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Corridor 115-238 
Palo Verde- San Diego 

Location 
Corridor 115-238 generally extends east-west along Interstate 8 (I-8) in southern California and western Arizona, just north of the U.S./Mexico border. Federally-
designated portions of this corridor are predominantly on BLM-administered land, with some FS extents.  The corridor begins near the Palo Verde Nuclear 
Generating Station in the BLM Phoenix District with a 5,280-ft width. It crosses the BLM Colorado River District with a 5,280-ft width to the south of Yuma 
Proving Ground. In California, the corridor turns north of the Fort Yuma-Quechan Reservation and crosses the California Desert District with a 10,560-ft width, 
narrowing to 3,500 ft. at the eastern side of Cleveland National Forest. In Cleveland National Forest and adjacent BLM jurisdictions along the Forest boundary it 
has a 1,000-ft width. Tribal lands are located east of the corridor at the eastern side of the Cleveland National Forest. Future projects in this area would need to 
cross tribal lands or be routed around them. Existing transmission lines follow each of these paths. The corridor is designated electric-only on the western end 
through Cleveland National Forest, but otherwise is multi-modal and can accommodate both electrical transmission and pipeline projects. The corridor spans a 
274.5-mile distance, with 146.6 designated centerline miles. The designated area is 1,243,410 acres/194.3 square miles. This corridor is in Imperial and San Diego 
Counties in California, and Maricopa, and Yuma Counties in Arizona. BLM jurisdictions include the California Desert District, the Lower Sonoran and Yuma Field 
Offices; FS jurisdiction includes the Cleveland National Forest in California. This corridor is primarily in Priority Region 1, but starts in Priority Region 2 between 
mileposts (MP) 0 and 24.7. 

 

Figure 1. Corridor 115-238 (Key for Figures 1-3 can be found on the last page of the abstract) 
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Figure 2. Western portion of Corridor 115-238, including existing energy infrastructure 
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Figure 3. Eastern portion of Corridor 115-238, including existing energy infrastructure 
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Corridor Rationale 
During scoping for the WWEC PEIS, routes generally following this route were suggested by the Arizona Public Service Electrical Company; American Wind 
Energy Association; National Grid; New Mexico Energy, Minerals, and Natural Resources Department; TransWest Express LLC; Tucson Electric Power Company; 
and the Western Utility Group. Current infrastructure occupying parts of the corridor includes I-8 in California, transmission lines operated by the Arizona Public 
Service Company (500 kV), the Imperial Irrigation District (34.5 to 115 kV), the Public Service Company of New Mexico (345 kV), the Salt River Project (500 kV), 
the San Diego Gas and Electric Company (69 to 500 kV), the Tucson Electric Power Company (345 kV), and the Western Area Power Administration (115 kV); and 
natural gas pipelines operated by El Paso Natural Gas Company, and Transwestern Pipeline Company. Planned projects seeking to use parts of the corridor 
include the North Gila-Central Transmission Lines Project, ECO Substation Project and an new 138 kV Transmission Line. The Palo Verde – Saguaro 500 kV Line 
plans to use a small portion of the corridor. In the corridor study the BLM El Centro Field Office indicated there were several pending applications for use of this 
corridor: 1) In California the corridor is being considered for use by Southwest Transmission Partners, LLC., and 2) in Arizona, the corridor was considered for the 
North Gila to Imperial Valley No. 2 (NGIV2) transmission line project, but rejected by the applicant. Neither the BLM South Coast-Palm Springs Field Office nor 
the Cleveland National Forest indicated any pending applications. 

Corridor of Concern Status 
This corridor was not identified in the Settlement Agreement as a Corridor of Concern. 

Corridor Analysis 
☒ Energy Planning Opportunities 

☒Appropriate and acceptable uses 
☒WWEC Purpose (e.g., renewable 

energy)  
☐Transmission and pipeline 

capacity opportunity  
☒ Energy Planning Concerns  

☒Physical barrier 
☒Jurisdictional concern 
☒Corridor alignment and spacing 
☐Transmission and pipeline 

capacity concern 

☒ Land Management Responsibilities and 
Environmental Concerns 

☐Acoustics 
☐Air quality 
☐Climate change 
☒Cultural resources 
☒Ecological resources 
☐Environmental Justice 
☒Hydrological resources 
☒Lands and Realty 
☐Lands with wilderness characteristics 
☐Livestock Grazing 

☐Paleontology 
☐Public Access and Recreation 
☐Socioeconomics 
☐Soils/erosion 
☒Specially designated areas 
☐Tribal concerns 
☒Visual resources 
☐Wild horses and burros 

