM caocotillo@blm.gov

County Supervisor Jack Terrazas jackterra7.a.~@co.imperial.ca.us

County Planning Department angelinahavens@co.imperial.ca.us
California State Representative Bob Filner, 1101 airport Road, Suite D, 1m

(760)355-8800
State Assemblyman manuel.pereZ@asm.ca.gov

ThankS

from thefolks in Ocotillol


mailto:pcny@ca.blm.gov
mailto:caocotillo@blm.gov
mailto:angelinahavens@co.imperial.ca.us
mailto:manuel.pereZ@asm.ca.gov




Ocotillo Express Wind Facility Page 1 of 4

Ocotillo Express Wind Facility

February 23, 2010 - Southern Colorado Desert, California

Wind Farm Proposed on Boundary of
Anza-Borrego Desert State Park

Pattern Energy, through Ocotillo Express LLC (OE LLC), proposes to construct, operate,
maintain and decomission a 561 megawatt (MW) wind generation facility on approximately
14,980 acres in the Ocotillo Express wind project area, with 244 wind turbines in the
Imperial Valley desert, Imperial County in southern California near the border of Mexico.
The turbines would be about 400 feet tall.

1
! Draft Plan of Development from El Centro BLM :
g (1.51 MB pdf) >>download here I
|
1
ol

If approved the project would be in operation by the end of 2012. The electricity would
flow to Sunrise Powerlink, San Diego Gas and Electric Co.'s controversial transmission line

from the Imperial Valley to San Diego.

Wally Leimgruber, District 5 county supervisor, said the Ocotillo Express Wind Project
would advance the county's renewable energy industry.

The Sunrise Powerlink has been attacked for claiming it would carry renewable electricity,
while actually connecting to many fossil fuel power plants south of the border. Early
proposals would have driven the giant transmission line through Anza-Borrego State Park.

http://www.basi nandrangewatch.org/OcotilloWind.html 2/23/2010



Ocotillo Express Wind Facility Page 2 of 4

"The project scope will include a network of 16 foot wide roads that will provide access to
each turbine location and to the project’s O&M building."

"During the course of construction, access roads will have an additional temporary
disturbance of 20 feet to facilitate the travel of large tracked cranes. These disturbed areas
will be graded and compacted for use and then decompacted and stabilized at the
conclusion of the project. In addition to the crane travel paths, the underground collection
system will also parallel the access road network further widening the disturbed

area" (page 6 of the draft Plan of Development obtained by Basin and Range Watch).

"A total of about 20,000 gallons of water per turbine will be needed for batching

concrete. Based on the maximum of 244 turbines, a total of 5,000,000 gallons of water will
be needed for turbines. In addition, approximately 15,000,000 gallons of water are
expected to be required for road maintenance and dust suppression. In total,
approximately 20,000,000 gallons (61.4 acre feet) of water will be needed for the project
during construction. All water would be delivered from the selected source, by truck to the
Batch Plant and project area. Up to 3500 vehicle trips would be required for water delivery.
Temporary water storage tanks would be installed support these water needs" (page 7
POD).

Gravel and concrete aggregate would come from up to three, 15-acre locations within or
near the project area.... The materials will be trucked to the batching plant and placed into
stockpiles. Cement will be delivered on trucks from a source to be identified and stored in
two to five silos on site. Approximately 510,000 pounds of sand, 800,000 pounds of gravel
and 240,000 pounds of cement will be needed for each turbine site. Based on a maximum
of 244 turbines installed, 124,500,000 pounds of sand, 195,200,000 pounds of gravel and
58,560,000 pounds of cement will be utilized. Additional sand, gravel and cement will be
required for construction of the substation, switchyard and O&M facilities (page 20, POD).

Ocaotillo lies near Jacumba Mountains Wilderness and Coyote Mountains Wilderness. The
area is biologically rich, with Flat-tailed horned lizard (Phrynosoma mcallii), Peninsular
bighorn sheep (Ovis canadensis nelsoni), and Ironwood forests. The Flat-tailed horned
lizard is due for a decision this November on whether it should be protected under the
Endangered Species Act.

http://www.basi nandrangewatch.org/OcotilloWind.html 2/23/2010



Ocotillo Express Wind Facility
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The turbines would be 2.3 MW Siemens at 126.5 m total height, or 1.8 MW Vestas at 125
m.

Pattern Energy also is pushing a large wind farm next to Great Basin National Park near

Ely, Nevada, about a mile from a cave that shelters more than one million Brazilian free-
tailed bats (our story on this project >>here).

PermoCo Engineering and Management >>here.

Maps and diagrams from the POD.

http://www.basi nandrangewatch.org/OcotilloWind.html

Page 3 of 4

2/23/2010



Ocotillo Express Wind Facility Page 4 of 4

Flat-tailed horned lizard (Copyright Laura Cunningham 2010).

More on this soon.

See also the Tule Wind Energy Project in McCain Valley, eastern San Diego County >>BLM
website.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION San Diego Gas & Electric East
County Substation Project

HOME

http://www.basi nandrangewatch.org/OcotilloWind.html 2/23/2010



Public Comment Card
Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project
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By submitting a scoping comment you will receive a copy of the EIS. Please indicate the format you would prefer.
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How to Comment:

Hardcopy: Use the form on the other side of this sheet. Please fold and staple this form and mail to the address below
Email: caocotillo@blm.gov_Make sure subject line reads “Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project”

Comments must be postmarked/emailed by January 21,2011

[0 Public comments, including names and street addresses of respond

ents, will be available for public review at Bureau of Land
Management, 22835 Calle San Juan de Los Lagos, Moreno Valley,

CA 92553, during regular business hours (8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.),
Monday through Friday, except holidays. Individual respondents may request confi
street address from public review
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By submiting a scoping comment you will receive a copy of the EIS. Please indicate the format you would prefer:

O Compact Disk (CD) or q‘Hardcopy




jow to Comment:

jardcopy: Use the form on the other side of this sheet. Please fold and staple this form and mail to the address below
zmail: caocotillo@blm.gov Make sure subject line reads “Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project”
Comments must be postmarked/emailed by January 21,2011

[ public comments, including names and street addresses of respondents, will be available for public review at Bureau of Land
Management, 22835 Calle San Juan de Los Lagos, Moreno Valley, CA 92553, during regular business hours (8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.),
Monday through Friday, except holidays. Individual respondents may request confidentiality. If you wish to withhold your name or
street address from public review or from disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act, you MUST check this box. Such
requests will be honored to the extent allowed by law. All submissions from organizations or businesses, and from individuals
identifying themselves as representatives or officials of organizations or businesses, will be made available for public inspection in

their entirety.
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Cristina Piraino

From: Donna Tisdale [tisdale.donna@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, January 17, 2011 08:05 PM

To: caocotillo@blm.gov; Angelina Havens

Cc: Donna Tisdale"

Subject: Ocaotillo Express scoping comments

Attachments: Ocaotillo Express scoping BAD POC ECCAC 1-17-11.pdf

Dear Mr. Perry and Ms. Havens

These scoping comments are submitted for myself, as an individual, for Backcountry Against Dumps, The Protect Our
Communities Foundation,
and for the East County Community Action Coalition.

Please confirm receipt of these comments and add my name and contact information to this project serve list for future
notification.,

Thank you,
Donna Tisdale
619-766-4170

tisdale.donna@gmail.com




BACKCOUNTRY AGAINST DUMPS

P. O.BOX 1275, BOULEVARD, CA 91905

Cedric Perry January 17, 2011
BLM Project Manager

California Desert District Office

22835 Calle San Juan de Los Lagos,

Moreno Valley, CA 92553

via: caocotillo@blm.gov

Angelina Havens

Imperial County Planning & Development Services
801 Main Street

El Centro, CA 92243

via: AngelinaHavens@co.imperial.ca.us

DEIR/EIS Scoping Comments Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project -- CACA 051552
Dear Mr. Perry and Ms. Havens

These scoping comments are submitted for myself, as an individual, for The Protect Our Communities
Foundation, and for the East County Community Action Coalition.

My apologies for not being able to attend the two public scoping hearings for the Draft EIR/EIS for the
Ocotillo Express Wind energy project. Edie Harmon had planned to read our statement into the record
at the January 6th hearing in Ocotillo, but she was unable to access it at the time.

We are formally requesting a 30-60 extension of the January 21 comment deadline due to the significant
number of industrial-scale projects that were/ are out for public comment--many of which connect to
and rely on SDG&E's Imperial Valley Substation and the controversial Sunrise Powerlink that is the
subject of unresolved state and federal litigation. Our coalition just filed a second suit challenging the
Forest Service approvals. As you know, the Imperial Valley Substation, and a portion of the Sunrise
Powerlink is located in the culturally sensitive Yuha ACEA and FTHL Management Area, where numerous
other projects are proposed. Sunrise also impacts big horn sheep, Golden Eagles and much more.

Class L (Limited Use) lands protect "natural, scenic, ecological, and cultural resource values." The lands
are supposed to be "managed to provide for generally lower-intensity, carefully controlled multiple use
of resources, while ensuring that sensitive values are not significantly diminished." The complaint
indicates that each of the projects was permitted with an "amendment" to the CDCA according to the
Bureau of Land Management.

La Cuna de Aztlan Sacred Sites protection Circle recently filed against suit against the BLM over failure
According to la Cuna de Azlan’s Pinon, the pressure of the ARRA "fast track" process approved by
Secretary of the Interior Ken Salazar resulted in inadequate Environmental Impact Statements and
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inadequate government to government consultation with the tribes, under Section 106 of the National
Register of Historic Places.

Hopefully the tribal lawsuits have alerted the BLM and other agencies that these massive projects,
proposed for culturally and environmentally sensitive areas, are not acceptable to many Native
Americans or those who revere and respect an ancient culture and people who have survived and
thrived in harsh environmental and political climates for so many thousands of years.

