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INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes (ARS) 40-360 et seq., Selma Energy Center, LLC (Applicant), an
indirect, wholly owned subsidiary of NextEra Energy Resources, LLC (NEER), is seeking a Certificate of
Environmental Compatibility (CEC) for its proposed Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project
(Interconnection Project). The Interconnection Project is a proposed 230-kilovolt (kV) alternating current
generation intertie transmission line (gen-tie). The gen-tie will be located above- and underground and
connect the proposed Selma Energy Center, an up to 150-megawatt (MW) solar photovoltaic facility with
an up to 150-MW battery storage system (Energy Facility), to the existing Salt River Project (SRP) Vah Ki
Substation. The Interconnection Project is designed to deliver power from the Energy Facility project
substation (Project Substation) to the regional electric grid.

The Interconnection Project will be located on private lands within the city of Coolidge and unincorporated
Pinal County, except for three canal rights-of-way (ROWSs) and one highway ROW. The Energy Facility
will be located on private lands within the city of Coolidge and unincorporated Pinal County, except for
one canal ROW. The Applicant proposes to construct and operate the Interconnection Project to connect
the Energy Facility to the regional electrical grid.

The Energy Facility and Project Substation are noted in this CEC application for contextual purposes only.
The Applicant is not requesting a CEC for the Energy Facility or the Project Substation. Additionally, as
further detailed in the “Interconnection Project Overview” section of this Application, a portion of the
Interconnection Project may be underground. Any portion of the gen-tie that is constructed underground
would not be subject to the jurisdiction of the Arizona Power Plant and Transmission Line Siting
Committee.

The Applicant is a wholly owned indirect subsidiary of NEER, which is a subsidiary of NextEra Energy,
Inc. NEER is a global leader in renewable energy and is the largest generator of renewable energy in wind
and solar resources in North America.

The Interconnection Project was included in the Applicant’s Ten-Year Plan filed on January 31, 2024, in
Docket E-99999A-23-0016. Project construction is anticipated to begin in late 2026, with an expected
commercial operations date in late 2027.

Interconnection Project Overview

The Interconnection Project consists of a 230-kV alternating current gen-tie. The Interconnection Project
will connect a proposed new Project Substation, located adjacent to the up to 150-MW Energy Facility, to
the existing Vah Ki Substation located northeast of the Energy Facility along State Route 87 (SR 87)
(Figure 1).

The Applicant requests approval of a CEC Corridor that is generally 1,000 feet wide for the southern portion
of the gen-tie and up to 2,134 feet wide for the northern end of the gen-tie, as described below (CEC
Corridor). An approximately 150-foot-wide ROW will be established within the CEC Corridor. Should the
Applicant need to underground a segment of the Interconnection Project, an approximately 75-foot-wide
temporary ROW and a 50-foot-wide permanent ROW will be needed within the 150-foot-wide ROW that
will be located in the CEC Corridor. The requested CEC Corridor extends 500 feet to each side of the
Interconnection Project centerline. The CEC Corridor is described in more detail below and includes private
property along with ROWSs from the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), San Carlos Irrigation
and Drainage District (SCIDD), and Hohokam Irrigation and Drainage District (HIDD).

The Applicant anticipates that structures for the Interconnection Project will be spaced between 100 and
1,000 feet apart (maximum span length will be 1,000 feet), depending on structure type, terrain, turns,
transitions from and to underground, connections into the Project Substation and Vah Ki Substation, and
other factors. The transmission structures for the Interconnection Project are expected to be approximately
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60 to 110 feet tall and will be made of weathering steel and either self-supporting or guyed. The structure
types proposed for the Interconnection Project are anticipated to include tangent monopoles, dead-end
monopoles, riser dead-end monopoles, and A-frame dead end. The Applicant may, depending on final
engineering design, install up to 1.1 miles of the gen-tie underground. Where the underground segment is
necessary, the Applicant will install overhead-to-underground transition structures (riser and/or A-frame
dead end) at each end of the underground segment. Because the underground segment has not been fully
designed and the extent of the underground portion is not known, the CEC Corridor requested is for the full
length of the Interconnection Project route (from the Project Substation to the Vah Ki Substation).
The Applicant also notes that minor design characteristics for the Interconnection Project may be refined
during the final engineering phase. Representative diagrams of the anticipated Interconnection Project
structures are included in Exhibit G.

The Interconnection Project is sited adjacent to existing linear features, including roadways (SR 87 and
East Selma Highway), a railroad (Union Pacific Railroad), existing energy (solar) facilities (Saint Solar and
Storey Energy Center, both owned and operated by affiliates of the Applicant), and other distribution and
high-voltage transmission lines. The Interconnection Project will parallel East Selma Highway on the south
side of the highway and an existing, up to 69-kV distribution line located on the north side of the highway
for approximately 3,200 feet (100% of the alignment along East Selma Highway). Along SR 87, the
Interconnection Project will parallel SR 87, the existing Saint Solar Project, and an existing, up to 69-kV
distribution line for up to approximately 2,500 feet, depending on the Interconnection Project route selected,
which is described in greater detail below.

Interconnection Project Route

The proposed route for the Interconnection Project starts at the Project Substation within the Energy
Facility. The Project Substation will be located approximately 0.6 mile west of SR 87, on the south side of
East Selma Highway.

From the Project Substation, the Interconnection Project will proceed east for approximately 0.6 mile before
crossing SR 87 at an angle (northeast) as coordinated with ADOT and then turning north at the intersection
of East Selma Highway and SR 87. The Interconnection Project will cross a SCIDD irrigation canal and
proceed north for approximately 1 mile along the east side of SR 87. From here, the Interconnection Project
has a route preferred by the Applicant (Interconnection Project — Preferred Route) and a potential subroute
option (Interconnection Project — Subroute Option). Only one of these routes will be constructed. Both the
Interconnection Project — Preferred Route and Interconnection Project — Subroute Option could use either
Option A or Option B described further below.