☐Interagency Operating Procedures 
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ID Agency 
Agency 
Jurisdiction 

 
County 

Primary Concern/ 
Opportunity 

Length of Affected Corridor 
(by Milepost [MP]) Source/Context BLM/FS Review and Analysis  

ENERGY PLANNING OPPORTUNITIES  
Appropriate and Acceptable Uses 
115-238 
.001 

BLM California 
Desert 
District, CA 

Imperial, 
CA 

Imperial East Solar 
Energy Zone (SEZ)  

MP 153.4 to 166.0 GIS Analysis/ The Imperial 
East SEZ overlaps the 
corridor 

Opportunity 

WWEC Purpose 
115-238 
.002 

   Pathway to CA 
market 

 RFI/ Could be a good 
pathway to California 
markets.  The Town of Gila 
Bend is including this 
corridor in its study of 
potential renewable energy 
transmission corridors in 
the region. 

Opportunity 

ENERGY PLANNING CONCERNS  
Location-Specific Physical Barrier 
115-238 
.003 

BLM Yuma FO, AZ Yuma, AZ Yuma Proving 
Ground (YPG) 

MP 84.5 to 99.8 GIS Analysis/ Corridor 
segments abut or route is in 
line with boundary of Yuma 
Proving Ground (YPG), but 
corridor not designated in 
YPG 

Yes this is a constraint. The Muggins 
Wilderness abuts the YPG boundary 
so there is no room between YPG and 
the Wilderness on BLM land. 
Coordination by applicant with DoD 
would be required regarding issuance 
of a ROW. 

115-238 
.004 

BLM California 
Desert 
District, CA 

Imperial, 
CA 

Multiple 
transmission lines, a 
pipeline, and I-8  

MP 136.2 to 143.9 GIS Analysis/ Multiple 
transmission lines, a 
pipeline, and I-8 occupy 
much of the corridor 
making it difficult for 
additional projects 

Not a constraint. Corridor is two miles 
wide and has capacity for future 
projects.  Proposed project siting and 
collocation alternatives to address 
impacts would be analyzed as part of 
the project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law. 

115-238 
.005 

BLM California 
Desert 
District, CA 

Imperial, 
CA 

Multiple 
transmission lines, 
and I-8  

MP 157.1 to 166.0 GIS Analysis/ Multiple 
transmission lines, and I-8 
occupy much of the 
corridor making it difficult 
for additional projects 

Not a constraint. Corridor is two miles 
wide and has capacity for future 
projects.  Proposed project siting and 
collocation alternatives to address 
impacts would be analyzed as part of 
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ID Agency 
Agency 
Jurisdiction 

 
County 

Primary Concern/ 
Opportunity 

Length of Affected Corridor 
(by Milepost [MP]) Source/Context BLM/FS Review and Analysis  

the project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law. 

Jurisdictional Concern 
115-238 
.006 

DOD Yuma FO, AZ Yuma, AZ Discontinuous and 
reduced width  

MP 68.7 to 73.1, and 89.4 
to 100.9 

GIS Analysis/ Discontinuous 
and reduced width sections 
of corridor include 2,382 
acres of DOD-administered 
lands in Yuma Proving 
Ground that were studied in 
the WWEC PEIS as part of 
this corridor, but were not 
designated 

Yes this is a constraint. The Muggins 
Wilderness abuts the YPG boundary 
so there is no room between YPG and 
the Wilderness on BLM.  Coordination 
by applicant with DoD would be 
required regarding issuance of a 
ROW. 

115-238 
.007 

BLM 
and 
BOR 

Yuma FO, AZ 
and CA 

Yuma, AZ 
and 
Imperial, 
CA 

Gap at Colorado 
River 

MP 107.2 to 109.6 GIS Analysis/Corridor has 
gaps on Federal land where 
proposed ROWs need to 
cross the Colorado River. 
Gaps in the designated 
Section 368 corridors would 
require a proposed project 
to be located outside a 
designated corridor, 
prompting the need for an 
RMP amendment. 

Yes, this is a constraint. There is a 
huge issue crossing the Colorado 
River as this corridor sets up a conflict 
with tribal concerns about 
archaeological and wildlife resources 
from the area of the existing 500 kV 
crossing up to Imperial Dam.  The 
area between Laguna and Imperial 
Dams includes 2 conservation areas 
with mitigation for impacts from 
Colorado River operations and 
maintenance and the Arizona portion 
is managed by Arizona Game and Fish 
Commission pursuant to a 
cooperative agreement through 2032. 
In addition a large conservation area 
for the Lower Colorado River Multi-
Species Conservation Program lies 
along an old channel of the Colorado 
River and is managed as endangered 
species habitat. 
 