For the record, this is a partial list of our major concerns with the proposed project and the overall
rush to industrialize our scenic and sensitive public lands --that should be protected--and impacted
low-income rural communities:

v

Allowing commercial industrial uses on lands zoned as Limited Use by scuttling that zoning meant
to protect significant and sensitive resources and converting those lands and resources to large-
scale destructive industrial uses.

Lack of need for this and remote projects that require new extensive, expensive and destructive
transmission infrastructure at the expense of US taxpayers, utility rate payers, public lands and
critical resources.

The intermittent and unreliable nature of wind energy that requires an average 70-90% in backup
generation.

What is the designated load follower / backup source?

How many connections to IV Substation is too many? What is the limit?

Industry misrepresentations of Green House Gas benefits from industrial wind energy proponents
should be challenged.

In the UK, a wind energy company lost a truth in advertising challenge, their GHG reduction claims
were proven to be improperly based on out-dated data related to older more polluting power
plants that had already been closed or retrofitted.

Scale and scope of project and proximity to Anza Borrego Desert State Park, other sensitive public
lands and resources,

Adverse and cumulative impacts to the rural low-income community of Ocotillo and other
residential areas.

Adverse impacts to road quality from massive overweight construction equipment/cranes and
project equipment transportation to community / public roads that have not received much if any
significant repair within memory.

Cumulative air quality impacts from traffic related to multiple industrial scale mining and energy
projects on BLM lands in the area in addition to I-8 traffic impacts.

Environmental Justice issues / disproportionate number of projects are concentrated in Western
Imperial County and Eastern San Diego County. Noise and air pollution count.

Significant cumulative impacts to a variety of resources from numerous massive wind, solar, and
transmission infrastructure projects to the same geographic area, resources, and low-income rural
communities. Both BLM and Imperial County should have a complete list, similar to that used in
the joint PUB/BLM DEIR/EIS for Tule Wind, ECO Substation and Energia Sierra Juarez at Figure F-1
& F-2: http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/environment/info/dudek/ecosub/Draft EIR/F Cumulative.pdf

Impacts to designated critical and occupied habitat and wildlife corridors for the endangered
Peninsular Bighorn Sheep.

Impacts to bird and bat populations including Golden Eagles and other raptors through direct
impacts with blades, towers, transmission lines, and loss of forage and prey.

Ocotillo Express Scoping Comments / Tisdale/BAD/POC/ ECCAC Page 2
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v" Golden Eagles have a range of 100 miles and more. The Tule Wind DEIR/EIS top CEQA alternative is
NO Project. Based on Class | impacts to Air Quality, Noise, Biologlical Resources, Visual Character,
Fire and Fuels, and Cultural Resources.

v"Impacts to Flat Tailed Horned Lizards, desert tortoises, other endangered and sensitive wildlife and
unfragmented habitat.

v"Impacts to a significant known concentration of Native American cultural resources, including
village and camp sites, graves, ceremonial sites, Traditional Cultural Properties including Areas of
Traditional Cultural Concern, Sacred Geography, and Areas of Potential Effect.

v" Need for real and timely tribal consultations in full compliance with NHPA and other applicable laws
and regulations

v' Adverse health effects to people, pets, and wildlife from low frequency noise and infrasound ,
shadow flicker, and exposure to Valley Fever through newly disturbed desert soils.

v' Adverse impacts to ground dwelling species from vibrations traveling through turbine shafts into
the ground, construction of new roads and fragmentation of habitat.

v Conversion of public open space and recreational use (loss of use) to private commercial / industrial
use in an area not zoned or compatible for such use.

v" Adverse impacts to property values from loss of premium open desert views and quality of life.

v’ Significant impacts to Visual Resources and wilderness experience in the adjacent Jacumba
Mountain Wilderness Areas, Table Mountain Wilderness Study Area, Coyote Mountain Wilderness
and ACEC, Sin Number Wilderness, Carrizo Canyon Wilderness, Carrizo Gorge Wilderness,
Sombrero Peak Wilderness, Limited Use Areas where travel is currently restricted to open routes
and the camp sites and trails within all the areas named above.

v" Impacts to historic Desert View Tower and Mountain Springs Park

Conversion of rural visual resources/character to visually intrusive industrial energy park

Fragmentation of large natural habitats, wildlife landscapes, and currently stable desert soils and

vegetation.

Loss of ambient quiet and remoteness from the urban environment.

Loss of Dark Sky for scientific study and recreational use and enjoyment.

Interference with aviation radar, homeland security activities, military aviation routes of travel.

Interference with cell signals, radio communications, medical devices

Air quality impacts and introduction of fire ignition sources in underserved rural area.

Impacts to emergency Services, increased fire insurance rates, waste disposal for non-recyclable

composite blades and other turbine parts that have a high rate of failure.

Need for Property Value Protection Agreements for private property owners within a 5-mile radius

of each turbine, along with pre-construction ambient sound testing with A and C weighting

Need to prevent on-site stockpiling of discarded blades and turbine parts through permit

v Impacts to water quality and quantity, from contamination and overdraft in the federally
designated Ocotillo Coyote Wells Sole Source Aquifer/ already in state of overdraft

v’ Turbines should be constructed with catch basins at base to prevent oil leaks from entering soil and
groundwater.

v Increased soil erosion and air borne dust and pathogens.

v Need for local mitigation. Do not allow out of the area mitigation for any impacted species--like
BLM allowed for Bighorn Sheep impacted by the Sunrise Powerlink.

v All environmental surveys, mitigation proposals, contracted water sources, and turbine models
must be provided for public review and comment prior to project approval.

<

AN

<

<
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Please add my name and contact information to this project serve list for future notification. 619-766-
4170; tisdale.donna@gmail.com

Sincerely,

/s/

Donna Tisdale,
BAD President,
POC Secretary,
ECCAC Member

CC: Interested Parties
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RECEIVED

To Whom It May C :
0 Whom It May Concemn 1 N 18 - 2]

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Ocotillo Exp?%mmt&t an®the
cumulative effects of other related projects in this regional area. LEY, CA

EXCEPTIONAL 1!

That is what some of the views in this regional area have already been classified as. Other
words used to rate them are superior, unique and rare. We agree with these descriptions. We
think the views are also captivating, extremely beautiful and pleasant to gaze upon. We highly
value them. When we camp here and go hiking or jeeping, we eagerly anticipate what the next
view will hold.

Exceptional is what the nighttime view of the Milky Way and countless twinkling stars look like
overhead in the dark desert sky. We look forward to observing this dazzling display through
a telescope or binoculars, and think that counting “falling stars” is a great, natural form of
nighttime entertainment. The boundless sky is the catalyst that causes us to meditate about
the universe and our purpose in it.

We also think the animals (including the bighorn sheep), birds (including the golden eagles),
and plants (especially wildflowers) that live in the area are as exceptional as the views, each in
their own way. Watching a Cooper's hawk soar above us or viewing colorful fields of delicate
wildflowers that soften the rugged terrain is worth every effort whenever we seek them out while
we hike here, especially in remote areas where we can leave the crowds of people behind.

APPALLING 1!

That is what we think both the daytime and nighttime views will be if high-profile, man-made
obstructions are allowed to be plastered all over the landscape by all of the proposed projects,
along with the low-profile but massive solar projects. We think the exceptional views will
become ugly eyesores, and their visual appeal will be worthless. It would quench our desire to
come here anymore.

Appalling is what we think the result will be if wind turbines are built in areas birds and bats
fly through. Wind turbines are giant elevated “choppers” in the air. Birds, especially raptors,
and bats have will have a rotating gauntlet to maneuver around that could have deadly
consequences.

Appalling is what we think the result would be if a fire were to ignite from these man-made
structures. They would also be obstacles that would reduce the effectiveness of firefighting,
particularly aerial attacks, if fires were to ignite from any source. Everything could be burned to
ashes, and at the same time it could endanger the lives of people, wildlife and vegetation living



in this area. The destruction left behind after a fire would be so repulsive and depressing to look
at that you would want to turn your back to it and look the other way, never to return.

We think some people are turning their backs and looking the other way right now with our
treasured public lands. Instead, they are choosing causes that are unworthy and unjustifiable
that would desecrate these lands. There are NO valid excuses to turn our precious public
lands into a visual junkyard while at the same time risking lives in the process. Is that what is
in the best interest of the public? Is that what these public lands were set aside for in the first
place? Or was it to discover and appreciate how truly SPECIAL the natural environment really
is JUST AS IT IS? That is why we come here and why we have been doing so for decades,
along with our children.

We try to be good stewards when we visit this regional area for recreational purposes. Our
hope is that the people in charge will also be good stewards and not turn their backs and look
the other way, forsaking our valuable public resources. Our desire is that these people will
grasp this opportunity for preservation so that not only ourselves, but future generations, will be
able to experience and enjoy ALL the wonders of the natural world in this regional area JUST
AS IT IS, OR SOMETHING IRREPLACEABLE WILL BE LOST FOREVER.

There is a sign posted by the State of California on the Pepperwood Canyon Trail in McCain
Valley that reads, “FEATURES PROTECTED. THIS IS YOUR HERITAGE - HELP GUARD IT."
That is what we are trying to do.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely, Wf <3 Mﬂ%
f%/w&u{ A Bubn

Charles and Laurie Baker
10217 Strathmore Dr.
Santee, CA 92071

p.s.

Where we live in Santee in San Diego County, Santee Lakes Regional Park and Campground
just won an award for a new, large-scale rooftop solar project that supplies half the power they
use. We prefer this type of renewable energy because it is onsite, low-profile, eco-friendly
and neighbor friendly. We think this is the the responsibie energy alternative that is in the best
interest of the public.



This song should be piningly sung on a clear day at
the Desert View vista point off of McCain Valley Road to the tune of
"Clementine"

Carrizo and McCain

Oh Carrizo, Oh Carrizo
Oh Carrizo and McCain
All your views are gone forever
Losing them gives me great pain!

