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Corridor 23-25

Little Lake - Adelanto

Introduction

Corridor 23-25 extends north-south along State Route 395, between the junction of Corridors 18-23 and 23-106 at Little Lake and Adelanto, in southern
California. Federally designated portions of this corridor are entirely on BLM-administered land, with a 10,560-ft width over most of its extent (consistent with
an existing resource management plan prior to Section 368 designation), but with a narrow variable-width section from Milepost (MP) 4.9 to 23.3 at the north
end along the border of China Lake Weapons Center where BLM-administered land is not present. It is designated as a multi-modal corridor that can
accommodate both electrical transmission and pipeline projects. The corridor spans an 83.6-mile distance, with 42.3 designated centerline miles. The designated
area is 54,849 acres/85.7 square miles. This corridor is in Inyo, Kern, and San Bernardino Counties in California, and in the BLM Barstow and Ridgecrest Field

Office jurisdictions. It is entirely in Priority Region 1.
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Figure 1. Corridor 23-25 (Key for Figures 1-2 can be found on the last page of the abstract)
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Figure 2. Corridor 23-25, including existing energy infrastructure
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Corridor Rationale

During scoping for the WWEC PEIS, a route generally following this route was suggested by the Western Utility Group. The corridor is occupied in some locations
by two electric transmission lines and a gas pipeline. Current electrical transmission infrastructure occupying parts of the corridor are operated by the Los
Angeles Department of Water and Power (500 kV), the Southern California Edison Company (many lines ranging from 115 kV to 230 kV), and an unidentified
operator (230 kV). Natural gas pipelines operated by Kern River Gas Transmission Company, Pacific Gas and Electric Company, and Southern California Gas
Company also occupy portions of the corridor. No pending applications or planned projects have been identified in the corridor. The Platts data do not show any
planned projects near this corridor. Many solar power plants and the U.S. Borax natural gas power plant are in the vicinity of the corridor between MP 60 and
70, and near the southern end.

Corridor of Concern Status

Corridor 23-25 is a Corridor of Concern. Concerns regarding critical habitat, a National Conservation Area, and Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACECs)
were identified in the Settlement Agreement. These issues are highlighted in yellow in the Corridor Analysis table below.