Further, the corridor crossing is bad 
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ID Agency 
Agency 
Jurisdiction 

 
County 

Primary Concern/ 
Opportunity 

Length of Affected Corridor 
(by Milepost [MP]) Source/Context BLM/FS Review and Analysis  

place to place a transmission line 
from a migratory bird collision 
standpoint as waterfowl both use the 
area heavily and move through a 
narrow corridor there.  
 
Reclamation reviews applications for 
rights-of-use on Reclamation 
administered land within the corridor 
on a case by case basis to ensure 
Reclamation projects are not 
impacted for example:  
- flood control structures on the lower 
Colorado River 
- irrigation canals (All-American and 
Coachella Canal O&M activities)  
- other facilities located inland (e.g. 
quarries, stockpile sites, and 
groundwater wells). Early 
coordination with Reclamation on 
proposed transmission lines and 
other facilities is encouraged.   

115-238 
.008 

BLM  Yuma FO, AZ 
and CA 

Yuma, AZ 
and 
Imperial, 
CA 

Fort Yuma - 
Quechan 
Reservation 

MP102.8 to 136.2 GIS Analysis/During the 
WWEC PEIS development, 
the location for this corridor 
on both sides of the 
Colorado River involved 
coordination with BLM in 
AZ and CA and DOD at 
Yuma Proving Ground 
which resulted in the 
current location. The 
routing around the 
Quechan Reservation on a 
CDCA-designated corridor 
was recommended by the El 

Yes, this is a constraint. This is a huge 
problem area. Based on the land 
pattern there is not a BLM only 
corridor that works.  
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ID Agency 
Agency 
Jurisdiction 

 
County 

Primary Concern/ 
Opportunity 

Length of Affected Corridor 
(by Milepost [MP]) Source/Context BLM/FS Review and Analysis  

Centro FO to avoid crossing 
of the reservation by 
additional transmission 
projects.  

Corridor Alignment and Spacing 
115-238 
.009 

BLM Yuma FO, AZ Yuma, AZ Existing project  MP 84.5 to 99.8 GIS Analysis/Existing project 
crosses corridor at angle 
making it more difficult for 
additional projects 

Not a constraint. Proposed project 
siting and alternatives to address 
impacts would be analyzed as part of 
the project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law. 
 

115-238 
.010 

BLM Yuma FO, AZ Yuma, AZ Multiple 
transmission line 
projects  

MP 104.5 to 107.2 GIS Analysis/Multiple 
transmission line projects 
cross corridor at angles, 
making it more difficult for 
additional projects 

Not a constraint. Proposed project 
siting and alternatives to address 
impacts would be analyzed as part of 
the project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law. 

115-238 
.011 

BLM California 
Desert 
District, CA 

San Diego, 
CA 

Existing 
transmission line  

MP 196.0 to 214.6 GIS Analysis/Existing 
transmission line crosses 
from one side of the 
corridor to the other, twice, 
making it difficult for 
additional projects 

Not a constraint. Corridor is two miles 
wide and has capacity for future 
projects.  Proposed project siting and 
collocation alternatives to address 
impacts would be analyzed as part of 
the project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law. 

115-238 
.012 

BLM 
and FS 

California 
Desert 
District, CA, 
and 
Cleveland 
National 
Forest, CA 

San Diego, 
CA 

Existing 
transmission line  

MP 251.5 to 253.3 GIS Analysis/Existing 
transmission line crosses 
from one side of the 
corridor to the other in 
1000’ wide section. 

Possible constraint. Near the 
Descanso Ranger District, the corridor 
might be able to handle new 
development.  With the completion 
of the Sunrise Powerlink in 2014 that 
corridor does have existing 500-kv 
power lines. Proposed project siting 
and collocation alternatives to 
address impacts would be analyzed as 
part of the project specific 
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ID Agency 
Agency 
Jurisdiction 

 
County 

Primary Concern/ 
Opportunity 

Length of Affected Corridor 
(by Milepost [MP]) Source/Context BLM/FS Review and Analysis  

environmental analysis required 
under NEPA and other federal law. 

115-238 
.013 

BLM California 
Desert 
District, CA 

San Diego, 
CA 

Two existing 
transmission lines  

MP 274.5 to 257.9 GIS Analysis/Two existing 
transmission lines cross 
from one side of the 
corridor to the other in 
1000’ wide section. 