INTERCONNECTION PROJECT - PREFERRED ROUTE

After the Interconnection Project route proceeds north for approximately 1 mile along the east side of SR
87, the Interconnection Project — Preferred Route will continue to proceed north along the east side of SR
87 for approximately 0.5 mile. The Interconnection Project — Preferred Route will cross a HIDD irrigation
canal and the proposed SunZia Transmission, LLC (SunZia) ROW (see Exhibit A-2 for SunZia ROW
location) and the existing ROW for TEP’s Pinal Central — Tortolita 500-kV line along this segment of the
Interconnection Project. The Interconnection Project — Preferred Route from this point includes two options
(Option A and Option B) for entering the existing Vah Ki Substation (the Interconnection Project point of
interconnection [POI]) that are described in greater detail below. The Applicant is working closely with
SRP to determine the interconnection details for connecting into the existing Vah Ki Substation for both
options. Of the two options described below, only one option will be selected and built by the Applicant.

The Applicant proposes to cross the SR 87 ADOT ROW at Selma Highway as an overhead line and is
working closely with ADOT to identify an acceptable engineering solution for crossing the state highway.
The Applicant also proposes to cross existing SCIDD and HIDD canals and their ROWs. The Applicant is
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working closely with these irrigation districts to identify acceptable engineering solutions for crossing these
facilities. Additionally, the Interconnection Project — Preferred Route will cross the SunZia ROW.
The Applicant is working with SunZia to identify an acceptable engineering solution for this crossing
(which may include undergrounding the Applicant’s gen-tie as it crosses the SunZia ROW).

As noted previously, a portion of this Interconnection Project — Preferred Route may be installed
underground depending on final engineering design and coordination with SunZia. Figure 1 shows the
Interconnection Project — Preferred Route.

INTERCONNECTION PROJECT — SUBROUTE OPTION

After the Interconnection Project route proceeds north for approximately 1 mile along the east side of SR
87, the Interconnection Project — Subroute Option will then turn east. From SR 87, the Interconnection
Project — Subroute Option will extend east for 0.25 mile and then extend north for 0.1 mile across HIDD
and SCIDD irrigation canals. From there, the Interconnection Project — Subroute Option will extend
northwest at roughly a 45-degree angle for approximately 0.3 mile across the proposed SunZia ROW (see
Exhibit A-2 for SunZia ROW location) and the existing ROW for TEP’s Pinal Central — Tortolita 500-kV
line and then back to a point near the east side of SR 87 and back onto the Interconnection Project —
Preferred Route alignment. Next, the route will extend north along SR 87, along the east side of the
highway, for approximately 0.25 mile. The Interconnection Project — Subroute Option route from this point
includes two options (Option A and Option B) for entering the existing Vah Ki Substation (the
Interconnection Project POI) that are described in greater detail below. The Applicant is working closely
with SRP to determine the interconnection details for connecting into the existing Vah Ki Substation for
both options. Of the two options described below, only one option will be selected and built by the
Applicant.

The Applicant proposes to cross the SR 87 ADOT ROW at Selma Highway as an overhead line and is
working closely with ADOT to identify an acceptable engineering solution for crossing the state highway.
The Applicant also proposes to cross existing SCIDD and HIDD canals and their ROWSs. The Applicant is
working closely with these irrigation districts to identify acceptable engineering solutions for crossing these
facilities. Additionally, the Interconnection Project will cross the SunZia ROW. The Applicant is working
with SunZia to identify an acceptable engineering solution for this crossing (which may include
undergrounding the Applicant’s Interconnection Project as it crosses the SunZia ROW).

As noted previously, a portion of this Interconnection Project — Subroute Option route may be installed
underground depending on final engineering design and coordination with SunZia. Figure 1 shows the
Interconnection Project — Subroute Option.

INTERCONNECTION PROJECT ROUTE - OPTION A

The proposed route for the Interconnection Project route — Option A (Option A) starts at SR 87, just north
of the proposed SunZia Transmission ROW and existing ROW for TEP’s Pinal Central — Tortolita 500-kV
line. Option A extends north along the east side of SR 87 for approximately 0.5 mile before turning east
into the Saint Solar field. Option A will extend east for approximately 0.25 mile before turning south for
approximately 0.1 mile to connect into the Vah Ki Substation.

The Applicant will need to enter the Saint Solar property, property that Applicant’s affiliate owns for the
purpose of operating the Saint Solar project. As noted previously, a portion of the Option A route may be
installed underground depending on final engineering design. Figure 1 shows the Option A route.

INTERCONNECTION PROJECT ROUTE - OPTION B

The proposed route for the Interconnection Project route — Option B (Option B) starts at SR 87, just north
of the proposed SunZia ROW and existing ROW for TEP’s Pinal Central — Tortolita 500-kV line. Option
B extends north along the east side of SR 87 for approximately 0.25 mile before turning east into the Saint
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Solar field. Option B weaves into the Saint Solar field, extending towards the Vah Ki Substation; the route
will extend approximately 0.1 mile northeast and then approximately 0.1 mile east, turning north and
extending north for 0.1 mile. From the northwest corner of the Vah Ki Substation, the route will extend east
for approximately 0.05 mile to connect into the Vah Ki Substation.

As with Option A, the Applicant will need to enter the Saint Solar property. As noted previously, a portion
of the Option B route may be installed underground depending on final engineering design. Figure 1 shows
the Option B route.

Requested CEC Corridor

The Applicant requests approval of a CEC Corridor that is generally 1,000 feet wide, extending 500 feet on
either side of the Interconnection Project centerline (including Interconnection Project — Preferred Route,
Interconnection Project — Subroute Option, and Options A and B). For the aboveground portion of the
Interconnection Project, an approximately 150-foot-wide ROW will be established within the CEC
Corridor. For the potentially underground portion of the Interconnection Project, an approximately 75-foot-
wide temporary ROW and a 50-foot-wide permanent ROW will be needed within the 150-foot-wide ROW
that will be located in the CEC Corridor. Since the potentially underground portion of the Interconnection
Project will not be finalized until final engineering design, the Applicant is requesting approval of the entire
Interconnection Project (including Interconnection Project — Preferred Route, Interconnection Project —
Subroute Option, and Options A and B).