Corridor Analysis

[ Energy Planning Opportunities (1 Land Management Responsibilities and [IPaleontology
[]Appropriate and acceptable uses Environmental Concerns [JPublic Access and Recreation
CIJWWEC Purpose (e.g., renewable [JAcoustics [JSocioeconomics
energy) LIAir quality [JSoils/erosion
ClTransmission and pipeline CIClimate change X Specially designated areas
capacity opportunity [ICultural resources [ITribal concerns
1 Energy Planning Concerns X Ecological resources XVisual resources
X Physical barrier LIEnvironmental Justice LJWild horses and burros
XlJurisdictional concern Hydrological resources Ulinteragency Operating Procedures
[ICorridor alignment and spacing X Lands and Realty
X Transmission and pipeline [JLands with wilderness characteristics
capacity concern [Livestock Grazing
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Agency Primary Concern/ | Length of Affected Corridor
ID Agency | Jurisdiction | County Opportunity (by Milepost [MP]) Source/Context BLM/FS Review and Analysis
ENERGY PLANNING CONCERNS
Location-Specific Physical Barrier
23-25 BLM Ridgecrest Kern, CA Corridor gap MP 5.0 to 20.0 GIS Analysis/Corridor gap along | Not a constraint. Proposed project
.001 FO, CA China Lake Naval Weapons siting and collocation alternatives
Center has center-pivot to address impacts would be
agriculture, an airport, and analyzed as part of the project
other development specific environmental analysis
required under NEPA and other
federal law.
23-25 BLM Ridgecrest Kern and Corridor gap MP 39.0to 41.5 GIS Analysis/Corridor gap is in Not a constraint. Impacts would
.002 FO, CA San line with towns of Randsburg be analyzed and mitigated as part
Bernardino and Johannesburg, and rugged | of the project specific
Counties, terrain limits the options for environmental analysis required
CA additional projects under NEPA and other federal law.
23-25 BLM Barstow FO, | San Existing MP 62.8 to 70.0 GIS Analysis/At least ten Not a constraint. Proposed project
.003 CA Bernardino, | infrastructure transmission lines and siting and collocation alternatives
CA pipelines occupy and cross the | to address impacts would be
corridor, limiting the options analyzed as part of the project
for additional projects specific environmental analysis
required under NEPA and other
federal law.
23-25 BLM Barstow FO, | San Corridor abruptly After MP 83.59 Abstract review Yes, this is a constraint. Although
.004 CA Bernardino, | ends without there is more public land past this
CA further designation MP, there is no corridor
designation south to Victorville.
Recommend future LUPs analyze
further public land for corridor
designation.
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Agency Primary Concern/ | Length of Affected Corridor
ID Agency | Jurisdiction | County Opportunity (by Milepost [MP]) Source/Context BLM/FS Review and Analysis
Jurisdictional Concern
23-25 DOD China Lake Kern Discontinuous MP 0.0 to 19.5 GIS Analysis/Discontinuous Not a constraint. This would be
.005 Naval County, CA section of corridor section of corridor includes analyzed and mitigated as part of
Weapons acres of DOD-administered the project specific environmental
Center lands that were studied in the analysis required under NEPA and
WWEC PEIS as part of this other federal law. However,
corridor, but were not recommend adjusting designation
designated. This 580-ft wide in future land use plans to current
strip is occupied by three jurisdiction (omit DoD
transmission lines. administered lands from the
designated corridor), possibly
through LUP amendment during
future project implementation.
23-25 DOD/BL | Boundary of | Boundary of | Edwards Air Force MP 67.5t0 79.6 GIS Analysis/Corridor abuts Not a constraint. Impacts would
.006 M Ridgecrest Kern and Base Edwards Air Force Base on the | be analyzed and mitigated as part
and Barstow | San west side. of the project specific
FOs, CA Bernardino environmental analysis required
Counties, under NEPA and other federal law.
CA
Transmission Capacity
23-25 BLM Barstow FO, | San Existing MP 62.8 to 70.0 GIS Analysis/At least ten Not a constraint. Proposed project
.007 CA Bernardino infrastructure transmission lines and siting and collocation alternatives
County, CA pipelines occupy and cross the | to address impacts would be

corridor, limiting the options
for additional projects

analyzed as part of the project
specific environmental analysis
required under NEPA and other
federal law.
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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

LAND MANAGEMENT RESPONSIBILITIES AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS

Ecology: Special Status Animal Species

23-25 MGS habitat Data needed RFI/Limit expansion of Not a constraint. Impacts would
.008 transmission and limit be analyzed and mitigated as part

additional road construction of the project specific

that would lead to OHV route environmental analysis required

proliferation in MGS modeled under NEPA and other federal law.

habitat. Consult the Desert

Manager’s Group regarding

parcels that are priority habitat

for MGS due to their

designation as “core” or

“linkage” areas, and reroute to

avoid impacts on these parcels.

Within MGS habitat, minimize

the area of disturbance and

avoid clearing of vegetation

and grading where possible
23-25 BLM Barstow FO, | Kern, San Desert tortoise MP 35.1 to 83.6 Settlement Agreement/ Not a constraint. Impacts would
.009 Ridgecrest Bernardino, | designated critical Consult with USFWS to avoid be analyzed and mitigated as part

FO CA habitat adverse modification to desert | of the project specific

tortoise designated critical environmental analysis required

habitat under NEPA and other federal law.
23-25 BLM Barstow FO, | Kern, San Desert tortoise MP 37.3to 83.6 GIS Analysis Not a constraint. Impacts would
.010 Ridgecrest Bernardino, | connectivity area be analyzed and mitigated as part