Not a constraint. Proposed project 
siting and collocation alternatives to 
address impacts would be analyzed as 
part of the project specific 
environmental analysis required 
under NEPA and other federal law. 

115-238 
.014 

FS Cleveland 
National 
Forest, CA 

San Diego, 
CA 

Two existing 
transmission lines.  

MP 262.6 to 263.3 GIS Analysis/One existing 
transmission line is aligned 
to the corridor while the 
other crosses from one side 
of the corridor to the other 
twice in 1000’ wide section. 

The corridor through the Descanso 
Ranger District might be able to 
handle new development.  With the 
completion of the Sunrise Powerlink 
in 2014 that corridor does have 
existing 500-kv power lines. Proposed 
project siting and collocation 
alternatives to address impacts would 
be analyzed as part of the project 
specific environmental analysis 
required under NEPA and other 
federal law. 

Transmission Capacity 
115-238 
.015 

   See physical barriers 
above 

Data needed   

LAND MANAGEMENT RESPONSIBILITIES AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS 
Ecology: Special Status Plant Species 
115-238 
.016 

BLM  El Centro FO 
California 
Desert 
District 

 
Imperial 
CA 

Peirson's milk-vetch 
critical habitat  

MP 141.4 to 143.2 GIS Analysis/Peirson's milk-
vetch critical habitat 
intersects corridor. 

Not a constraint. Impacts would be 
analyzed and mitigated as part of the 
project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA, ESA, 
and other federal law. 

Ecology: Special Status Animal Species 
115-238 
.017 

BLM Lower 
Sonoran FO 

Maricopa, 
AZ 

Sonoran desert 
tortoise Category I 
and II management 
habitat 

MP 18.2 to 22.5 RFI/Reroute to avoid siting 
new facilities in Sonoran 
desert tortoise Category I 
and II management habitat 

Not a constraint. Impacts would be 
analyzed and mitigated as part of the 
project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
BLM AZ Instruction Memorandum 
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ID Agency 
Agency 
Jurisdiction 

 
County 

Primary Concern/ 
Opportunity 

Length of Affected Corridor 
(by Milepost [MP]) Source/Context BLM/FS Review and Analysis  

regarding compensation for impacts 
to tortoise habitat. 

115-238 
.018 

BLM Yuma FO, 
Colorado 
River DO 

Yuma, AZ Yellow-billed 
Cuckoo proposed 
critical habitat  

MP 79 to 80.6 GIS Analysis/Yellow-billed 
Cuckoo proposed critical 
habitat within half a mile of 
corridor 

Not a constraint. Impacts would be 
analyzed and mitigated as part of the 
project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA, ESA, 
and other federal law. 

115-238 
.019 

BLM Yuma FO, 
Colorado 
River DO 

Yuma, AZ Yellow-billed 
Cuckoo proposed 
critical habitat  

MP 98.5 GIS Analysis/ Yellow-billed 
Cuckoo habitat within 
1/10th mile of corridor 

Not a constraint. Impacts would be 
analyzed and mitigated as part of the 
project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA, ESA, 
and other federal law. 

115-238 
.020 

BLM Yuma FO, 
Colorado 
River DO 

Yuma, AZ Yellow-billed 
Cuckoo proposed 
critical habitat  

MP 108 to 109.6 GIS Analysis/Yellow-billed 
Cuckoo habitat crosses 
corridor 

Not a constraint. Impacts would be 
analyzed and mitigated as part of the 
project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA, ESA, 
and other federal law. 

115-238 
.021 

BLM Palm Springs/  
S. Coast FO, 
California 
Desert 
District 

San Diego, 
CA 

Arroyo toad 
designated critical 
habitat  

MP 242.6 to 245.5, 
MP 259.8 to 260.2 

GIS Analysis/Arroyo toad 
critical habitat crosses 
corridor 

Not a constraint. Impacts would be 
analyzed and mitigated as part of the 
project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law. 

115-238 
.022 

BLM Palm Springs/ 
S. Coast FO, 
California 
Desert 
District 

San Diego, 
CA 

Arroyo (=arroyo 
southwestern) toad 
critical habitat  

MP 253.1 to 253.9, 
MP 271.4 to 272.4 

GIS Analysis/Arroyo 
(=arroyo southwestern) 
toad critical habitat 
intersects corridor 

Not a constraint. Impacts would be 
analyzed and mitigated as part of the 
project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law. 