From your mountains, to your valleys
Salton Sea and the sand dunes
All your views are just so awesome
Moving me to sing this tune!

Oh Carrizo, Oh Carrizo
Oh Carrizo and McCain
All your views are gone forever
I will never be the same!



This song should be lamentedly sung at night around an open campfire at
Cottonwood Campground to the tune of
"On Top of Old Smokey"

An Ode to Mount Tule - ee

I hiked up Mount Tule - ee
All covered with rocks
1 saw big wind turbines
With blades on their tops

Those blades just kept spinning
Around and around
They ruined the nice view
And made a loud sound!

They also had red lights
That blinked off and on

And lit up the dark sky

For all the night long!

The stars I could not see
Because of the glare!
I am so down-hearted
I no longer care

I never will visit
This place any more
It is now so ugly
It makes my eyes sore!

So if you should visit
Mount Tule - ee to camp

Your eyes will hurt like mine
You'll never come back!

But God sent some lightning
And struck them all dead
Since then they've stopped spinning
Our eyes are not red!

I hope they won't build more
I really do hope!

Or else I'll keep singing
It helps me to cope!

Feel free to add more stanzas of your own!

(Hopefully, there will really be a happy ending!)




Cristina Piraino

From: Joyce Denison [denisonjd@att.net]
Sent: Tuesday, January 18, 2011 11:01 AM
To: Jack Terrazas

Cc: Angelina Havens

Subject: Fw: Ocotillo Wind Project

————— Forwarded Message ----

From: Joyce Denison <denisonjd@att.net>
To: caocotillo@blm.gov

Sent: Thu, January 13, 2011 9:14:48 AM
Subject: Ocotillo Wind Project

Dear Cedric Perry,

We are property owners in the Nomirage area, and have many concerns regarding the destruction of our
beautiful desert.

1. We would like the geological report identifying the existing type of soil, the recommendation of footing
size, reinforcement and compaction of soil based on soil density,

2. What will be done with the 1,000's of yards of waste water from the batch plant? In San Diego concrete
water waste cannot go in the storm drain as it will pollute the bay. It needs to be contained and taken to a waste
site.

3. What are the plans for the 100's & 1000's of yards of excavated soil?

4. What are the elevations of the pads relative to existing topo maps of the area?

5.  We are concerned about the 200 strobe lights that will ruin our beautiful night skyline.

6. Every year we see many horizontal lighting strikes occur across the mtn. tops, from Mexico to laguna and
chocolate mts.

7. Are all the electric lines connecting generation towers below grade, even when crossing highway 98, 8, 80
& S2?

8. What is the full capacity of the transmission line being connected to, how much actual amount of generated
power will reach its intended designation.

9. Who is the owner of this project, El Centro or the BLM? Why is El Centro paying for the EIR report?

10 How will the dust be contained durning construction & after project is completed? The area east of
Nomirage had vegetation removed and in high winds dust was so thick it effected traffic on hwy 8.

11. How are the maintenance roads going to be built so flood water doesn't run into residential areas, such as
hwy 98 into Nomirage.



12. If approved, will the permit for const. identify that the groundwater form the aquifer cannot be used.

13 Why is the BLM allowing this to happen to our fragile, delicate desert, we thought the duty of the BLM
was to protect the land and wildlife from destruction and misuse. We trusted you and now your going to turn on
us, please save something we love so much.

Please save our desert, Joyce and Richard Denison, 3814 Boone St. S.D. & Cholla Rd., Nomirage



Cristina Piraino

From: chris pate [mwaters1917@yahoo.com]

Sent: Wednesday, January 19, 2011 04:18 PM

To: blm; cedric perry; jack terrazas; Angelina Havens
Subject: Proposed Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project

ADDITIONAL REQUESTS TO BE ADDRESSED IN OCOTILLO EXPRESS WIND ENERGY PROJECT
EIS AND EIR

We previously submitted a list of issues through e-mail and letter. After attending the scoping sessions for the
EIR/EIS for the Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project (hereinafter "Project™), additional requests are hereby
made to be addressed in the EIR and EIS.

FACTS:
1. Pattern Energy Group LP (hereinafter "Pattern™) as presently constituted as applicant for this Project, has not

completed a project of this magnitude to date. Per their Ocotillo Wind Fact Sheet/January 2011 presented at the
scoping sessions, they have 520mw in operation or under construction. Upon inquiry of Mr. Hodges, this breaks down as
101mw in Shasta and 283mw in Texas. The balance is under construction or being planned.

2. The parent company Riverstone Holdings LLC has never been involved in a prior wind turbine project of
any magnitude.

3. Pattern will not be the hands on builder of the project. They will contract the hands on development to a
general contractor. We were told this was an organization from San Diego . However, there is no information

as to that company’s expertise in wind turbine projects especially one of this size. There is no information as to
how many jobs from the Imperial Valley work force they would use.

4. According to Mr. Hodges of Pattern, it costs approximately $4.5-5 million to build one wind turbine. The
current capitalization of $800 million is not sufficient to fund this project.

5. The Aspen firm is not an independent agent for purposes of preparing the information for the EIR/EIS for
the county. They are the agent of the county and will be paid by the county with reimbursement by the
applicant, Pattern.

6. There are now two (2) lawsuits which affect the building of the Sunrise Powerlink. The Ocotillo project
would/will not be built by Pattern if the Powerlink is not built.

7. Using all water from off site has not been done in previous projects by Pattern. An aquifer has not been
involved in prior projects.

8. The wind studies are based on towers that are half the size of the height of the actual proposed wind turbine.
9. The application as set forth in the Federal Register is to build approximately 5 miles west of Ocaotillo. The site plan

Figure 2 presented by Aspen and submitted with the notice of the scoping meetings shows many of the turbines and MET
towers to be closer than 5 miles of homes in Ocatillo. This is based on the scale on said site plan.

ISSUES PRESENTED AND REQUESTED TO BE ADDRESSED IN THE EIR/EIS BASED ON THE
FACTS:

WATER



1. Isit legal to truck in or otherwise transport water from an area over 40 miles away ( Pine Valley as

mentioned by Pattern) for use in a project unrelated to the territory from which the water is being removed?
Can a community or water district sell water to a private for profit company? Has a contract been provided to support
Pattern's claim that they will not use water from the Aquifer? If not, doesn't this present tremendous risk to the
environment as substantial water is necessary for the construction of each turbine and the accompanying buildings?

2. What study has been prepared to substantiate Pattern’s assertion that they will not use any water from or
affect in any way the aquifer of Ocotillo? This would include but not be limited to:

a) pre-construction such as moving dirt and bringing in the other materials;

(b) during the construction which would include but not be limited to changes to the natural percolation pattern
and runoff pattern of water which feeds the aquifer; and

(c) post construction which would include the requisite sanitation for the employees who remain and use of
water in the maintenance of the turbines.

3. What protections are in place to insure that the aquifer is not affected? Is there a binding contractual
obligation to prevent Pattern from affecting the aquifer or using its water?

ECONOMIC VIABILITY AND EXPERTISE OF PATTERN:

1. What contracts has Pattern entered into to insure that they have the economic means to complete the project
and as equally important, service the project during its life expectancy and/or if the project were terminated
early due to the Powerlink not being completed or for any other reason? This would include contractual
obligations to remove any components of the project that are already constructed.

2. What is the expertise of the company that will actually do the construction? Have they been contracted and
has the water issue been addressed in that contract?

WIND STUDIES

1. The air flow was described as at its peak at the top of the mountains and then decreasing as it descended into
the valley. None of the information provided to date has analyzed the wind at that height. None of the
information to date is based on accurate information as to how the height of the wind turbines actually will
affect the bird issues, the radar issues and national security issues raised previously. How can the information
support the hypothesis that these are not negative impacts on the environment?

2. In addition to wind speed, what information has been produced as to the number of days such wind remains
at the speed that creates the economic viability of the project? If the days are insufficient, what additional
resources must be used in order for the project to be economically viable for Pattern? Would this require the
use of more water, more employees, other sources for the use of any electricity generated since electricity can
not be stored?

NEGATIVE CARBON:

1. The San Diego Union editorial page had an article on the proposed wind turbine project in its January 6, 2011
edition. The article quoted information from UC Riverside professor Michael Allen that “suggests that the
destruction to desert soils caused by renewable projects, and the subsequent release into the air of carbon, may
actually increase greenhouse gases more than the renewable facilities would decrease them.” What study has
been done to see if the same negative impact would result in this project?

This is submitted by property and home owners in Ocotillo for approximately 20 years. They can be reached
2



through this e-mail address.









9 Tony Ligutti 1-20-11.txt

From: Angelina Havens [angelinahavens@co.imperial.ca.us]

Sent: Friday, January 21, 2011 7:23 AM

To: Jon Davidson

Subject: FW: Ocotillo express and patternh energy project

Scoping letter

Angelina Havens
Planner 111

————— Original Message-----

From: quansethut@cox.net [mailto:quansethut@cox.net]
Sent: Thursday, January 20, 2011 7:48 PM

To: Angelina Havens

Subject: Ocotillo express and patternh energy project

Dear Madam: I am an Ocotillo property owner and if this project is going to
involve fencing off 15,000 acres of our BLM land, I strongly object.
Sincerely,

Tony Ligutti

Page 1



Cedric Perry

BLM Project Manager California Desert District Office
22835 Calle San Juan de Los Lagos,

Moreno Valley, CA 92553

via: caocotillo@blm.gov

Angelina Havens

Imperial County Planning & Development Services
801 Main Street

El Centro, CA 92243

via: AngelinaHavens@co.imperial.ca.us

DEIR/EIS Scoping Comments:
Ocaotillo Express Wind Energy Project -- CACA 051552

Dear Mr. Perry and Ms. Havens:

I would like to add to my comments on the above project. | heard an
unconfirmed rumor that they are planning to truck a 100 acre feet of water
from Pine Valley to build this project. If this is true |1 would be very
concerned that Pine Valley can not sustain this water loss, not to the public
or to the plants and animals. | am not sure but what taking ground water is
even legal for these projects. Please provide a clear and through analysis of
what is being planned for needed water resources. The Environmental
Protection Agency should review these.

| heard many linemen put in very long hours after the Cedar Fire. Well
intentioned after that tragedy, but could contribute to down wires that were
rigged under fatigue. How would a contractor ensure that their
subcontractors are obeying the same safety and other laws on sight —or out
of sight? The actual people constructing the actual project are just ordinary
people trying to do a job and stay employed. Nevertheless, companies in
strained economic times could be in a hurry to get and complete contracts
and rush a job at the expense of safety and quality. Also workers eager to
keep a job could try to increase their productivity by taking drugs to keep



them awake for extended periods of time. How do you ensure subcontractors
maintain fair practices without undo pressure on construction workers?