FO CA of the project specific

environmental analysis required
under NEPA and other federal law.
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Agency Primary Concern/ | Length of Affected Corridor
ID Agency | Jurisdiction | County Opportunity (by Milepost [MP]) Source/Context BLM/FS Review and Analysis

Ecology: Terrestrial Wildlife, Big Game, Non-Migratory Birds, and Aquati

c Biota

23-25 Desert tortoise Data needed RFI/Reroute to avoid siting new | Not a constraint. Impacts would
.011 connectivity area facilities in TCAs without be analyzed and mitigated as part
existing transmission, and of the project specific
minimize additional environmental analysis required
transmission siting in TCAs. If under NEPA and other federal law.
additional transmission is
permitted, site as close
together as possible and with
as little ground disturbance
and vegetation clearing as
possible. Reroute to avoid
siting new facilities in Priority 1
and 2 connectivity habitat
without existing transmission,
and minimize additional
transmission siting in these
areas. Use full mitigation
hierarchy to avoid, minimize,
and compensate for impacts
within 4 mi of TCAs and Priority
1 and 2 habitat
23-25 Wildlife Data needed RFI/Follow locally specific Not a constraint. Impacts would
.012 connectivity connectivity recommendations, | be analyzed and mitigated as part
such as those for the Southern | of the project specific
California Wildlands Linkages environmental analysis required
and Arizona Missing Linkages, under NEPA and other federal law.
to avoid connectivity impacts The Ridgecrest Portion of this
on desert bighorn sheep in the | corridor does not impact any
Mojave Desert desert bighorn sheep habitat or
connectivity.
23-25 Southern California | Data needed RFI/This corridor segment Not a constraint. Impacts would
.013 Wildlands Linkage intersects a Southern California | be analyzed and mitigated as part

Wildlands Linkage

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

Hydrology: Surface Water

23-25
.014

BLM

Ridgecrest
FO

Kern, CA

Intermittent
Stream: Dixie
Wash

MP 19.5

GIS Analysis/Intermittent
Stream: Dixie Wash crosses the
corridor in non-federal gap

Not a constraint. Impacts would
be analyzed and mitigated as part
of the project specific
environmental analysis required
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Agency Primary Concern/ | Length of Affected Corridor
ID Agency | Jurisdiction | County Opportunity (by Milepost [MP]) Source/Context BLM/FS Review and Analysis
under NEPA and other federal law.
Lands and Realty: Rights-of-Way and General Land Use

23-25 BLM Ridgecrest
.015 FO, Barstow
FO

Inyo, Kern,
and San
Bernardino,
CA

BLM jurisdiction

Scattered over full corridor
extent.

GIS Analysis/A total of 64 acres
which were originally
designated as part of this
corridor are no longer on
federal land according to the
5/12/2015 version of BLM
Surface Management Agency
data. These are all edge/sliver
polygons probably due to
revising BLM/non-BLM

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.

boundaries
Lands and Realty: Military and Civilian Aviation
23-25 BLM Ridgecrest Kern, CA Military Training MP 30.4 to 40.7 GIS Analysis Not a constraint. Impacts would
.016 FO Route — Instrument be analyzed and mitigated as part
Route of the project specific
environmental analysis required
under NEPA and other federal law.
23-25 BLM Ridgecrest Kern and Military Training MP 30.7t0 75.3 GIS Analysis Not a constraint. Impacts would
.017 FO, Barstow | San Route — Slow be analyzed and mitigated as part
FO Bernardino, | Speed Route of the project specific
CA environmental analysis required
under NEPA and other federal law.
Lands and Realty: Transportation
23-25 BLM Ridgecrest Inyo, Kern, U.S. Highway 395 Entire length of corridor GIS Analysis Not a constraint. Impacts would
.018 FO, Barstow | and San except MP 23.2 to 34.6 be analyzed and mitigated as part
FO Bernardino, of the project specific
CA environmental analysis required
under NEPA and other federal law.
23-25 BLM Barstow FO San State Highway 58 MP 67.3 GIS Analysis/State Highway 58 Not a constraint. Impacts would
.019 Bernardino, in non-federal gap be analyzed and mitigated as part
CA of the project specific
environmental analysis required
under NEPA and other federal law.
23-25 BLM Ridgecrest Kern, CA State Highway 178 | MP 17.9 GIS Analysis/State Highway 178 | Not a constraint. Impacts would
.020 FO in non-federal gap be analyzed and mitigated as part

