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Corridor 46-269 
Bill Williams Corridor 

Introduction 
Corridor 46-269 extends northwest-southeast in west central Arizona from the junction with Corridors 41-46 and 46-270 south of Franconia, to west of Phoenix. 
Federally designated portions of this corridor are entirely on BLM-administered land, with a 5,280-ft-wide section from Milepost (MP) 0.0 to 42.9, and a 
10,650-ft-wide section from MP 42.9 to 93.7. It is designated as a multi-modal corridor that can accommodate both electrical transmission and pipeline projects, 
except for the section from MP 0.0 to 13.8 that is designated as underground only. The corridor spans a 93.7-mile distance, with 66.0 designated centerline 
miles. The designated area is 65,704 acres/103 square miles. This corridor is within Mohave, La Paz, and Maricopa counties in Arizona and within the BLM 
Kingman, Lake Havasu, and Hassayampa Field Offices (FOs). The corridor is partially in Priority Region 1 for 59 miles; however 34.7 miles of this corridor from MP 
59.0 to 93.7, in the Hassayampa FO, are in Priority Region 2. 

 

Figure 1. Corridor 46-269 (Key for Figures 1-2 can be found on the last page of the abstract) 
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Figure 2. Corridor 46-269, including existing energy infrastructure 
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Corridor Rationale 
During scoping for the West-wide Energy Corridor Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (WWEC PEIS), routes generally following this route were 
suggested by the Arizona Public Service Company, National Grid, and the Western Utility Group. Current infrastructure occupying parts of the corridor includes 
three Western Area Power Administration 230-kV transmission lines from MP 43.6 to 93.7, a Sempra natural gas pipeline from MP 0.0 to 47.4, and an El Paso 
Natural Gas Company pipeline from MP 0.0 to 4.1. Neither the Kingman, the Lake Havasu, nor the Hassayampa FOs had any comments about this corridor during 
interviews for the Corridor Study. No planned transmission lines within the corridor are shown in the Platts data. 

Corridor of Concern Status 
Corridor 46-269 is a Corridor of Concern. Concerns regarding proposed and designated Wilderness areas, Wild and Scenic Rivers, and Three Rivers Area 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 
☐Appropriate and acceptable uses 
☒WWEC Purpose (e.g., renewable 

energy) 
☐Transmission and pipeline 

capacity opportunity 
☒ Energy Planning Constraints  

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

capacity Concerns 

☒ 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 

 

  



Corridor 46-269 Section 368 Energy Corridor Regional Reviews - Region 1 September 2016 

4 
 

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  
WWEC Purpose 
46-269 
.001 

   Renewable energy 
potential 

 RFI/Could be a pathway 
to Vegas or California, 
but not identified as a 
priority by Arizona 
utilities or solar 
developers 

Opportunity 

46-269 
.002 

BLM Yuma FO, AZ Yuma, AZ Renewable Energy 
Development Area 
(REDA)  

 GIS Analysis/Nearest 
Transmission Corridor to 
a REDA per the 
Restoration Design 
Energy Project (RDEP) 

Opportunity 

ENERGY PLANNING CONCERNS  
 Corridor Alignment and Spacing 
46-269 
.003 

BLM Kingman 
and Lake 
Havasu FOs, 
AZ 

Mojave 
and La Paz, 
AZ 

Natural gas pipeline  MP 11.6 to 20.5, and 25.8 to 
31.6 

GIS Analysis/Natural gas 
pipeline crosses from 
one side of the corridor 
to the other. This may 
reduce the potential for 
additional development. 

Not a constraint. 

LAND MANAGEMENT RESPONSIBILITIES AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS 
Ecology: Special Status Animal Species 
46-269 
.004 

BLM Lake Havasu 
FO 

La Paz and 
Mohave, 
AZ 

Southwestern 
willow flycatcher 
critical habitat.   

MP 21.6 to MP 21.9 RFI/200m from 
Southwestern willow 
flycatcher critical 
habitat.  In non-federal 
corridor gap 

Not a constraint. If BLM determined 
there would be an effect it would 
consult under ESA Sec. 7(a)(2). 

46-269 
.005 

BLM Lake Havasu 
FO 

La Paz and 
Mohave, 
AZ 

Northern Mexican 
gartersnake critical 
habitat.  