At its southern terminus, the CEC Corridor begins as the Interconnection Project exits the Project Substation
near the northeastern portion of the Energy Facility. The CEC Corridor begins as an approximately
1,000-foot-wide corridor (with 500 feet being on each side of the Interconnection Project centerline) on
privately owned land on parcel 40148001 A. The CEC Corridor continues for approximately 2,620 feet east
before heading northeast for approximately 753 feet. Then, the CEC Corridor heads north for approximately
4,833 feet, continuing to be approximately 1,000 feet wide. At this point, the CEC Corridor expands to a
total of 2,134 feet wide for approximately 5,034 feet. This expansion is inclusive of Options A and B,
providing siting flexibility for the Interconnection Project as well as proper siting as it enters into the Vah
Ki Substation. Additionally, the expanded CEC Corridor provides flexibility for the Applicant to safely site
the Interconnection Project around and through the existing Saint Solar Project, which the Applicant’s
affiliate currently owns and operates.

The requested CEC Corridor is in the Township, Range, and Sections identified in Table 1. In total, the
requested CEC Corridor is approximately 418 acres, all of which is private property. Regarding land
jurisdiction, approximately 241 acres (58%) are in the city of Coolidge and 177 acres (42%) are in
unincorporated Pinal County. The requested CEC Corridor is displayed in Figure 2.

Table 1. Requested CEC Corridor Location

Township Range Section
7S 8E 3
7S 8E 4
6S 8E 27
6S 8E 28
6S 8E 33
6S 8E 34
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Proposed Interconnection

The POI for the Interconnection Project is the existing Vah Ki Substation. The existing Vah Ki Substation
will require modification or addition of equipment to allow for the Interconnection Project. The Applicant
will ensure this work is performed in accordance with applicable electric utility standards. In addition, the
Applicant is working closely with SRP to identify modifications, additions, and specific interconnection
needs.

The Vah Ki Substation is owned and operated by SRP. To interconnect to the regional electric grid, the
Applicant must execute a Large Generator Interconnection Agreement with SRP. As part of the
interconnection agreement process, SRP completed a system impact study (SIS) to assess the need for
transmission system upgrades triggered by the Interconnection Project. A facilities study (FAS) is
anticipated to be completed by November 2024. The Applicant filed an interconnection request with SRP
in December 2023. The Large Generator Interconnection Agreement will require the Applicant to support
an appropriate share of system upgrades identified through the SIS and FAS that are deemed necessary to
ensure the safe and reliable operation of the regional transmission system. Any new equipment and other
upgrades required at the Vah Ki Substation will be performed in accordance with applicable utility
standards.

The Vah Ki Substation is in Township 6S, Range 8E, Section 27.

Energy Facility Description

The Energy Facility is a renewable energy generating station that includes an approximately up to 150-MW
solar photovoltaic generating station and approximately up to 150-MW battery energy storage system.
The Energy Facility is proposed on approximately 1,053 acres of private property located within the city of
Coolidge and unincorporated Pinal County. A conditional use permit has already been issued for the portion
of the Energy Facility in the city of Coolidge (793 acres). A non-major comprehensive plan amendment,
zone change, and Planned Area Development (PAD) will be required from Pinal County for the 260 acres
within unincorporated Pinal County. The Applicant is currently pursuing a non-major comprehensive plan
amendment, zone change, and PAD for the unincorporated Pinal County portion of the Energy Facility.

The Energy Facility will include arrays of solar photovoltaic panels on fixed support structures or trackers,
lower-voltage (e.g., 34.5-kV) collection lines, inverter stations, and transformers. The battery energy
storage system will involve steel enclosures housing lithium-ion battery cells. The enclosures will also
involve cooling systems and intelligent fire detection systems. Final specifications for the Energy Facility
will ultimately be determined by off-taker preference and contract terms.

The Energy Facility does not require a CEC because it is not a “plant” as defined in ARS 40-360(9).
Therefore, the Applicant is describing the Energy Facility for contextual purposes only.

Project Substation

The purpose of the Project Substation is to increase the voltage of electricity generated by the Energy
Facility to match the POI. The electricity generated or stored by the Energy Facility will travel through
lower-voltage (e.g., 34.5-kV) collector lines to the Project Substation, where power transformers will
increase the voltage for delivery onto the SRP system via the Interconnection Project. The Project
Substation will include major equipment such as step-up power transformers, buses and circuit breakers,
disconnect switches, control house, and riser structures (e.g., an H-frame or A-frame structure).
All collector lines will terminate at the Project Substation.

The Project Substation is proposed on private property in Township 7S, Range 8E, Section 4. The Applicant
is not requesting authorization for the Project Substation due to the current interpretation of the Commission
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and the Siting Committee that a substation does not require a CEC under ARS 40-360(10). Therefore, the
Applicant is describing the Project Substation for contextual purposes only.

Purpose and Need

The Interconnection Project is needed to deliver renewable energy from the Energy Facility to the regional
electric transmission grid. The purpose of this CEC application is to secure approval for the Interconnection
Project that will connect the Energy Facility to the regional transmission system at the existing Vah Ki
Substation. Adding renewable energy projects meets several objectives at the local, state, and federal levels,
including the need for additional energy supplies to serve the region and the priority placed on meeting this
need with clean, renewable energy.

The Interconnection Project has been identified as an optimal location based on the recognized need to
interconnect renewable energy sources to local electrical utilities, the existence of compatible adjacent and
nearby land uses, and the proximity to the existing Vah Ki Substation. The location reduces the need for a
long gen-tie and sites the proposed facilities in an area of existing compatible land uses.