The Energy Act of 2005 details actions that should be in place by all vendors
and subcontractors for these projects for drug testing and rehab of their
employees. Can you elaborate these plans in the project descriptions?
Please elaborate the allowable conditions for construction workers. For
example, how long are they allowed to work on one shift? Do they have any
limitations similar to pilots to ensure they are alert and rested?

Thank you for taking another comment letter on this project.

Sincerely,
Cynthia M. Buxton
On behalf of herself.

CoChair of the Forest Committee of the San Diego Chapter of the Sierra
Club.

Member of POC, ECCAC/ SD River Park Foundation

Adoptive Parent of the Proposed Eagle Peak Wilderness

Imperial Beach, Ca. 91932
January 21, 2011



Cristina Piraino

From: Terry Weiner [terryweiner@sbcglobal.net]

Sent: Friday, January 21, 2011 04:56 PM

To: caocotillo@blm.gov

Cc: Angelina Havens

Subject: DEIR/EIS Scoping Comments: Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project -- CACA 051552
Attachments: DPC additional scoping comments.doc; ATT03990.htm

Dear Mr. Perry and Ms. Havens,

Please find attached as a Microsoft word document, the additional scoping comments of the Desert Protective
Council to those we delivered verbally at the January 6th Ocotillo public scoping meeting. | would appreciate
an email acknowledgement of receipt of these comments.

Thank you very much for your time and consideration. Have a good weekend.
Sincerely,

Terry Weiner

Imperial County Projects and Conservation Coordinator
Desert Protective Council

P.O. Box 3635

San Diego CA. 92163

(619) 342-5524 cell (office)

(858) 273-7801 FAX

terryweiner@sbcglobal.net

www.protectdeserts.org




DESERT PROTECTIVE COUNCIL
P.O. BOX 3635
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92163

Cedric Perry

BLM Project Manager

California Desert District Office
22835 Calle San Juan de Los Lagos
Moreno Valley, CA 92553

Via Email: caocotillo@blm.gov

Angelina Havens

Imperial County Planning & Development Services
801 Main Street

El Centro, CA 92243

Via Email: AngelinaHavens@co.imperial.ca.us

January 21 2011

RE: Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project -- CACA 051552
DEIR/EIS Scoping Comments

Dear Mr. Perry and Ms. Havens,

Thank you for the opportunity to contribute scoping comments on the Ocotillo Express Wind
Project on behalf of the Desert Protective Council (DPC). These comments are in addition to the
comments | delivered verbally into the public record at the January 6™ Ocotillo Community
Center Scoping Meeting.

The DPC is a 56-year-old California Non-Profit 501(c)(3) Membership Organization. Our
mission is to safeguard for wise and reverent use by this and succeeding generations those desert
areas of unique scenic, scientific, historical, spiritual or recreational value and to educate
children and adults to a better understanding of the deserts. We pursue our mission through a
carefully designed and balanced program of advocacy, education, and stewardship. Although we
work toward protecting all the southwest deserts, we are currently focused on the Imperial
Valley of the California Desert. Our members have a stake in the protection and preservation of
the desert public lands of Western Imperial County by virtue of cumulatively many years of
hiking, camping, bird watching and botanizing on BLM lands of the proposed project area and in
the adjacent Anza-Borrego Desert State Park. The DPC has participated in prior land use public
planning processes for the area, including the route designation process for Western Imperial
County and the designation of adjacent wilderness.

There are local renewable energy alternatives to this project for production of 550 MW of
electricity to power 300,000 homes, including the development of rooftop solar and local
distributed generation. A complete assessment of costs and benefits of developing local



renewable energy projects in San Diego and other southern California cities for which this
energy is destined should be included in the Draft EIS as well as a “no project” alternative.
There is information readily available regarding cost/benefits of developing rooftop solar and
local distributed generation. The development of renewable energy in the already built
environment would protect the natural and cultural resources and preclude the need for extensive
new destructive transmission infrastructure.

Scoping issues and impacts:

e All impacts from the construction of this 15,000 acre Ocotillo Wind Express project must
be considered as cumulative in conjunction with all of the impacts from the construction
of the Sunrise Powerlink, Sempra’s proposed cross-border 1,250MW Energia Sierra
Juarez wind project, from Imperial Valley Solar Two, and the Tule Wind Project. This
includes cumulative impacts to Native American cultural resources, biological resources;
impacts to local recreational opportunities and experience; to visual resources, to the
local and to Imperial County air quality, impacts to the adjacent Anza-Borrego Desert
State Park and to the community of Ocatillo.

e As part of the economic analysis of this project, there needs to be a specific and detailed
analysis of the adverse impacts to the local community, including loss of rural desert
community character, destruction of the view shed, the loss of dark skies, loss of
recreational values. The Plan of Development mentions only the economic benefits to
the local and greater community from this project and that is only half of the equation.

e Loss of carbon-sequestration from the scraping of desert soil for construction roads and
tower pads and loss of carbon sequestration from removal of desert plants on your
calculated 1,290 acres total footprint needs to be calculated.

e In the desert, the term “temporary disturbance” from road building is an oxymoron.
When the desert is scraped of its fragile plants and topsoil, the plant cover is permanently
altered. There has been noteworthy lack of success in efforts to re-establish desert plant
communities following disturbance with roads, trails, scraping for underground pipelines.
Additionally, the destruction from scraping of 36-foot wide roads will not be limited to
the roadbed, as dust from the disturbance of the soil will coat adjacent plants and inhibit
plant respiration.

0 Seeds from the several increasingly widespread exotic invasive species, such as
Brassica tournefortii and Schismus barbatus are able to take advantage of the
newly disturbed areas and colonize quickly to the detriment of the local native
plant community.

e Emissions from the truck transport to the site of the 20 million gallons of water needed
during construction will create a huge burden of particulate pollution as well as other
greenhouse gases in a county that is in severe non-attainment for particulate pollution and
non-attainment for ozone. The emissions of trucks on their return trip away from the site
must also be analyzed.



e Impacts from transport of the gravel and concrete aggregate from the three locations in or
near the project must be analyzed. If gravel is mined on the site, impacts from loss of
habitat must also be included.

e Although the project developer asserts that the permanent footprint of this project will be
only 142 acres or 1% of the project site, the reality is that this project will effectively
destroy all wildlife and plant habitat and current recreational values on 15,000 acres of
currently functioning desert ecosystem.

Other scoping comment letters on this project have been submitted. Rather than repeat the lists
of scoping issues that have already been addressed and entered into the public record during the
scoping phase of the public process for this project, The Desert Protective Council hereby
incorporates by reference the comprehensive list of scoping issues and concerns submitted by
Donna Tisdale, Boulevard, California, of Back Country Against Dumps.

Please keep the Desert Protective Council on your mailing lists for all notices of meetings and
documents pertaining to the Ocotillo Express Wind Project. We look forward to submitting
more detailed comments upon publication of the Draft EIR/EIS for this project.

Thank you very much for your consideration of these comments of the Desert Protective
Council.

Sincerely.

Terry Weiner

Imperial County Projects and Conservation Coordinator
Desert Protective Council

P.O. Box 3635

San Diego CA. 92163

(619) 342-5524 cell (office)

(858) 273-7801 FAX

terryweiner@sbcglobal.net

WWW.protectdeserts.org




Cristina Piraino

From: Cindy Buxton [iokuok2@hotmail.com]

Sent: Friday, January 21, 2011 10:33 AM

To: caocotillo@blm.gov; Angelina Havens

Cc: Terry Weiner; Nick Ervin; Diane Jacob; dennis traferty; donna tisdale

Subject: FW: DEIR/EIS Scoping Comments: Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project -- CACA 051552
Attachments: OcaotilloExpress_comment 2.doc

Dear BLM managers of the Ocotillo Express Scoping comments:

Please find attached Microsoft Word document, entitled "Ocotillo
Express_comments2" adding to my comments on behalf of myself on the
scoping of the above project.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
Sincerely,
Cynthia M. Buxton

If you believe in democracy, trust it in a crisis.



Cedric Perry

BLM Project Manager California Desert District Office
22835 Calle San Juan de Los Lagos,

Moreno Valley, CA 92553

via: caocotillo@blm.gov

Angelina Havens

Imperial County Planning & Development Services
801 Main Street

El Centro, CA 92243

via: AngelinaHavens@co.imperial.ca.us

DEIR/EIS Scoping Comments:
Ocaotillo Express Wind Energy Project -- CACA 051552

Dear Mr. Perry and Ms. Havens:

I would like to add to my comments on the above project. | heard an
unconfirmed rumor that they are planning to truck a 100 acre feet of water
from Pine Valley to build this project. If this is true |1 would be very
concerned that Pine Valley can not sustain this water loss, not to the public
or to the plants and animals. | am not sure but what taking ground water is
even legal for these projects. Please provide a clear and through analysis of
what is being planned for needed water resources. The Environmental
Protection Agency should review these.

| heard many linemen put in very long hours after the Cedar Fire. Well
intentioned after that tragedy, but could contribute to down wires that were
rigged under fatigue. How would a contractor ensure that their
subcontractors are obeying the same safety and other laws on sight —or out
of sight? The actual people constructing the actual project are just ordinary
people trying to do a job and stay employed. Nevertheless, companies in
strained economic times could be in a hurry to get and complete contracts
and rush a job at the expense of safety and quality. Also workers eager to
keep a job could try to increase their productivity by taking drugs to keep



them awake for extended periods of time. How do you ensure subcontractors
maintain fair practices without undo pressure on construction workers?