115-238 
.023 

BLM Palm Springs/ 
S. Coast FO, 
California 
Desert 
District 

San Diego, 
CA 

Golden Eagles Data needed BLM specialist input during 
abstract review 

Not a constraint. Impacts would be 
analyzed and mitigated as part of the 
project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law. 
However, maintenance and 
construction of kV transmission lines 
in the steep, mountainous, roadless 
areas of San Diego County has been 
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ID Agency 
Agency 
Jurisdiction 

 
County 

Primary Concern/ 
Opportunity 

Length of Affected Corridor 
(by Milepost [MP]) Source/Context BLM/FS Review and Analysis  

conducted by helicopter (e.g. Sunrise 
Power Link). The use of helicopters 
has been disruptive to golden eagles.  
Recommend future land use plans 
analyze corridor alternatives that do 
not impact golden eagles. 

Ecology: Terrestrial Wildlife, Big Game, Non-Migratory Birds,  and Aquatic Biota  
115-238 
.024 

BLM Palm Springs/ 
South Coast 
FO 
(Mc Almond 
Canyon) 

 Desert bighorn 
sheep connectivity  

Data needed RFI/Follow locally specific 
connectivity 
recommendations, such as 
those for the Southern 
California Wildlands 
Linkages and Arizona 
Missing Linkages, to avoid 
connectivity impacts on 
desert bighorn sheep in the 
Mojave Desert 

Not a constraint. Follow connectivity 
recommendations in Las California’s 
Binational Conservation Initiative 
(2004) for San Diego/Mc Almond 
Canyon section of corridor. 
Maintaining an interconnected 
conservation network is critical to 
sustaining ecosystem processes. 

115-238 
.025 

BLM El Centro FO 
California 
Desert 
District 

San Diego 
and 
Imperial, 
CA 

Peninsular bighorn 
sheep. 

MP 216.19 to 219.9 GIS Analysis/Peninsular 
bighorn sheep designated 
critical habitat intersects 
corridor 

Not a constraint. Impacts would be 
analyzed and mitigated as part of the 
project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law. 

Hydrology: Surface Water 
115-238 
.026 

BLM Lower 
Sonoran FO, 
Phoenix DO, 
Yuma FO, 
Colorado 
River District 
Office, EL 
Centro FO 

Maricopa 
and Yuma, 
AZ, 
Imperial, 
CA, 

Intermittent stream 
crossings: “Fourth 
of July Wash”, 
“Copper Wash”, 
unknown wash, and 
“Coyote Wash / 
Palm Canyon Wash” 

MP 13.9, 25.4, 61.5, 
MP 203.7 to 214.7 
 

GIS Analysis Not a constraint. Utilities can either 
span or be buried under intermittent 
streams. Riparian vegetation could be 
avoided or impacts mitigated. 

115-238 
.027 

BLM Yuma FO, 
Colorado 
River District 
Office, El 
Centro FO 

 Imperial, 
CA 

Canal crossings: “All 
American Canal”, 
“All American 
Canal”, and 
“Westside Main 

MP 109.8, 
139.3 to 165.9, 
192.3 to 194.6 
 

GIS Analysis Not a constraint. Utilities can span or 
be bored under canals Riparian 
vegetation could be avoided or 
impacts mitigated. 
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ID Agency 
Agency 
Jurisdiction 

 
County 

Primary Concern/ 
Opportunity 

Length of Affected Corridor 
(by Milepost [MP]) Source/Context BLM/FS Review and Analysis  

Canal” 
115-238 
.028 

BLM Palm Springs/ 
S. Coast FO 

San Diego, 
CA 

Cottonwood Creek  Data needed BLM specialist input during 
abstract review/ Corridor 
intersects Cottonwood 
Creek – quality of water is a 
concern at the outflow to 
Barrett Reservoir (drinking 
water) 

Not a constraint.  Impacts would be 
analyzed and mitigated as part of the 
project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law. 

Lands and Realty: Rights-of-Way and General Land Use 
115-238 
.029 

BLM 
and FS 

Yuma FO, 
California 
Desert 
District, CA, 
and 
Cleveland 
National 
Forest, CA 

Yuma, AZ; 
San Diego, 
CA 

BLM jurisdiction  Primarily MP 39.9 to 53.4, 
72.2 to 74.3, 107.2 to 109.5, 
200.6 to 201.7, 210.6 to 
210.8, 242.6 to 242.7, 250.2 
to 250.3, and 270.3 to 274.5 

GIS Analysis/A total of 495 
acres which were originally 
designated as part of this 
corridor are no longer on 
federal land according to 
the 5/12/2015 version of 
the BLM Surface 
Management Agency data 

Not a constraint. This would be 
analyzed and mitigated as part of the 
project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law. However, 
recommend adjusting designation in 
future land use plans to current 
jurisdiction, possibly through LUP 
amendment during future project 
implementation. 