Environmental and Public Siting Process

Siting Process

The Applicant’s siting process for the Interconnection Project focused on identifying a reasonably direct
route between the Energy Facility and the SRP Vah Ki Substation. The Applicant sought to minimize
environmental impacts and expenses by choosing direct routing where possible, while accounting for
existing land use and infrastructure. The Interconnection Project — Preferred Route and Interconnection
Project — Subroute Option, with either Option A or Option B, are all sited entirely on previously disturbed
private land with existing or planned compatible land uses.

The Interconnection Project is proposed to be sited adjacent to existing infrastructure, including roadways,
canals, a railroad (Union Pacific Railroad), distribution and high voltage transmission lines, and within an
existing solar facility (Saint Solar) that is owned by the Applicant’s affiliate. The construction of the
Interconnection Project adjacent to existing facilities and other existing renewable energy developments
will help consolidate energy infrastructure and minimize the overall impact of the Interconnection Project.

Public Outreach Process

The Applicant coordinated with property owners, agencies, and other stakeholders to present information
about the Interconnection Project and Energy Facility. The Applicant provided multiple ways to submit
comments during the outreach process. In summary, outreach activities included an informational mailing
to stakeholders, establishing a project website and dedicated points of contact for the project team, running
newspaper and digital advertisements for the Interconnection Project, and hosting an in-person open house.
Additional information regarding the Applicant's public outreach is provided in Exhibit J of this
Application.

Summary of Environmental Compatibility

After conducting an environmental analysis and minimizing or avoiding environmental impacts based on
the factors outlined in ARS 40-360.06, the Applicant believes the Interconnection Project to be
environmentally compatible. The Interconnection Project will use little water and will produce no carbon
or other emissions while working to meet Arizona’s growing electricity demand.
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Additionally, as discussed in the following sections, the Interconnection Project:
o will be compatible with existing plans in the vicinity of the proposed site,
e will not disturb any areas of unique biological wealth and will not impact special-status species,
e will have limited visual effects,
o will not disturb any known archaeological or historical sites of significance,
e will not affect any recreation opportunities in the area, and

e is not anticipated to result in significant impacts associated with noise or signal interference.

Conclusion

This Application includes the environmental analysis and documentation relevant to the Interconnection
Project as specified by Arizona Administrative Code Rule R 14-3-219. This Application includes the
environmental analysis and documentation relevant to the Interconnection Project and minimizing
environmental impacts, and the Applicant believes the Interconnection Project is environmentally
compatible. The Applicant further believes that the Interconnection Project is in the public interest because
the Energy Facility’s contribution to meeting the need for an adequate, economical, and reliable supply of
electric power outweighs the impact of the Interconnection Project on the environment and ecology of the
state. The Applicant therefore respectfully requests that the Arizona Power Plant and Transmission Line
Siting Committee grant, and the Arizona Corporation Commission approve, a CEC for the Interconnection
Project.
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Application For

Certificate of Environmental Compatibility

1. Name and address of the Applicant

Selma Energy Center, LLC
700 Universe Boulevard
Juno Beach, FL 33408

2. Name, address, and telephone number of a representative of the applicant who has access to
technical knowledge and background information concerning this application, and who will be
available to answer questions or furnish additional information

Ashley Johnson

Project Manager, Development
Selma Energy Center, LLC

700 Universe Boulevard

Juno Beach, FL 33408
561-601-7072
Ashley.Johnson@nexteraenergy.com

3. Date on which the applicant filed a Ten Year Plan in compliance with A.R.S. § 40-360.02, in which
the facilities for which this application is made were described

The Applicant filed a Ten Year Plan in Docket E-99999A-23-0016 on January 31, 2024.

4. Description of the proposed facility, including:
a. With respect to an electric generating plant:

The Interconnection Project does not include an electrical generating plant as defined in ARS 40-
360(9).

b. With respect to a proposed transmission line:

i. Nominal voltage for which the line is designed; description of the proposed structures and
switchyards or substations associated therewith; and purpose for constructing said
transmission line

(1) Nominal voltage:

The nominal voltage for the proposed Interconnection Project is 230-kV alternating
current, single circuit.

(2) Description of the proposed structures:

The Interconnection Project will be constructed using weathering steel monopole and
multipole structures, with an estimated 28 feet of ground clearance. Near the Vah Ki
Substation, the Interconnection Project will use dead-end structures. The transmission
structures are expected to have an aboveground height of 60 to 110 feet and will be spaced
100 to 1,000 feet apart. The estimated structure count for this project is approximately
30 structures, which is subject to change pending detailed design. Conceptual drawings for
typical structure types can be found in Exhibit G.
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(3) Description of proposed switchyards and substations:

The approximately 30-acre Project Substation will be located at the northeast corner of the
Energy Facility. The Project Substation will convert power from 34.5 kV to 230 kV.
The Project Substation will include a control enclosure, 34.5-kV switchgear, two step-up
power transformers to increase the voltage to 230 kV, disconnect switches, bus and line
bay, and an A-frame or H-frame dead-end structure. Consistent with the positions of the
Commission and the Siting Committee that a substation does not require a CEC under ARS
40-360(10), the Applicant is not requesting authorization for a CEC for the Project
Substation.