The Energy Act of 2005 details actions that should be in place by all vendors
and subcontractors for these projects for drug testing and rehab of their
employees. Can you elaborate these plans in the project descriptions?
Please elaborate the allowable conditions for construction workers. For
example, how long are they allowed to work on one shift? Do they have any
limitations similar to pilots to ensure they are alert and rested?

Thank you for taking another comment letter on this project.

Sincerely,
Cynthia M. Buxton
On behalf of herself.

CoChair of the Forest Committee of the San Diego Chapter of the Sierra
Club.

Member of POC, ECCAC/ SD River Park Foundation

Adoptive Parent of the Proposed Eagle Peak Wilderness

Imperial Beach, Ca. 91932
January 21, 2011



Cristina Piraino

From: Edie Harmon [desertharmon@gmail.com]

Sent: Friday, January 21, 2011 01:19 PM

To: caocotillo@blm.gov; Daniel_Steward@ca.blm.gov; Angelina Havens; Jim Minnick; Jack
Terrazas

Subject: Ocotillo Express Wind Scopiing issues

Attachments: Scoping re Ocotillo Express Wind Project.pdf

Please accept these timely submitted scoping concers for the Ocotillo Express Wind Project. There may be
additional concerns submitted to the County by its January 25, 2011 deadline.

It is my understanding that comments submitted from an individual may be considered as comments from any
organization of which that individual is a member, it an organization so chooses.

Thank you,

Edie Harmon

desertharmon@gmail.com

619-729-7178




Edie Harmon
P.O. Box 444, Ocotillo, CA 92259
desertharmon@gmail.com
January 21, 2011

Scoping issues for Ocotillo Express Wind Project NOI for BLM CACA 051552

NOP for CEQA EIR

To:
caocotillo@blm.gov

Daniel Steward@blm.gov

AngelinaHavens@co.imperial.ca.us

JimMinnick@co.imperial.ca.us

JackTerrazas@co.imperial.ca.us

Please accept these Scoping comments/questions/concerns in addition to comments made at

Pu

blic Scoping meetings and submitted in writing at the Second Scoping meeting. Given the

short time, they are not in any particular order. However, | have tried to organize then by some
topics. There are many exhibits supporting concerns, but those will be submitted with comments

on

the Draft EIS/EIR in the future.

Power Purchase Agreement

1.

Fu

With what utility does the project applicant have a Power Purchase Agreement? When was it
signed, for what cost, and for use over what transmission line? Why was this information not
disclosed at either of the two scoping meetings? The Ocotillo Express Wind Facility Plan of
Development is dated October 2010, but an earlier Plan of Development was dated September
2009. So, what is the problem related to Power Purchase Agreement that in 17 months the
applicant has not found any utility interested enough to sign a PPA for the periodic wind
energy that might be generated at the proposed site? The POD dated Oct 2010 states that a
PPA for 299 MW of capacity was being finalized (POD at p.1), why is no information
available in January 2011? Where is the intended end use of the proposed wind power
generated by this proposed project?

. POD sec 2.1 refers to two separate PPAs, but fails to disclose with which utility it is seeking a

PPA. Why?

. Expected life of the project just “at least 20 years” (POD p.1) possibly up to 40 years, but “if it

was decided repowering was not appropriate, then when operations cease, the project would
be fully decommissioned and the site fully reclaimed. All disturbed areas will be reclaimed
and restored to near existing conditions.” (POD p.1) Is this why there is no PPA, because
utilities realize the speculative nature of the proposed project and the intermittent nature of
winds?

Or is there no PPA because even this week SDG&E announced an electric power rate increase
because electrical usage has declined and SDG&E needed the money?

11 Reclamation and restoration to near existing conditions ???
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5. Questions related to “reclamation” and “restoration” are separately addressed. Though it is
not likely that the damage done by cutting in roads for heavy machinery can be eliminated,
leaving any such lands reclaimed or restored. Not in an area where we can still find foot trails
of earlier human occupation thousands of years ago. Please provide details of how the area
impacted by the heavy machinery on dirt roads would be reclaimed or restored. At what other
locations have the proposed reclamation/restoration measures been tried and with what
success or lack of success. Please include information that includes sites within a 100 year
floodway, floodplain and then the established communities of native vegetation that are found
on the higher grounds.

6. For the asserted reclamation and restoration there must be linear surveys along the proposed
locations of roads, listing the species of both terrestrial flora and fauna and airborne fauna
including birds, bats, and insects at the appropriate time intervals following rainfall and before
any earth disturbing activities at appropriate times of year following significant rainfall events
whenever they occur? There must be photographs along the proposed linear roadways and
spurs because the site is so large that it contains a wide diversity of soil surfaces and
vegetation.

“Nameplate capacity” vs efficiency

7. What is meant by the term “nameplate capacity” of up to 550 MW, vs the real efficiency and
periodic nature of winds in the project vicinity.

Unreliability of intermittent energy source requires new gas fired electric plant according
to SDG&E

8. Winds do not blow continuously throughout the day or during the year. Thus, according to
representatives at a meeting in Jacumba it is necessary to construct a gads fired electrical
generating plant of equal or greater generating capacity if the unreliable wind energy
operations are to be approved.

9. This must be discussed as part of the whole of the project and considered in with cumulative
impacts in addition to cumulative impacts of all the other proposed wind and solar projects
proposed for public lands in SW Imperial County and SE San Diego County.

Applicant’s Purpose vs. Lack of Need for the Project

10. There is a growing need to recognize that the ever continuing electrical consumption by
affluent Americans occupying urban centers along the coast cannot continue to increase as
asserted in the POD at p.2 according to the applicant. The Applicant’s real need is for the
applicant to make money, and all the text is lots of words providing justification for the
applicant’s goal of making money. After all, what is a Limited Liability Company? Sounds
like if things go well and the applicant makes money, that is fine, but if things to not go as
proposed there is “limited liability” to the applicant and the liability and coasts of clean up
are left to the public, the taxpayers and the local impacted community.
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11. There is litigation related to the now abandoned Tessera Imperial Valley Solar Project and
Sunrise Powerlink, and the outcome of legal actions suggest to many that any reliance on
Sunrise Powerlink is premature at best.

12. Concerns about reliance on Sunrise Powerlink are noted in a recent letter by Sierra Club San
Diego Chapter Chair Carolyn Chase which noted among other things that :

13. “SDG&E now states the purpose of the Sunrise Powerlink will be to move (fossil) energy
that is displaced from the Southwest Powerlink if and when wind resources are added.
However, SDG&E is mandated by the state to replace its fossil fuel power with
renewables in order to conform to the 33% RPS. The strategic objective should be to
substitute fossil energy with renewable energy, not build new transmission lines to move
fossil power displaced by renewable energy flowing on existing lines.

14. “SDG&E already has over 5,000 MW of high voltage transmission import capacity,
including the 2,500 MW coastal pathway, 2,000 MW Southwest Powerlink, and 800 MW
Mexico line at Tijuana. The peak 1-hr load ever recorded in SDG&E territory is just over
4,700 MW. Average load is around 2,500 MW. Minimum (late night) load is as low as
1,700 MW. SDG&E already has sufficient gross transmission import capacity to meet all
of its load without the Sunrise Powerlink (especially considering that there already over
2,500 MW of local gas-fired and renewable generation sources).

15. “Virtually all California utility-scale desert solar projects are now subject to injunctions
(Dec. 15, 2010, against Imperial Valley Solar) or restraining orders (Dec. 27, 2010) for
failure of BLM to adequately address Native American cultural resources and endangered
species.

16. “Sunrise is expected to cost $2 billion to construct, and will cost ratepayers $10 billion
over its 40-yr book life. About $1 billion of this total will be profits to the utilities
whether a single watt-hr of energy of any type ever flows over the line.

17. “The $2 billion could provide 1,100 MW of distributed solar PV capacity from solar
rooftop and small ground-mounted installations near existing transmission lines by 2015,
with the first systems coming online in 2011. (Note: The 1,100 MW distributed PV
capacity calculation is based on current prices of a composite gross capital cost of $4/Wac
for a mix of rooftop and ground-mounted PV arrays, plus existing 30% investment tax
credit and accelerated depreciation.)

18. “The bottom line is that it makes no economic or environmental sense to construct the
high impact 1,000 MW Powerlink that by itself produces 0 MW of renewable energy,
when for the same money we could build 1,100 MW of no impact, 100% renewable
distributed solar at the point-of-use.

19. “In fact, having the ratepayers pay $10 billion to support the Sunrise Powerlink negatively
impacts efforts of SDG&E to achieve the 33% RPS by 2020.” (Chase 2011)

20. See Bill Powers. 9-2010. “Today’s California Renewable Energy Strategy - Maximize
Complexity and Expense.” Nat Gas & Electricity Journal. Pp. 19-26 for a discussion of why
remote renewables projects miss the mark, and that the major interest of the Investor Owned
Utilities (IOUs) is in transmission because that is where the money is.
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Alternatives to proposed project

21.