Lands and Realty: Military and Civilian Aviation 
115-238 
.030 

BLM Lower 
Sonoran FO, 
Phoenix DO 

Maricopa, 
AZ 

Military Training 
Route – Visual 
Route 

MP 0 to 7.7, 
MP 19.5 to 24.6 

GIS Analysis Not a constraint. Impacts would be 
analyzed and mitigated as part of the 
project-specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law, and in consultation 
with DoD (IOP). 

115-238 
.031 

BLM Lower 
Sonoran FO, 
Phoenix DO 

Maricopa, 
AZ 

Military Training 
Route – Instrument 
Route 

MP 8.6 to 24.7 GIS Analysis Not a constraint. Impacts would be 
analyzed and mitigated as part of the 
project-specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law, and in consultation 
with DoD (IOP). 

115-238 
.032 

BLM Yuma FO, 
Colorado 
River DO 

Yuma, AZ Military Training 
Route – Instrument 
Route 

MP 24.7 to 26.2 GIS Analysis Not a constraint. Impacts would be 
analyzed and mitigated as part of the 
project-specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
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Agency 
Jurisdiction 

 
County 

Primary Concern/ 
Opportunity 

Length of Affected Corridor 
(by Milepost [MP]) Source/Context BLM/FS Review and Analysis  

other federal law, and in consultation 
with DoD (IOP). 

115-238 
.033 

BLM Yuma FO, 
Colorado 
River DO 

Yuma, AZ Military Training 
Route – Visual 
Route 

MP 24.8 to 43.1, 
MP 49 to 58.3 

GIS Analysis Not a constraint. Adherence to IOPs 
would be required such as to avoid 
conflict with Federal and non-Federal 
operations; the applicant shall be 
aware of liabilities pertaining to 
environmental hazards, safety 
standards, and military flying areas; 
and an electricity transmission project 
shall be planned by the applicant to 
comply with FAA regulations, 
including lighting regulations, and to 
avoid potential safety issues 
associated with proximity to airports, 
military bases or training areas, or 
landing strips. 

115-238 
.034 

BLM Yuma FO 
Colorado 
River DO 

Yuma Military Training 
Route – Instrument 
Route 

MP 55.7 to 82.5 GIS Analysis Not a constraint. Impacts would be 
analyzed and mitigated as part of the 
project-specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law, and in consultation 
with DoD (IOP). 

115-238 
.035 

BLM El Centro FO, 
California 
Desert 
District 

Imperial, 
CA 

Emory Ranch 
airstrip  

MP 211.2 GIS Analysis/Emory Ranch 
airstrip in line with corridor 
in non-federal gap 

Not a constraint. Proposed project 
siting and collocation alternatives to 
address impacts would be analyzed as 
part of the project specific 
environmental analysis required 
under NEPA and other federal law. 

115-238 
.036 

BLM Palm Springs/ 
S. Coast FO 
California 
Desert 
District 

San Diego, 
CA 

Pine Valley Border 
Patrol Station 
airstrip  

MP 242.8 GIS Analysis/Pine Valley 
Border Patrol Station 
airstrip in line with corridor 
in non-federal gap 

 Not a constraint. Impacts would be 
analyzed and mitigated as part of the 
project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law. 

Lands and Realty: Transportation 
115-238 BLM Lower Maricopa Railroad  MP 0 to 70.2, GIS Analysis/Railroad Not a constraint.  Corridor has 
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Agency 
Jurisdiction 

 
County 

Primary Concern/ 
Opportunity 

Length of Affected Corridor 
(by Milepost [MP]) Source/Context BLM/FS Review and Analysis  

.037 Sonoran FO, 
Phoenix DO, 
Yuma FO, 
Colorado 
River DO, El 
Centro FO, 
California 
Desert 
District 

and Yuma, 
AZ, and 
Imperial, 
CA 

MP 134.1, 
MP 201.6 to 204.7, 
MP 212.7 to 216.3 

parallels and intersects in 
and out of corridor. 

capacity for future projects (example: 
require towers tall enough to span 
the width of the railroad ROW). 
Proposed project siting and 
collocation alternatives to address 
impacts would be analyzed as part of 
the project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law. 

115-238 
.038 

BLM El Centro FO, 
California 
Desert 
District 

Imperial, 
CA 

I-8  MP 136.3 to 166.0, 
MP 197.2 to 200.9, 
214.2 to 225.0 

GIS Analysis/I-8 parallels 
and intersects corridor 
throughout milepost 
interval 

Not a constraint. Corridor is two miles 
wide and has capacity for future 
projects.  Proposed project siting and 
collocation alternatives to address 
impacts would be analyzed as part of 
the project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law. 