The switchyard will be located in the existing Vah Ki Substation.
(4) Purpose for constructing said transmission line:

The purpose of the Interconnection Project is to deliver electrical power generated by a
new approximately 150-MW photovoltaic solar energy generating facility and stored by a
new approximately 150-MW battery energy storage facility to the regional transmission
grid for customer use.

ii. Description of geographical points between which the transmission line will run the
straight-line distance between such points and the length of the transmission line for each
alternative route for which the application is made

(1) Description of geographical points between which the transmission line will run:
Interconnection Project Route

The Project Substation is proposed to be in the northeast corner of parcel 40148002A, in
the northwest quarter of Section 4, Township 7 South, Range 8 East. The Interconnection
Project will originate at the Project Substation within the Energy Facility, located
approximately 1 mile west of the intersection of SR 87, south of Selma Highway.
The Interconnection Project will proceed east for approximately 0.6 mile before crossing
SR 87 at an angle and then turn north at the intersection of East Selma Highway and SR 87.
The Interconnection Project will cross a SCIDD irrigation canal and proceed north for
approximately 1 mile along the east side of SR 87. From here, the Interconnection Project
has a route preferred by the Applicant (Interconnection Project — Preferred Route) and a
potential subroute option (Interconnection Project — Subroute Option). Only one of these
routes will be constructed. Both the Interconnection Project — Preferred Route and
Interconnection Project — Subroute Option could use either Option A or Option B described
further below.

Interconnection Project — Preferred Route

After the Interconnection Project route proceeds north for approximately 1 mile along the
east side of SR 87, the Interconnection Project — Preferred Route will continue to proceed
north along the east side of SR 87 for approximately 0.5 mile. The Interconnection Project
— Preferred Route will cross a HIDD irrigation canal and will cross the proposed SunZia
Transmission ROW and the existing ROW for TEP’s Pinal Central — Tortolita 500-kV line
along this segment of the Interconnection Project. The Interconnection Project — Preferred
Route from this point includes two options for entering the existing Vah Ki Substation (the
Interconnection Project POI) that are described in greater detail below. Of the two options
described below, only one option will be selected and built by the Applicant.
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Interconnection Project — Subroute Option

After the Interconnection Project route proceeds north for approximately 1 mile along the
east side of SR 87, the Interconnection Project — Subroute Option will then turn east. From
SR 87, the Interconnection Project — Subroute Option will extend east for 0.25 mile and
then extend north for 0.1 mile across HIDD and SCIDD irrigation canals. From there, the
Interconnection Project — Subroute Option will extend northwest at roughly a 45-degree
angle for approximately 0.3 mile across the proposed SunZia Transmission ROW and the
existing ROW for TEP’s Pinal Central — Tortolita 500-kV line and then back to a point
near the east side of SR 87 and back onto the Interconnection Project — Preferred Route
alignment. Next, the route will extend north along SR 87, along the east side of the
highway, for approximately 0.25 mile. The Interconnection Project — Subroute Option
route from this point includes Option A and Option B for entering the existing Vah Ki
Substation (the Interconnection Project POI) that are described in greater detail below.
Of the two options described below, only one option will be selected and built by the
Applicant.

Interconnection Project Route — Option A

The proposed route for Option A starts at SR 87, just north of the proposed SunZia
Transmission ROW and existing ROW for TEP’s Pinal Central — Tortolita 500-kV line.
Option A extends north along the east side of SR 87 for approximately 0.5 mile before
turning east into the Saint Solar field. Option A extends east for approximately 0.25 mile
before turning south for approximately 0.1 mile to connect into the Vah Ki Substation.

Interconnection Project Route — Option B

The proposed route for Option B starts at SR 87, just north of the proposed SunZia
Transmission ROW and existing ROW for TEP’s Pinal Central — Tortolita 500-kV line.
Option B extends north along the east side of SR 87 for approximately 0.25 mile before
turning east into the Saint Solar field. Option B weaves into the Saint Solar field, extending
towards the Vah Ki Substation; the route extends approximately 0.1 mile northeast and
then approximately 0.1 mile east before turning and extending north for 0.1 mile. From the
northwest corner of the Vah Ki Substation, the route extends east for approximately
0.05 mile to connect into the Vah Ki Substation.

(2) Straight-line distance between such points:

For the Interconnection Project, the straight-line distance between the Energy Facility and
the existing Vah Ki Substation is approximately 1.7 miles.

(3) Length of the transmission line for each alternative route:

The length of the Interconnection Project — Preferred Route with Option A is approximately
2.6 miles.

The length of the Interconnection Project — Preferred Route with Option B is approximately
2.3 miles.

The length of the Interconnection Project — Subroute Option with Option A is
approximately 2.9 miles.

The length of the Interconnection Project — Subroute Option with Option B is
approximately 2.6 miles.

Selma Energy Center, LLC Application - 3 September 2024
Interconnection Project
CEC Application — Application Form



ili. Nominal width of right-of-way required, nominal length of spans, maximum height of
supporting structures and minimum height of conductor above ground

(1) Nominal width of right-of-way required:

The Interconnection Project ROW will be up to 150 feet wide within the requested CEC
Corridor. The ROW is being requested to facilitate landowner coordination, allow for
minor adjustments to the location of structures to achieve site-specific mitigation
objectives, and meet site-specific engineering requirements.

(2) Nominal length of spans:

The span length between structures will vary depending on terrain, constraints, and other
factors but will be approximately 100-1,000 feet.

(3) Maximum height of supporting structures:

The maximum height above existing grade of the supporting structures is anticipated to be
approximately 110 feet.

(4) Minimum height of conductor above ground:
The minimum height of conductor above the existing grade will be 28 feet.

iv. To the extent available, the estimated costs of proposed transmission line and route, stated
separately. (If application contains alternative routes, furnish an estimate for each route
and a brief description of the reasons for any variations in such estimates.)

The estimated cost of the Interconnection Project — Preferred Route with Option A is
approximately $14.5 to $18 million.

The estimated cost of the Interconnection Project — Preferred Route with Option B is
approximately $14.5 to $18 million.

The estimated cost of the Interconnection Project — Subroute Option with Option A is
approximately $20.5 to $25 million.

The estimated cost of the Interconnection Project — Subroute Option with Option B is
approximately $20.5 to $25 million.

v. Description of proposed route and switchyard locations. (If application contains
alternative routes, list routes in order of applicant’s preference with a summary of
reasons for such order of preference and any changes such alternative routes would
require in the plans reflected in (i) through (iv) hereof.)