22,

Rather than citing a forecast of increased electricity sales (POD at 2) there must be a
consideration of the need to reduce per capita electrical consumption as a means of solving
the energy needs of California, especially in light of the announcement that SDG&E is
increasing electric rates because electricity usage has dropped. So there as a real question
about need if for anything other than corporate profits for companies and individuals who
live at sites remote from the proposed project and its adverse environmental and
environmental justice impacts..

How far could $2 billion go to reducing CA electrical energy needs in both San Diego and
Imperial Counties. The following suggestions should be considered as alternatives for
reducing electricity usage, improving the quality of housing, and as means of providing
local jobs where real people live and would like to work.

a. Electrical usage could be reduced by improving building efficiency by adding insulation,

b. Double pane windows that can be opened for ventilation and at times when temperatures
are neither extremely hot or extremely cold. Having windows that open will reduce the
need for perpetual heating or cooling and air exchanges in large commercial and
industrial buildings and offices. Appropriate orientation of windows.

c. Insulating roofs and white roofs to reflect heat in summer
d. Rooftop PV for electrical generation and to shade roofs

e. Landscaping to maximize solar gain in winter months and minimize solar gain in hot
summer months

f. PV over parking structure roofs and over parking lots will also reduce summer heat gain
by asphalted surfaces

g. Energy efficient appliances to replace older less efficient large appliances

h. Skirting requirements to reduce airflow under mobile homes and trailers used as
residences would reduce cold floors in winter and hot floors in summer

I. Understanding that structures not need to be hot boxes in winter and over cooled in
summer, appropriate clothing for seasons in southern CA just as in the northern parts of
US where people have no air conditioning and often heat homes only into the 60s in
winter, choosing to wear warm clothing and bedding.

Life cycle costs and environmental impacts of mining, processing and transportation of raw
materials needed for construction of all components of wind turbines

23. POD at Sec. 1.2 (p.2) fails to disclose how much CO2 and vehicle emissions would be

generated by the mining, assembly and transportation of materials from source of origin to
the proposed project site. Mining of raw materials can result in excessive environmental
damage to both the land and water resources and degradation of air quality from processing
and transportation. Mining is dome with massive machinery that burns pollution fuels, and
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24,

25.

26.

the steel for turbine construction comes from materials likely mines a thousand or more
miles from the proposed project site.

The NEPA/CEQA document must reveal the true costs of the proposed wind energy project
from mining to ultimate disposal, and consider all the fossil fuel that would be used in the
various mining, manufacturing, and transportation of materials from source to project site.

What is the source of iron and materials for the steel towers, where are they manufactured,
and by what means transported to the intended site?

What is the source of gravel and aggregate for making the concrete supports. How will it be
transported and what are the energy costs for each turbine. POD p. 6 refers to Fig 2.9-1 to
give locations, but there is no fig 2.9-1 included. What is the location and distance of each
15 acre borrow pit and what kinds of efforts could be made to reclaim and restore an area to
near original conditions from which these materials have been removed? How much fuel is
to be used to transport the aggregate and/or concrete, and what type of fuel?

Roads, construction site disturbances and reclamation/restoration??

27.

28.

29.

How would laydown , construction, staging areas and parking areas be reclaimed or restored
after years of heavy compaction? Where in similar terrain, soils, vegetation has this been
successfully dine in places with comparable rainfall?

36 ft wide dirt roads with another 20 ft area for grading and clearing in addition to a 500 ft
diameter area temporary at the base of each turbine sounds like a massive amount of
destruction that is unlikely to be successfully reclaimed after disturbance? Again, where has
any successful reclamation/restoration for a similarly disturbed area with comparable
rainfall. What will be done to reduce generation of dust, PM10 and PM 2.5 in the proposed
project area. How will the downwind community and residents be protected from the
additional air pollution?

It seems obvious from The table in POD 15-16 Sec 1.5, that Pattern energy has never
completed a project of the proposed size proposed for Ocotillo Express Wind or ever
completed any project of any size in habitat similar or with comparable rainfall.

Using water from Pine Valley requires CEQA review by San Diego County also !

30.

31.

What is the source of water for the concrete? At public scoping meeting a representative of
Pattern Energy stated that the water would come from Pine Valley. This necessitates a
groundwater study in Pine Valley and necessitates that CEQA review also include San Diego
County. Pine Valley is 46 miles from Ocotillo, so each tanker truck will travel most likely
about 100 miles round trip from where ever the source of water is, through the townsite of
Ocaotillo to each turbine site. 5,900 vehicle trips (POD 7) up and down the mountains over
4,000 ft passes to haul water for concrete. What are the vehicle emissions and fuel usage
associated hauling water?

There is no El Centro Irrigation District (POD 7) in Imperial County. Imperial Irrigation
District cannot provide water for the project because it lies outside the 11D Service area and
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there is no surplus water for renewable energy projects according to 11D staff. The only
exception to service outside the 11D is water for Plaster City, and a ROW was approved in
1981 for that water use.

32. 1 have lived here for more than 33 years and have never heard of the EI Centro Irrigation
District and/or any El Centro District water well. What is this supposed to mean and why
was such information accepted by BLM and/or the County?

Why destroy all vegetation and them compact soil for a 10 acre batch plant?

33. A 10 acre batch plant is enormous! 1 live on a parcel smaller than 10 acres, and cannot
imagine any reason why BLM should ever consider destruction of 10 acres for a batch plant.
Why would BLM consider this an acceptable low intensity use in a Limited Use area
between two wilderness areas and in sight of the Anza Borrego State Park.

34. How do such activities comport with the text of the BLM California Desert Conservation
Area Plan of 1980 as Amended?

35. And why three 15 acre locations for gravel and aggregate areas ?

Dynamic compaction issues (POD p 6) and inadequate efforts at restoration (POD 25)

36. The POD states that: “To meet the necessary compaction standards (determined by
geotechnical studies), it may be necessary to employ dynamic compaction (process in which
heavy weights are systematically and repeatedly dropped on the pad), and graders and
bulldozers used to achieve the required levels and grades.” (POD 6) How would such
compaction affect the ability to reclaim and/or restore the area? Simply removing the thin3-
6 inch layer of topsoil (POD :25) is unlikely to do anything to allow the reestablishment of
the native vegetation whose root systems often extend to considerable depths or to the
caliche layer. The native shrubby vegetation in the area likely all have root systems that
extend deeper than 6 inches, so compacting the soil as described at POD 6, will likely
present the return of native vegetation species composition that exists prior to the project
disturbance. What, if any evidence is there that a heavily compacted soil with a thin layer of
“topsoil” can recover with only seeding and fertilization as suggested in POD 25?

37. Have the techniques been used and successfully reclaimed with vegetation, rainfall and
terrain such as at the proposed site, with a return to species composition pre-project? If so
where, and when? What is the long term monitoring? Mine reclamation has most often
failed over the long term and impacts here do not sound easy to repair.

38. What are the impacts of the dynamic compaction and road building and travel of heavy
equipment on the miles of roads on borrowing species of lizards, reptiles and small
mammals or ground nesting birds?

Dismantling using an air hammer to break up concrete foundations .

39. Dismantling using an air hammer to break up concrete foundations will have adverse noise
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impacts on sensitive biological receptors, likely including humans. How far to the noise and

vibrations of such activities extend and what are the impacts on bighorn sheep, birds, bats

humans and small mammals and reptiles?

What is meant by soil stabilization and how would that be done without permanent
degradation? (POD Sec 1.3.10)

40.

If chemicals or fertilizers are used how would they be prevented from entering the soil and
potentially reaching groundwater or from becoming airborne and entrained in dust and
thereby becoming a health hazard for both people and wildlife or domestic animals?

Roads, clearing of surface areas, buried lines, and compaction impacts on wildlife and
birds

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

How far will the vibrations and noise from these surface disturbing activities travel and
impact wildlife and biological resources of all kinds? Many animal species have hearing far
more sensitive than humans. How will construction and impacts of road use affect wildlife
and birds in the project vicinity?

How will the noises, habitat fragmentation, exposure to increased activity impact behaviors
and reproductive success of reptiles, birds and mammals that are currently found utilizing or
passing through the area. How would the nosie and low infrasonic frequency noises impact
sensitive birds, reptiles and especially mammals? How might the wind turbine operations
impact feeding behavior and ability to communicate with others of their species? Would the
noise and vibrations disrupt or alter range of animals currently occupying or traveling
through the area? If so, what kind of impact might that have on species and/or individual
health and reproductive success?

What are the impacts of the destruction of so much vegetation in an area where there small
range mammals and reptiles?

Were biological surveys done following the proposed road alignments? If not they should be
done. Otherwise it is not possible to use any biological surveys of the past to determine the
nature and extent of impacts of the project activities on all living organisms on the site or
withing the impacts footprint.

How would erosion and run-off be prevented as surface contours are altered to accommodate
the 55 miles of new wide dirt roads for heavy equipment?

How will the fugitive dust generated by such a massive construction project impact the
vegetation in the vicinity of roads and disturbed areas, and how far will the dust travel before
deposition on vegetation. Vegetation covered with dust is of lower forage quality for
everything from insects to large mammals and birds. Reduced photosynthetic activity will
also likely lower seed production. This is a significant issue in an area with often very
limited rainfall to wash off accumulated dust.

Will there be an accumulation of diesel particulates for other hazardous materials on
vegetation not destroyed, but adjacent to the dirt roadways? If so this not only reduces
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photosynthetic activity, but may bioaccumulate in the food chain of animals with small
home ranges. in the vicinity of turbines

48. How would all the new roads in addition to the other project activities impact the patterns of
travel fro the bighorn sheep as they move from the Coyote Mts Wilderness area to the
Jacumba Mts wilderness? What are the potential long term consequences of such habitat
modification and interference with migratory routes for bighorn sheep? Is there direct
mortality expected or just reduces species viability.