115-238 
.039 

BLM El Centro FO, 
California 
Desert 
District 

San Diego, 
CA 

I-8  MP 238.5 to 239.0 GIS Analysis/I-8 intersects 
corridor 

Not a constraint. Corridor is two miles 
wide and has capacity for future 
projects. Proposed project siting and 
collocation alternatives to address 
impacts would be analyzed as part of 
the project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law. 

Specially Designated Areas  
115-238 
.040 

BLM Yuma FO, AZ Yuma, AZ Muggins Mountain 
Wilderness 

MP 87.2 to 92.2 GIS Analysis/Muggins 
Mountain Wilderness abuts 
corridor to the south. 

Not a constraint. Corridor does not go 
through the Wilderness. Impacts 
would be analyzed as part of the 
project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law. 

115-238 
.041 

BLM Palm Springs/ 
S. Coast FO 

San Diego, 
CA 

sensitive species 
and open space 
values  

Data needed BLM specialist input during 
abstract review/Current 
land-use revision 
alternative under 

Not a constraint. Impacts to an 
avoidance area/special designation 
would be analyzed and mitigated as 
part of the project specific 



Corridor 115-238  Section 368 Energy Corridor Regional Reviews - Region 1  September 2016_rev1 

15 
 
 

ID Agency 
Agency 
Jurisdiction 
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Opportunity 

Length of Affected Corridor 
(by Milepost [MP]) Source/Context BLM/FS Review and Analysis  

consideration (no decision 
as of the writing of this 
comment) may designate 
the section of this corridor 
crossing the McAlmond 
Canyon area as a ROW 
avoidance area due to a 
Wildlife Habitat 
Management Plan for 
enhancement of sensitive 
species and open space 
values 

environmental analysis required 
under NEPA and other federal law. 

115-238 
.042 

BLM Yuma FO, 
Colorado 
River DO 

Yuma, AZ Juan Bautista De 
Anza National 
Historic Trail  

MP 49.5 to 57.5 GIS Analyst/Juan Bautista 
De Anza National Historic 
Trail parallels corridor 
within half a mile to one 
mile 

Under review by the BLM, FS, and 
NPS Trail Administrators.  

115-238 
.043 

BLM Yuma FO, 
Colorado 
River DO 

Yuma, AZ Juan Bautista De 
Anza National 
Historic Trail  

MP 97.8 to 103 GIS Analyst/Juan Bautista 
De Anza National Historic 
Trail parallels corridor 
within half a mile 

Under review by the BLM, FS, and 
NPS Trail Administrators.  

115-238 
.044 

BLM El Centro FO, 
California 
Desert 
District 

Imperial, 
CA 

California Desert 
Conservation Area  

MP 110.3 to 218.4 GIS Analysis/California 
Desert Conservation Area 
exists along all corridor 
segments within mile post 
interval. 

 Not a constraint.  Impacts would be 
analyzed and mitigated as part of the 
project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law. 

115-238 
.045 

BLM El Centro FO 
California 
Desert 
District 

Imperial, 
CA 

Little Picacho 
Wilderness 

MP 111.5 to 118.1 GIS Analysis/Little Picacho 
Wilderness abuts corridor 
to the north 

Not a constraint.  Impacts would be 
analyzed and mitigated as part of the 
project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law. 

115-238 
.046 

BLM El Centro FO 
California 
Desert 
District 

Imperial, 
CA 

East Mesa ACEC MP 144.5 to 155.5 GIS Analysis Not a constraint.  Impacts would be 
analyzed and mitigated as part of the 
project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
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other federal law. 
115-238 
.047 

BLM El Centro FO 
California 
Desert 
District 

Imperial, 
CA 

Lake Cahuilla MP 159.8 to 165.9 GIS Analysis Not a constraint.  Impacts would be 
analyzed and mitigated as part of the 
project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law. 

115-238 
.048 

BLM El Centro FO 
California 
Desert 
District 

Imperial, 
CA 

Yuha Basin MP 191.6 to 198.2 GIS Analysis Not a constraint.  Impacts would be 
analyzed and mitigated as part of the 
project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law. 

115-238 
.049 

BLM El Centro FO 
California 
Desert 
District 

Imperial, 
CA 

Jacumba Wilderness  MP 218.4 to 220.4 GIS Analysis/Jacumba 
Wilderness abuts corridor 
to the north 

Not a constraint.  Impacts would be 
analyzed and mitigated as part of the 
project specific environmental 
analysis required under NEPA and 
other federal law. 