MP 21.6 to MP 21.9 GIS Analysis/Northern 
Mexican gartersnake 
critical habitat. In non-
federal corridor gap 

Not a constraint. If BLM determined 
there would be an effect it would 
consult under ESA Sec. 7(a)(2). 

46-269 
.006 

BLM Lake Havasu 
FO and 
Hassayampa 
FO 

La Paz and 
Maricopa, 
AZ 

Sonoran Desert 
Tortoise category I 
or II habitat.  

MP 28.6 to 32.8, 43.1 to 49.2, 
61.3 to 69.0, 75.7 to 83.1 
 

RFI/Intersects Sonoran 
Desert Tortoise category 
I or II habitat. Re-route 
to avoid siting new 
facilities in this habitat 

Not a constraint. Desert tortoise is 
not listed along this corridor but is a 
BLM sensitive species subject to 
conservation measures. Because of 
the extent of tortoise habitat re-
routing is often not viable. 

Ecology: Terrestrial Wildlife, Big Game, Non-Migratory Birds,  and Aquatic Biota  
46-269    Connectivity Data needed RFI/Scored “Very High” Not a constraint.  
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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  

.007 flowlines risk to connectivity 
flowlines across the 
landscape and “High” 
risk to landscape 
permeability by 
Defenders of Wildlife. 
Re-route to avoid "Very 
High" risk to the number 
and magnitude of 
flowline crossings by 
WWEC segments. 
Where flowlines must 
unavoidably be crossed, 
minimize impact on 
connectivity. 

Hydrology: Surface Water 
46-269 
.008 

BLM Lake Havasu 
FO, Kingman 
FO, and 
Hassayampa 
FO 

Mohave, La 
Paz, and 
Maricopa, 
AZ 

Intermittent 
Stream: Castanada 
Wash, Cunningham 
Wash (in non-
federal gap), 
Centennial Wash, 
Jackrabbit Wash 

MP 3.2, 34.6, 52.6 to 55.0, 84.0 
to 93.7 

GIS Analysis Not a constraint. 

46-269 
.009 

BLM Lake Havasu 
FO 

Mohave, 
AZ 

Stream: Bill 
Williams River  

MP 21.8 GIS Analysis/Bill Williams 
River crosses in non-
federal gap 

Not a constraint. 

Lands and Realty: Rights-of-Way and General Land Use 
46-269 
.010 

BLM Kingman FO, 
Lake Havasu 
FO, and 
Hassayampa 
FO 

Mohave, La 
Paz, and 
Maricopa, 
AZ 

BLM jurisdiction Scattered over full corridor 
extent 

GIS Analysis/128 acres 
were originally 
designated as part of 
this corridor but are on 
private or state 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 
boundaries. 

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, 
consider adjusting designation in 
future land use plans to current 
jurisdiction, possibly through LUP 
amendment during future project 
implementation. 
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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  

Lands and Realty: Military and Civilian Aviation 
46-269 
.011 

BLM Kingman FO, 
Lake Havasu 
FO, and 
Hassayampa 
FO 

Mohave, La 
Paz, and 
Maricopa, 
AZ 

Military Training 
Route – Visual 
Route 

MP 3.1 to 28.1, 31.2 to 37.0, 
39.0 to MP 52.2, 92.1 to 93.7 

GIS Analysis Not a constraint. Adherence to IOPs 
would be required. 

46-269 
.012 

BLM Kingman FO, 
Lake Havasu 
FO, and 
Hassayampa 
FO 

Mohave, La 
Paz, and 
Maricopa, 
AZ 

Military Training 
Route – Instrument 
Route 

MP 3.3 to 10.7, MP 31.2 to 
37.0, MP 46.2 to 56.1 

GIS Analysis Not a constraint. Adherence to IOPs 
would be required such as noted 
above. 

Lands and Realty: Transportation 
46-269 
.013 

BLM Lake Havasu 
FO and 
Hassayampa 
FO 

La Paz and 
Maricopa, 
AZ 

Railroad  MP 59.9 GIS Analysis/Railroad in 
non-federal corridor gap 

Not a constraint. Coordination with 
railroad right-of-way holder would 
be required. 