The Interconnection Project routes are described generally in (ii) above and are depicted in
Figure 1. The Applicant’s most preferred route is the Interconnection Project — Preferred Route
with Option A as it the most direct path between the Energy Facility and the Vah Ki Substation
that minimizes conflicts with existing and planned utility ROW while requiring the least
amount of engineering solutions to design. The Applicant’s second most preferred route is the
Interconnection Project — Preferred Route with Option B as it is the second most direct path
between the Energy Facility and the Vah Ki Substation that still minimizes conflicts with
existing and planned utility ROW, but would require some engineering solutions to design. The
Applicant’s third most preferred route is the Interconnection Project — Subroute Option with
Option A as it is the least direct path between the Energy Facility and the Vah Ki Substation
but would still minimize some conflict with existing and planned utility ROW and would
require engineering solutions to design. The Applicant’s least preferred route is the
Interconnection Project — Subroute Option with Option B as it has the most potential conflicts
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Docusign Envelope ID: 058ADFB6-5537-49D9-946F-122B846746E0

conflicts with existing and planned utility rights-of-way and would require the most
engineering solutions to design.

The Interconnection Project route descriptions may vary if up to 1.1 miles of the gen-tie were
installed underground. However, the underground portion of the gen-tie will stay within the
CEC Corridor..

vi. For each alternative route for which application is made, list the ownership percentages
of land traversed by the entire route (federal, state, Indian, private, etc.).

The Interconnection Project will traverse privately owned land. Any necessary state or local
road crossings and canal crossings will be coordinated with the appropriate agency.

5. List the areas of jurisdiction [as defined in A.R.S. § 40-360(1)] affected by each alternative site or
route and designate those proposed sites or routes, if any, which are contrary to the zoning
ordinances or master plans of any of such areas of jurisdiction.

The Interconnection Project is on private land under the jurisdiction of Pinal County and the City of
Coolidge, Arizona. The Interconnection Project in unincorporated Pinal County is zoned as General
Rural (GR). The Interconnection Project in Coolidge is zoned as Agricultural (AG). The proposed route
of the Interconnection Project does not violate any current zoning ordinances of the relevant
jurisdictions.

6. Describe any environmental studies applicant has performed or caused to be performed in
connection with this application or intends to perform or cause to be performed in such
connection, including the contemplated date of completion.

The Applicant has evaluated publicly available desktop data and field data related to biological
resources, visual resources, cultural resources, recreational resources, land use, noise levels, and
communications signals to assess the potential impacts that may result from the construction, operation,
and maintenance of the Interconnection Project. These evaluations are included in Exhibits B, C, D, E,
F, H, and I of this Application.

Selma Energy Center, LLC

DocuSigned by:

AntF thm—

F5C968BDIC2148B...

By Anthony Pedroni, Vice President

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this fourth day of September 2024, I have delivered to the Arizona
Corporation Commission twenty-five (25) copies of this Application for a Certificate of Environmental
Compatibility.
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EXHIBIT A. LOCATION MAP AND LAND USE MAPS

In accordance with Arizona Administrative Code Rules of Practice and Procedure R14-3-219, Exhibit 1,
the applicant provides the following location maps and land use information:

Where commercially available**, 1) a topographic map, 1:250,000 scale, showing any proposed
transmission line route longer than 50 miles and the adjacent area; and 2) a topographic map, a
scale of 1:62,500, for routes shorter than 50 miles showing any proposed transmission line route
and the adjacent area.

Where commercially available, a topographic map,1:62,500 scale, of each proposed transmission
line route longer than 50 miles showing that portion of the route within two miles of any subdivided
area. The general land use plan within the area shall be shown on a 1:62,500 map required for
Exhibit A-3, and for the map required by this Exhibit A-4, which shall also show the areas of
Jurisdiction affected and any boundaries between such areas of jurisdiction. If the general land use
plan is uniform throughout the area depicted, it may be described in the legend in lieu of an overlay.

**If a topographic map is not commercially available, a map of similar scale, which reflects
prominent or important physical features of the area in the vicinity of the proposed site or route,
shall be substituted.

Land Use Overview

The following exhibits are required by the Arizona Corporation Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure R14-3-219 to support the land use studies conducted for this Application:

Exhibit A-1 illustrates the land ownership and surface jurisdiction for the location of proposed
Interconnection Project and land within 1 mile of the CEC Corridor (Study Area).

Exhibit A-2 illustrates existing land use within the Study Area.
Exhibit A-3 illustrates future land use within the Study Area.

Exhibit A-4 illustrates Interconnection Project on a topographic map.
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EXHIBIT B. ENVIRONMENTAL STUDIES

As stated in the Arizona Corporation Commission Rules of Practice and Procedure R14-3-219, Exhibit 1:

Attach any environmental studies which applicant has made or obtained in connection with the
proposed site(s) or route(s). If an environmental report has been prepared for any federal agency
or if a federal agency has prepared an environmental statement pursuant to Section 102 of the
National Environmental Policy Act, a copy shall be included as a part of this exhibit.

Introduction

SWCA Environmental Consultants (SWCA) was retained by Selma Energy Center, LLC (Applicant) to
complete environmental analyses for the proposed Interconnection Project, including the evaluation of land
use and the biological, visual, cultural, and recreation resources within the requested CEC Corridor and the
1-mile-radius buffer around the CEC Corridor (Study Area). The Interconnection Project is located within
unincorporated Pinal County, Arizona, and the city of Coolidge, Arizona. The 1-mile Study Area includes
lands in unincorporated Pinal County and the city of Coolidge, Arizona. Land ownership within the Study
Area consists of privately owned land and Arizona State Land Department-administered lands. This exhibit
provides a detailed inventory and evaluation of existing and planned land use within the Study Area.
Biological, visual, cultural resource, recreational, and noise evaluations are discussed in
Exhibits C, D, E, F, and 1.