Biological resources survey protocols

49. The EIS/EIR must include the details and design decisions for the survey protocols for
vegetation, wildlife and birds. How were survey points or transect lines chosen? Did the
protocol have provisions for expanding the survey areas to include habitat or terrain most
likely to disclose the presence or abundance of given species.? What times of year, when in
respect to rainfall and temperatures were surveys done. What times of day were surveys
done for wildlife and birds? Were surveys stopped if conditions of temperature or wind
made sightings unlikely, and were surveys resumed at times when animals were more likely
to be present?

50. Please provide protocol and survey points and transects throughout the entire project area.
The proposed project extends from east of Ocotillo to the Anza Borrego State Park on the
west and from the Coyote Mts Wilderness on the north to the Jacumba Mountains
wilderness on the south. Were surveys conducted throughout the proposed 15,000 acre
project area, including close to residential areas where there are tall trees and power poles
that could serve as perch sites for birds of prey. This is important as residents and others
have reported seeing golden eagles on power poles in the Nomirage area. What times of day
were raptor surveys done? Dis times include both times and locations where raptors were
likely to be foraging for prey or resting on perch sites?

51. When, where and how were bat surveys done.

Roads, clearing of surface areas, buried lines, and compaction impacts on human health

52. Imperial County has a high incidence of both asthma and allergies. And it is an endemic
area for coccidioidomycosis (Valley fever) fungal spores that can inhabit the upper inches of
undisturbed desert soils. If these soils are disturbed and there is a dry/rainfall pattern , then
the proposed project may pose a very serious public health threat to nearby down-wind
residents and spores could be carried much further, exposing many County residents with a
pathogen which can make a susceptible person extremely ill.

53. What actions would be taken to reduce potential for human exposures to cocci fungal
spores? If the is an increase in the number of cases of Valley fever, will the project applicant
pay the full treatment costs for any and all diagnosed with Valley fever after the start of any
construction activities? Will the applicant pay for appropriate confirmatory laboratory
testing of those exhibiting clinical symptoms if this CDC mandatory reportable infectious
disease?
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Construction and operational impacts

54.

55.

56.

57,

58.

Describe the construction and operational impacts on biological resources including listed
species and human health impacts on nearby and down-wind more distant human
populations.

How will construction and operation activities impact movements of bighorn sheep through
the area as they travel from the Coyote Mts Wilderness to the Jacumba Mts wilderness?

How will construction and operation impact the density and diversity of prey for avian
predators that have been observed to use the area?

What are the construction and operational impacts on military flight paths and Border Patrol
operations both on the ground and using low flying aircraft, especially at night when it
would be more difficult to “see” where wind turbines are.

Border Patrol agents have informed me that there are “thousands” of bats observed at night
coming in to feed on insects attracted to the lighting at the Border Patrol check point on
State Hwy 2. What bat surveys have been done, and where? How would construction and
operation impact the bat populations in the area. There are hundreds of bats observed
feeding above residential properties and many species have been observed both feeding and
roosting to the SE of the project site. If the Border Patrol check point has become a major
foraging area, then impacts from the turbine operations could be very significant given bat
fatalities at other wind turbine locations.

Decommissioning

59.

POD 25 Decommissioning process sounds like boilerplate text lifted from some other
project and appears to either contradict the notion of restorationVreclamation or negate the
idea of recycling and removal of materials from site. There is only one parcel of private land
and all the rest is BLM managed public lands limited use designation. So what is meant by
the statements that: “These areas shall be returned as close as reasonably possible to pre-
construction conditions suitable for current adjacent land.” (POD 25) and “Other than those
roads that the landowners wish to retain, access roads owned by the wind plant operator that
lead to the wind turbines would be removed and restored in a manner consistent with current
adjacent land use.” (POD 26) ??

Rare earth minerals as components of wind energy turbines

60.

61.

What rare earth minerals are used in the manufacture of the wind turbine engines and
blades? What mine or country is the source of the rare earth minerals and what are the
environmental impacts of mining for those rare earths? Is the processing done in the country
of origin or are the rocks containing rare earth minerals transported and exported for
manufacture elsewhere?

What is the energy cost and air quality and public health costs of mining, processing ,
transporting rare earth minerals doe the manufacture of components of the proposed wind
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62.

63.

turbines. In other words, what is the true energy cost and environmental costs and public
health costs for this supposedly “green renewable energy”? Please see the following article
about rare earth minerals mining in China.

http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-1241872/EXCLUSIVE-Inside-Chinas-secret-toxic-
unobtainium-mine.html#ixzz1BIZALX3h

And another article about rare earths mining from the Denver Post at
http://www.denverpost.com/news/ci 17109238 . Both articles point to the very serious
problems of environmental degradation and water quality issues associated with mining rare
earth minerals necessary for “green” energy projects..

Jobs are not to local County residents

64.

Why isn’t there any guarantee of jobs for local residents? POD 2.5 in suggesting that
workers would likely stay in hotels or rental properties in El Centro, suggests that workers
would be brought in from outside Imperial County for the construction jobs.

Human health impacts

65.

66.

67.

55 miles of new dirt roads for use by heavy equipment (POD Sec. 2.5 at p. 19) and the large
areas identified for clearing around each turbine suggests major dust generating sources
which could have human health impacts including exposures of sensitive human receptors to
Coccidioidomycosis of Valley fever. Based on CDC maps, all of Imperial County is
considered an endemic area, and evidence reveals that there appears to be a higher incidence
of fungal spores in previously undisturbed desert soils than in areas that have been
intensively farmed for decades.

Please address the impacts of low frequency noise and vibrations, including infrasound on
sensitive people in their homes, especially at night when they are trying to sleep. Published
literature indicated that industrial scale wind turbines produce significant levels of low
frequency noise and vibrations that can be very disturbing to nearby and sensitive residents.
Although not believed to cause hearing loss, the noise and vibration can penetrate homes,
thereby becoming an issue for residents but not so much for workers who spend less time in
the vicinity of the turbines. Effects are more pronounced in areas with quiet nighttime
noises, and in the elderly, young children and some people with pre-existing medical
conditions. It has been noted that if some property owners are getting payments for having
turbines on their property or are not permanent residents, they are less likely to complain
than others who may be experiencing adverse impacts.

Infrasound is detected by the ear and has subtle influences that can impact balance, tinnitis
and disturb sleep among other impacts. Sleep disturbances have forced many families with
members sensitive to infrasound to abandon their homes to get relief from the sleep
disturbances induced by living in proximity to wind turbines. Will the project proponent
agree to property value guarantees and buy out homes of impacted families Studies have
indicated that sleep disturbances have been problems for residents of homes up to 5 KM
away. There should be an analysis of recommendations from health professionals treating
patients with health problems associated with wind turbines. Sound studies should be done
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68.

69.

70.

71.

72,

73.

74.

75.

76.

by independent processionals not associated with any wind energy company or wind energy
association such as the American Wind Energy Assn (AWEA) or Canadian Wind Energy
Association (CWEA) because they are likely to have an overwhelming industry bias. Itis
recommended to include input from independent medical and acoustical experts such as the
Society for Wind Vigilance.

If the wind energy company truly believes that there are no adverse health impacts then it
should have no difficulty in agreeing to property value guarantees. Any such guarantees and
buy-outs must not be accompanied by “gag” orders attempting to silence impacted residents
from speaking out.

The irregular noise associated with wind turbines is related to frequency and loudness that
are related to variable changes in wind speed and local atmospheric conditions. Interference
with sleep and repeated sleep arousals or awakenings can have a number of adverse health
impacts on both brain and apparently also cardiovascular risks. Potential Health impacts on
resident s within 5 KM of the proposed wind turbines must be addressed. From the map
provided by county it appears that turbine placement is anticipated within %2 mile of at least
one home!

What are the potential impacts of low frequency sound, infrasound and the variable turbine
speeds and pressures on other sensitive wildlife and birds in the area?

Many studies have recommended setbacks form residences of at least 2 KM, others suggest
as much as 5 KM, but what about wildlife in the area?

The EIS/EIR must address the issue of shadow flicker, especially in early morning and
evening when the shadows will be case considerable distances because there is no vegetation
of other structures to interrupt the visual impacts of shadow flicker. The combination of
shadow flicker and low frequency noise and infrasound must be addressed because their
impacts will be different for different people depending on location and sensitivities.

The should be n o construction and traffic through the community after 8 PM as many
residents are elderly and try to go to sleep earlier. This would reduce the additional noise
impacts of trucking through the residential community during any proposed construction.

Please discuss the serious potential health impacts associated with blade glint which can
cause a strobe like effect with the sun on the blades. It is our understanding that both blade
glint and shadow flicker can trigger seizures in sensitive persons. What if anything can be
done to prevent these impacts on sensitive residents living in the area..

Please also address the flashing white (during day) or red (at night) lights mounted on the
nacelles? Many of us have difficulty driving toward flashing lights. | for one am extremely
sensitive to flashing lights after dark.

It appears that the POD text authors are blinded by the anticipation of large financial returns
and simply fail to understand the adverse impacts of the proposed project, the visual blight,
noise, dust and public health impacts. They don’t seem care nor understand because they
have no connection th this sensitive part of the California desert which BLM is supposed to
be protecting form impacts, thus the BLM Limited Use designation for vehicle use.

Hydrology and groundwater
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77.

78.

There must be detailed descriptions of how groundwater resources will be protected from
spills, etc associated with both construction and operation.

The POD Sec. 5.1.10.2 (p 54) fails to identify the source of water for construction and dust
suppression> Why and what are the impacts at the source of water to be used.

Potential impacts on radar, Border Patrol operations and DOD flight paths

79.

These issues must be addressed especially in light of the fact that it is well documented
elsewhere that wind turbines can interfere with radar and aircraft bing picked up on radar.

Cultural resources and human remains

80.

81.

I have been informed that Border Patrol is knowledgeable about the presence of human
remains on the proposed project site. What is the final disposition of recent remains and
what if any investigation may or may not be complete?