46-269 
.014 

BLM Lake Havasu 
FO and 
Hassayampa 
FO 

La Paz and 
Maricopa, 
AZ 

US Highway 60  MP 60.5 GIS Analysis Not a constraint. Consistent with 
BLM right-of-way regulations, 
notification to adjacent ROW 
holders would occur. 

Specially Designated Areas  
46-269 
.015 

    Citizens Proposed 
Wilderness (CPW) 
units 

Data needed RFI/Intersects the edge 
of several Citizens 
Proposed Wilderness 
(CPW) units, including 
Black Butte East, Black 
Butte West, Harcuvar 
Mountains Additions, 
East Belmont 
Mountains, West 
Belmont Mountains, 
Harquahala Addition, 
the proposed 
Harquahala National 
Conservation Area and 
two units of the 
Swansea Additions. 

Under review. 

46-269 
.016 

BLM Kingman FO Mohave, 
AZ 

Aubrey Peak 
Wilderness Area 

Abuts corridor on north side, 
MP 7.4 to 12.4 

GIS Analysis Not a constraint. When wilderness 
was designated in 1990 under the 
AZ Desert Wilderness Act many 
boundaries were the area to the 
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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  

ROW or ROW with some buffer so it 
isn't surprising that the corridor 
abuts wilderness. 

46-269 
.017 

BLM Kingman FO 
and Lake 
Havasu FO 

La Paz and 
Mohave, 
AZ 

Three Rivers ACEC Mostly within non-federal 
corridor gap, but small portions 
intersect corridor, MP 20.6 to 
22.8 

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

46-269 
.018 

BLM Hassayampa 
FO 

Maricopa, 
AZ 
 

Harquahala ACEC MP 62.4 to 68.2 RFI Not a constraint. Impacts on the 
ACEC would be analyzed and 
mitigated as part of the project 
specific environmental analysis 
required under NEPA and other 
federal law. 

46-269 
.019 

BLM Hassayampa 
FO 

Maricopa, 
AZ 

Black Butte ACEC MP 75.6 to 80.6 RFI Not a constraint. Impacts on the 
ACEC would be analyzed and 
mitigated as part of the project 
specific environmental analysis 
required under NEPA and other 
federal law. 

Visual Resources 
46-269 
.020 

BLM Kingman FO, 
Lake Havasu 
FO, and 
Hassayampa 
FO 

Mohave, La 
Paz, and 
Maricopa, 
AZ 

VRM Class IV MP 0.0 to 7.3, 9.9 to 18.5, 32.5 
to 45.1, 53.8 to 61.7, 68.7, 93.7 

GIS Analysis Not a constraint; meets VRM Class 
IV 

46-269 
.021 

BLM Kingman FO, 
Lake Havasu 
FO, and 
Hassayampa 
FO 

Mohave, La 
Paz, and 
Maricopa, 
AZ 

VRM Class III MP 6.8 to 10.1, 13.9 to 21.8, 
22.8 to 34.6, 42.3 to 56.1, 60.3 
to 69.4 

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. 

46-269 
.022 

BLM Kingman FO Mohave, 
AZ 

VRM Class I Abuts corridor on north side, 
MP 7.4 to 12.4 

GIS Analysis Under review 

46-269 
.023 

BLM Kingman FO, 
Lake Havasu 
FO, and 
Hassayampa 
FO 

Mohave, La 
Paz, and 
Maricopa, 
AZ 

VRM Class II MP 8.0 to 9.0, 13.9 to 16.0, 
16.6 to 22.8, 27.0 to 27.7, 61.9 
to 68.6, 78.4 to 88.5 

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. 
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Abbreviations: ACEC = Area of Critical Environmental Concern; BLM = Bureau of Land Management; BOR = Bureau of Reclamation; CPW = Citizens Proposed Wilderness; 
ESA = Endangered Species Act; FO = Field Office; FS = Forest Service; IOP = Interagency Operating Procedures; GIS = geographic information system; MP = milepost; 
NPS = National Park Service; NWR = National Wildlife Refuge; PEIS = Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement; RDEP = Restoration Design Energy Project; 
REDA = Renewable Energy Development Area; RFI = Request for Information; SEZ = Solar Energy Zone; TCA = Tortoise Conservation Area; USFWS = U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service; VRM = Visual Resource Management; WECC = Western Energy Coordinating Council; WWEC = West-wide Energy Corridor 
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