of the project specific
environmental analysis required
under NEPA and other federal law.
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Agency Primary Concern/ | Length of Affected Corridor
ID Agency | Jurisdiction | County Opportunity (by Milepost [MP]) Source/Context BLM/FS Review and Analysis
State Highway 178 is not located
in the corridor at this portion.
23-25 BLM Ridgecrest Inyo, Kern, Railroad MP 0.0to 27.7,33.9to GIS Analysis Not a constraint. Impacts would
.021 FO, Barstow | and San 34.9,67.2t067.3 be analyzed and mitigated as part

FO

Bernardino,
CA

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

Specially Designated

Areas

23-25 BLM Barstow FO San West Mojave MP 61.9to0 63.4 GIS Analysis/West Mojave Not a constraint. Impacts would
.022 Bernardino, | Desert Ecological Desert Ecological Reserve is in be analyzed and mitigated as part
CA Reserve line with corridor in non- of the project specific
federal gap environmental analysis required
under NEPA and other federal law.
23-25 BLM Ridgecrest Inyo, Kern, California Desert Entire length of corridor MP | Settlement Agreement Not a constraint. Impacts would
.023 FO, Barstow | and San Conservation Area | 0.0to 83.6 be analyzed and mitigated as part
FO Bernardino, of the project specific
CA environmental analysis required
under NEPA and other federal law.
23-25 BLM Ridgecrest Kern, CA Western Rand MP 33.9 to 37.9 Settlement Agreement Not a constraint. Impacts would
.024 FO Mountains ACEC be analyzed and mitigated as part
of the project specific
environmental analysis required
under NEPA and other federal law.
23-25 BLM Ridgecrest Kern and Fremont-Kramer MP 33.9 to 38.8, 44.2 to Settlement Agreement Not a constraint. Impacts would
.025 FO, Barstow | San DWMA ACEC 83.6 be analyzed and mitigated as part

FO

Bernardino,
CA

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

DRECP Proposed Specially Designated Areas

23-25 BLM Ridgecrest | Kern, CA El Paso to Golden data BLM Not a constraint. Impacts would

.026 FO Wildlife Corridor be analyzed and mitigated as part
of the project specific
environmental analysis required
under NEPA and other federal law.

Visual Resources

23-25 BLM Ridgecrest | Kern, CA VRM Class Il Abuts corridor on either GIS Analysis Not a constraint. However,

.027 FO side, MP 24.3 to 33.9 restrictions would be applied
commensurate with designated
VRM class; development must be
in conformance with VRM
objectives outlined in BLM Manual
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Agency Primary Concern/ | Length of Affected Corridor
ID Agency | Jurisdiction | County Opportunity (by Milepost [MP]) Source/Context BLM/FS Review and Analysis
8400.
23-25 BLM Ridgecrest | Inyo, Kern, VRM Class llI MP 0.0to 2.9,3.9t05.2,6.7 | GIS Analysis Not a constraint. However,
.028 FO and San t07.9,20.1t062.8, restrictions would be applied

Bernardino,
CA

commensurate with designated
VRM class; development must be
in conformance with VRM
objectives outlined in BLM Manual
8400.

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; 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; OHV = off-highway vehicle; PEIS =
Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement; PFYC = Potential Fossil Yield Classification; RFI = Request for Information; 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.
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