In the past during hikes over the lands proposed, I have discovered what | believe to be
evidence of pre-historic human activity. | leave cultural resource issues to Native Americans
who have expressed great concerns about the sites and the visual resource component
associated with past locations of human activity.

Visual resources

82.

83.

84.

Please address the current BLM VRM Class designation and provide the photographic
evidence that supported the VRM Class designation that was asserted in the 2010 POD at
49. It is difficult to understand how such an incredibly scenic area could have been
designated as a VRM Class Il area, unless there is some serious mistake. Unless one is
specifically turning to look to the east and sees the powerlines, the viewshed both in the
foreground and the background is incredibly scenic mountains of the Coyote Mountains and
Jacumba Mountains wilderness areas. The transmission lines do not stand out as an
industrial eyesore as would the wind turbines with their visual impacts which could not be
ignored unless one is blind or extremely nearsighted.

The fact that the POD at 50 mentions an area of “high four -wheel drive ($WD) recreational
use suggests that the authors fail to understand that the area for which project approval is
sought is a Limited use area where vehicle use is restricted to approved routes of travel. The
nearest area of high ORV use is the Plaster City Open Area many miles to the east and not
near the project site. People may use 4WD vehicles to reach an area to part and explore for
geologic purposed, follow historical trails ,hike or simply explore the area for the abundance
of vegetation during spring blooms. Any such asserted heavy 4WD vehicle use would likely
be illegal it resulted in large scale vegetation destruction.

The proposed wind turbine project would turn a currently scenic area into an industrial
viewshed, completely inconsistent with the scenic vistas in western Imperial County and as
Interstate 8 winds through the Jacumba mountains and between wilderness and State park
areas. Using the BLM VRM criteria in POD at 49, it seems that the existing VRM class
should be Il because there are not manmade structures that dominate the viewshed as would
occur if the Wind turbine project were to be approved.. The Ocotillo Express Wind Project
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is completely inconsistent with BLM VRM Classes I, I, and IlI.

85. Again, unless one is blind, is nearsighted or only travels through the area after dark, it would
not be possible not to have the viewshed dominated by the ugly wind turbines which seem
out of place adjacent to wilderness areas and a State Park.

86. Please allow for public input in selecting the Key Observation Points for visual resources
impacts. Applicants always seem blind to what the public sees and believes is important.

Air quality

87. How does contributing to the already serious non-attainment status for Imperial County Air
Quality by the construction and transportation of materials, creating 55 miles of new dirt
roads that will be causing increase air pollution and fugitive dust and tailpipe emissions as
they are used by heavy equipment and transport of oversized loads do anything other than
make a bad situation even worse, especially for the nearby down-wind communities?

Hazardous materials

88. There must be detailed discussion of how to protect the groundwater basin and the nearby
community from hazardous materials stored or use on site and from fluids leaking from
vehicles and transported materials.

89. How would the lubricating fluids be removed, stored and transported to avoid contamination
of the groundwater basin. If /pe3rdhaps more likely when, a nacelle or blade catches fire,
how will the local fire department be able to respond, what precautions are necessary to
prevent the spread of damage from one turbine to another as happened at Campo, where and
how will fluids and damaged materials be disposed of?

90. Vegetation can be dry in period when there may be many months between rainfalls. What
precautions would be taken to prevent the spread of a desert wildfire such as occurred on
BLM managed lands in the East Mesa some years ago? Experience at Campo suggests a real
need to set back turbines further from public roads in the event that a turbine blade is thrown
off. If a blade lands in the road, it has the potential to cause a very serious accident if not
quickly removed. This was a concern of a firefighter from the Boulevard Fire Station at the
January 19, 2011 public meeting on wind turbines.

Transportation and traffic

91. What are the proposed routes of travel for all components and activities?

Real estate values and Property Value Guarantees

92. Changing the quality of the scenic vistas from all residences in the Ocotillo/Nomirage
communities will result in a decline in real estate values according to Michael McCann, a
real estate appraiser from Chicago who is familiar with appraisals where properties have
been adversely impacted by proximity to wind turbines. (At public meeting at Boulevard
January 19, 2011)
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93. There can be a 60-80% decline in property values where wind turbines are close or where
human health has been impacted. The adverse impacts of wind turbines on property values
has been found to extend up to 5 miles from turbines , especially where noise is an impact
and turbines are within a mile of the property.

94. Why? Because of noise, infrasound, shadow flicker, blade glint and medical symptoms that
come after the installation of wind turbines. Not only have adverse impacts been observed
in humans, but also in livestock and domestic animals/pets.

95. Wind turbines change the character of a community to industrial from whatever it was
before.

96. Property Value Guarantees are necessary for all properties within 1-2 miles of turbines, that
would mean many PVGs would be necessary for residents/properties other than Rick
Hamilton who is leasing his property for project use. Even though the designation of Pattern
Energy as a LLC suggests that the company does not have deep pockets, there must be
provisions for PVGs . But really, Mr. McCann suggested that there needs to be a
moratorium on siting wind turbines until there is a better understanding of a safe distance of
a turbine from residences.

.USGS Seismic studies and Atmospheric River extreme storm event issues.

97. Please address the implications of the USGS seismic studies being conducted in multiple
places in Imperial County now, including in the Ocotillo area within the proposed wind
project area, and the USGS winter storm Atmospheric River 1000, (ARk Scenario) a 201
page USGS publication made available on the USGS website this past week that noted a past
history of catastrophic storms striking California with high rains and high winds with the
catastrophic effects such as 1861-1862,

98. These are two very serious hazardous studies being conducted by scientists from USGS and
a number of agencies and universities.

99. Projections for another major earthquake in Imperial County of the magnitude of the Easter
2010 Earthquake in Baja California in the not too distant future, means that it is likely to
happen at least during the life of the proposed project. Generating an intermittent source of
electricity at a site remote from the intended source of use raises serious questions about the
potential impacts of violent shaking associated with a strong earthquake much closer to the
proposed wind turbines, their underground buried electrical connections and the connected
project /transmission lines. The Elsinore Fault is one of the major faults that is being studies
and all faults in Imperial County have been active and experienced increasing stresses during
the past more than 9 months. Last summer, staff at Pasadena told me to expect another
magnitude 7 or greater on the Laguna Salada Fault closer to Ocotillo within the next few
years.

100. What studies have been done projecting the impacts of a magnitude 7 earthquake within
one to five miles of wind turbines of the structure and magnitude of those proposed.
Please provide the information in a seismic appendix.

101. What is the potential scenario and likely outcome if either a wind turbine of
powerline/transmission line tower might sway or topple and impact other components of
either the transmission line or another wind turbine? There must be a discussion of
potential fire hazards, including fire, related to a major seismic event within 5 miles of the
proposed project site.
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102. The proposed project cannot be separated from considering the impacts of the connected
transmission line projects, both in terms of environmental impacts and the concerns being
raised by the USGS.

103. The ARk storm projections refer to a winter storm that hit California in the winter 1861-
1862, turning the Central Valley into a lake 300 miles long and 20 miles wide and
knocking out infrastructure. The ARK text goes on to state that following such a storm
along coastal California could mean that:

Power, water, sewer, and other lifelines experience damage that takes weeks or months to
restore. Flooding evacuation could involve 1.5 million residents in the inland region and
delta counties. Business interruption costs reach $325 billion in addition to the $400
property repair costs, meaning that an ARk Storm could cost on the order of $725 billion,
which is nearly 3 times the loss deemed to be realistic by the ShakeOut authors for a severe
southern California earthquake, an event with roughly the same annual occurrence
probability. (ARK 2011 at p. v)

104. How would such a winter storm along coastal and inland San Diego County impact the
ability of SDG&E to deliver power and how might the transmission lines fare in the
excessive winds that are projected to accompany an Atmospheric River storm event?
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Cristina Piraino

From: EwingDuo@aol.com

Sent: Friday, January 21, 2011 10:04 PM

To: caocotillo@blm.gov; cedric_perry@ca.blm.gov; Angelina Havens; Jack Terrazas
Subject: Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project

My name is Parke Ewing, | live at 98 West Imperial Highway, Ocaotillo, Ca. 92259.

Please add another reason why the Ocotillo Express Wind Energy Project should not be constructed. Will

the Sidewinders end up migrating to my property because they will be forced out of their habitant due to construction. Will
my grandchildren me more susceptible to sidewinder bites? Will the citizens of Ocotillo constantly be threatened with
sidewinders? What is the plan to eliminate excessive exposure to sidewinders that will be forced from their habitant? Is
there a plan?

This project benefits only one person in Ocotillo. Does anyone care about the people of Ocotillo? All | hear is how much
will the investors of Pattern Energy Increase their profits. What about the investment | have in my property? My property
value will certainly decrease. I've heard decreasing values from 20-40%. This project is simply not fair to me or the
people of Ocotillo. Not to mention the destruction of the desert. If this project is allowed to be built the desert in this area
will be permanently ruined.

| adamantly oppose this project. Put these type of projects in the backyards or roofs of the people that benefit from them.
That is, if you call raising electricity rates a benefit!

Sincerely:

Parke Ewing



Jeepmeech@sbcglobal.net To vkastoll@blm.gov, mwest@ca.blm.gov
cc

01/24/2011 04:00 PM Subject elcentro feedback

Please respond to
jeepmeech@sbcglobal.net

name = Mark Meech

organization =

email = jeepmeech@sbcglobal.net
subject = Ocotillo Express
FeedbackType = Comment

request_comment = How can you let the Ocotillo Express
project happen when 5 of your top 10 sites on your list
will be so drastically impacted with these 450 tall
disrtactions of these areas?

usernamel?23 =
sentinal = Sentinal

page_referred_from = http://www.blm.gov/ca/st/en/fto/
elcentro/arch_cult/yuha_pc.html

fo = 8

Submit = Send Request
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