Land Use

Inventory

The methodology used for this land use inventory included field verification and a review of desktop data,
such as maps, aerial imagery, general plans, and other supportive documents, including the Pinal County
We Create Our Future: Pinal County Comprehensive Plan (Comprehensive Plan) (Pinal County 2021) and
the City of Coolidge 2025 General Plan: The Future Today (2025 General Plan) (City of Coolidge 2014),
and the Pinal County interactive mapping service (Pinal County 2023a). The inventory also included
communication with government agencies, municipalities, and other stakeholders within the Study Area to
gather information regarding further development plans or known development projects. Additional
information regarding coordination with these entities can be found in Exhibit H.

Jurisdiction and Land Ownership

Land ownership within the Study Area consists of privately-owned land and Arizona State Lands
Department-administered lands, as shown in Exhibit A-1. The Arizona State Land Department has
jurisdiction over Arizona State Land Department-administered lands. The private lands in the Study Area
are under the jurisdiction of unincorporated Pinal County and the City of Coolidge. The Interconnection
Project is entirely on private land under the jurisdiction of unincorporated Pinal County and the City of
Coolidge.

Existing Land Use

The primary existing land uses within the Study Area are agricultural, residential, utilities, and vacant land.
Other land uses in the Study Area include commercial, public, and transportation. Overall, the Study Area
can be described as mixed-use, with utilities, agriculture, public facilities, residential, and vacant land being
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the primary uses. There is one 500-kV transmission line, a double circuit 230-kV / 500-kV transmission
line, and one 230-kV transmission line within the Study Area. The existing land uses within the Study Area
are displayed on Exhibit A-2 and described in detail below.

Agricultural — Agriculture, consisting primarily of irrigated row crops, is largely present throughout the
Study Area.

Residential — Rural residences are scattered throughout the Study Area, with some more dense residential
areas near the northern and central portion of the Study Area.

Vacant — Vacant lands are scattered throughout the Study Area, with most vacant land in the central portion
of the Study Area.

Commercial — Commercial uses within the Study Area include, but are not limited to: an autobody shop,
a dairy, a barn store, and a storage facility.

Utility — This land use is associated with solar facilities, including the Saint Solar and Storey Energy Center
energy facilities, one 500-kV transmission line, a double circuit 230-kV / 500-kV transmission line, and
one 230-kV transmission line within the Study Area.

Public Facilities — This land use is associated with electrical infrastructure located on the western border
of the Study Area.

Transportation — This land use is associated with several major named roadways, including, but not
necessarily limited to: State Route (SR) 87, Steele Road, SR 287, Laughlin Road, Earley Road, Arizona
Western Blvd, Selma Highway, Cornman Road, Vail Road, Hanna Road, and Christensen Road. Other
paved and unpaved roadways are also associated with this land use throughout the Study Area. Additionally,
a railroad (Union Pacific Railroad) is associated with this land use as well.

Water — The main water facilities in the Study Area are two irrigation canals. The Casa Grande Canal
intersects the central portion of the Interconnection Project along East Earley Road, and the other is the
Florence—Casa Grande Extension Canal to the south, paralleling the Casa Grande Canal. The Florence—
Casa Grande Extension Canal intersects the southern portion of the Interconnection Project.

Future Land Use

The data discussed in this section were derived from the Comprehensive Plan (Pinal County 2021), 2025
General Plan (City of Coolidge 2014), and the Pinal County interactive mapping service (Pinal County
2023a).

Planned land uses within the Study Area are mapped on Exhibit A-3 and are residential, employment,
general public facilities/services, and industrial and manufacturing.

On May 30, 2024, the Applicant sent letters to the relevant jurisdictions to provide information about the
Interconnection Project and request new or additional information on plans or planned developments within
the Study Area. Table H-1 provides a list of recipients. Exhibits H-1a and H-1b provide a copy of the letter,
and Exhibits H-2a through H-2c¢ include the written response received.

Impact Assessment and Results

Land use impacts may be defined as restrictions on land use that would result from the construction or
operation of the Interconnection Project or incompatibility with existing land use plans. Typically,
restrictions on a land use would result from right-of-way (ROW) or easement acquisition across a property.
To minimize land use impacts, the Interconnection Project was sited to generally follow existing linear
features, such as existing transmission lines and roadways.
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The Interconnection Project will be entirely on privately owned land in unincorporated Pinal County and
the city of Coolidge, Arizona. It will parallel existing linear features (such as existing roads and transmission
lines) to the extent practicable and will cross parcels with existing agricultural, vacant, and utility land uses.
All these existing land uses are compatible with the Interconnection Project.

The Comprehensive Plan identifies the Interconnection Project in unincorporated Pinal County as being
within the Employment land use designation. One of the overarching goals in the Comprehensive Plan is
to “Encourage, coordinate and support commercial and industrial land uses in appropriate areas to maximize
adequate services including transportation, water, sewer, fire suppression and utilities” (Pinal County
2021). The Employment designation is defined as “areas that can support a variety of employment-
generating business activities such as industrial, office, business park, and warehousing and distribution.
Power plants are also included in this category.” (Pinal County 2021). Therefore, the Interconnection
Project is compatible with the existing Comprehensive Plan land use designation. The Interconnection
Project in unincorporated Pinal County is zoned as General Rural (GR). The list of permitted uses in the
GR zoning district include “Public and quasi-public uses: ...public or private utility and facilities...” (Pinal
County 2023b). Therefore, the Interconnection Project is compatible with the existing unincorporated Pinal
County zoning district.