Tribal Concerns 
115-238 
.050 

BLM Yuma FO, AZ 
and CA, 
California 
Desert 
District, CA 

Yuma, AZ 
and 
Imperial, 
CA 

Fort Yuma/Quechan 
Reservation 

MP 102.8 to 134.2 GIS Analysis/Corridor route 
turns to avoid Fort 
Yuma/Quechan 
Reservation, passing north 
of it and abutting it in 
places 

Yes this is a constraint. The Quechan 
Tribe has expressed concerns about 
the Colorado River crossing in line 
with the corridor as well because of 
archaeological and wildlife concerns. 
Impacts would be analyzed and 
mitigated as part of the project 
specific environmental analysis 
required under NEPA and other 
federal law. 

115-238 
.051 

BLM California 
Desert 
District, CA 

San Diego, 
CA 

Campo, La Posta, 
and Manzanita  

MP 232.0 to 238.5 GIS Analysis/Campo, La 
Posta, and Manzanita 
Reservations in corridor gap 

Yes this is a constraint.  This is a 
constraint.  Recommend future land 
use plans analyze alternate 
designations to crossing the 
reservation. 

115-238 
.052 

BLM Palm Springs/ 
S. Coast FO, 
California 
Desert 

San Diego, 
CA 

Pacific Crest 
National Scenic Trail 

MP 251 to 252.1 GIS Analysis Under review by the BLM, FS, and 
NPS Trail Administrators. 
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(by Milepost [MP]) Source/Context BLM/FS Review and Analysis  

District 
Visual Resources 
115-238 
.053 

BLM Yuma FO, 
Colorado 
River DO 

Yuma, AZ VRM Class I MP 87.4 to 90.2 GIS Analysis/Corridor abuts 
VRM Class I 

Under review. 

115-238 
.054 

BLM Yuma FO, 
Colorado 
River DO, El 
Centro FO, 
California 
Desert 
District 

Yuma, AZ 
and 
Imperial, 
CA 

VRM Class II MP 50, 
MP 76.8 to 93.3, 
MP 101.8 to 102.8, 
MP 110.3 to 112.0, 
MP 191.9 to 198.5 

GIS Analysis Not a constraint. However, 
restrictions would be applied 
commensurate with designated VRM 
class; development must be in 
conformance with VRM objectives 
outlined in BLM Manual 8400. 
 
Per page 2-136 of Yuma FO RMP- “All 
ROW corridors and communications 
sites are designated as VRM Class III.”  
The GIS data may not match up with 
this decision. 

115-238 
.055 

BLM Yuma FO, 
Colorado 
River DO, El 
Centro FO, 
California 
Desert 
District 

Yuma, AZ 
and 
Imperial, 
CA 

VRM Class III MP 24.8 to 25.8, 
MP 38 to 43.1, 
MP 53.4 to 56.7, 
MP 62.8 to 74.5, 
MP 109.9, 
MP 112.1 to 134.0, 
MP 146.8 to 153.4, 
MP 160.8 to 165.7, 
MP 198.7 to 215.1 
 

GIS Analysis Not a constraint. However, 
restrictions would be applied 
commensurate with designated VRM 
class; development must be in 
conformance with VRM objectives 
outlined in BLM Manual 8400. 

115-238 
.056 

BLM Lower 
Sonoran FO,  
Phoenix DO 

Maricopa, 
AZ 

VRM Class IV MP 5.7 to 24.6 
 

GIS Analysis Not a constraint; meets VRM Class IV. 

Abbreviations: ACEC = Area of Critical Environmental Concern; BLM = Bureau of Land Management; BOR = Bureau of Reclamation; DoD = Department of Defense; 
DWMA = Desert Wildlife Management Area; ESA = Endangered Species Act; FO = Field Office; FS = Forest Service; IOP = Interagency Operating Procedures; GIS = geographic 
information system; LUP = Land Use Plan; LWC = Lands with Wilderness Characteristics; MGS = Mohave ground squirrel; MP = milepost; MTR = Military Training Route; 
NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act;  OHV = off-highway vehicle; PEIS = Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement; PFYC = Potential Fossil Yield Classification; 
RFI = Request for Information; ROW = right-of-way; SUA = Special Use Area; TCA = Tortoise Conservation Area; USFWS = U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; VRI = Visual Resource 
Inventory; VRM = Visual Resource Management; WWEC = West-wide Energy Corridor; YPG = Yuma Proving Ground. 
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