The 2025 General Plan identifies the Interconnection Project within the city of Coolidge as being within
the Industrial and Manufacturing and Urban Neighborhood land use designations. Industrial and
Manufacturing includes land uses (such as manufacturing, industrial, and production activities and
transportation related activities) that would implicitly require electrical transmission infrastructure to
construct and operate (City of Coolidge 2014). Urban Neighborhood land uses include “commercial
services, professional office, single family and multifamily residential at varying densities, community
facilities including churches and schools, public utility installations and parks and open space” (City of
Coolidge 2014). Therefore, the Interconnection Project is compatible with the existing 2025 General Plan
land use designations. The Interconnection Project in the city of Coolidge is zoned as Agricultural (AG)
and General Industrial (I-2). The Applicant is still evaluating what local permits are required for the
Interconnection Project in the City of Coolidge. If a permit is required from the city of Coolidge for the
Interconnection Project, the Applicant will apply for the applicable permits.
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EXHIBIT C. AREAS OF BIOLOGICAL WEALTH

As stated in the Arizona Corporation Commission Rules of Practice and Procedure R14-3-219, Exhibit 1:

Describe any areas in the vicinity of the proposed site or route which are unique because of
biological wealth or because they are habitats for rare and endangered species. Describe the
biological wealth or species involved and state effects, if any, the proposed facilities will have
thereon.

Introduction

SWCA conducted a biotic resource review to identify areas of biological wealth and the rare and endangered
species that may occur at or in the vicinity of the Interconnection Project. The Study Area buffer is the
1-mile radius beyond the CEC Corridor, encompassing all route options and considering both overhead and
potential underground impacts. SWCA consulted data sources that included:

e topographic maps, aerial photographs, and land use, land cover, and elevation data,

e the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) species list for the proposed Interconnection Project
obtained from the USFWS online Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) system
(Exhibit C1) (USFWS 2024a),

e species information obtained from the USFWS Environmental Conservation Online System
(ECOS) (USFWS 2024b),

e species information obtained from the Arizona Game and Fish Department (AZGFD) Online
Environmental Review Tool (ERT) (Exhibit C-2) (AZGFD 2024a), and

e species information obtained from other relevant online sources.

SWCA conducted a desktop analysis supplemented with field surveys to identify rare and endangered
species habitat and likelihood of occurrence within the Interconnection Project or Study Area as well as to
determine whether any areas of biological wealth occur in the Interconnection Project or Study Area. Areas
of biological wealth can be defined as any habitat, feature, or location that might serve to provide important,
unique, or concentrated resources for wildlife or plants in a landscape context, and where adverse impacts
to these areas might have higher magnitude of impacts on wildlife or plants as compared to impacts
occurring in the surrounding areas. Areas of biological wealth can include unique habitat features
(e.g., riparian corridors, wetlands, or rock outcrops); conceptual, unprotected areas that have been
delineated by an agency or nongovernmental organization (e.g., wildlife corridors, Important Bird Areas
[IBAs], and Conservation Opportunity Areas [COAs]); and features or areas (e.g., designated critical
habitat) that are protected by a federal agency (e.g., USFWS, National Parks, National Wildlife Refuges,
Wilderness Areas, or National Forests), state agency (e.g., Arizona State Parks), or local government
(e.g., parks or other areas protected by local ordinance).

The AZGFD Online ERT database query establishes a predetermined buffer beyond the Study Area to
search for occurrence records and the presence of modeled habitat. The size of the buffer depends on the
type of project being considered and cannot be edited by the user. For the Interconnection Project, the buffer
is 3 miles beyond the Interconnection Project, fully encompassing the I1-mile-radius Study Area.
The analysis in this exhibit is limited whenever possible to the 1-mile Study Area, except in cases where
ERT species results cannot be refined to a range narrower than the predetermined buffer.

In addition, an SWCA biologist with expertise in the biology of flora and fauna of the region completed
field surveys for the Interconnection Project. All plant and wildlife species observed in the Interconnection
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Project and portions of the Study Area during the March 27, 2024, site visit were recorded (see Exhibit D
for a complete list). The field surveys were conducted to determine whether habitat features for species
protected under federal, state, or local regulations are present in the Interconnection Project or portions of
the Study Area.

Laws and Policies

Applicable laws and policies regarding special-status species in Arizona include the following:

The USFWS administers the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA), as amended (16 United
States Code [USC] 1531 et seq.), which protects wildlife species listed as endangered (or as
threatened if a 4(d) rule applies) from “take” (generally, directly, or indirectly harming or disturbing
listed species). However, the ESA does not provide the same take protections for listed plant
species, except on federal land. The ESA also allows for the designation of critical habitat for listed
species, although designation of critical habitat is not required. Critical habitat is an administrative
designation of a defined area with specific characteristics important to the survival and recovery of
a listed species. Designation of critical habitat can affect federal actions but not state or private
actions without a federal nexus.

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 (MBTA) (16 USC 703—712) provides for the protection
of migratory birds and prohibits their unlawful take or possession. The act bans “taking” any native
birds; “taking” can mean killing a wild bird or possessing parts of a wild bird, including feathers,
nests, or eggs. Exceptions are allowed for hunting game birds and for research purposes, both of
which require permits.

The Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act of 1940 (BGEPA) (1 USC 668-668d or 50 Code of
Federal Regulations 22) prohibits any form of possession or taking of bald eagles (Haliaeetus
leucocephalus) or golden eagles (Aquila chrysaetos). A 1962 amendment to the MBTA created a
specific exemption for possession of an eagle or eagle parts (e.g., feathers) for religious purposes
of Native American tribes. The amendment provided for not only the preservation of the golden
eagle but also the preservation of Native American cultural practices.

The AZGFD manages and conserves wildlife in Arizona. Arizona does not have a counterpart to
the federal ESA, but nearly all take of wildlife is regulated in some manner through the AZGFD
hunting and fishing license system. A list of rare species (Wildlife Species of Concern [WSC])
was created in 1996 without creating any specific statutory protections for those species
(AZGFD 1996); however, hunting regulations are used to provide some protection. Although WSC
is no longer a valid category, AZGFD continues to track these species because of an existing
Memorandum of Understanding between the USFWS and AZGFD. Generally, no hunting or
capture of WSC is allowed, with some exceptions for managed recreational fisheries of native fish
(AZGFD 2017) and recreational capture of certain reptiles (AZGFD 2015).

Arizona prepared a Comprehensive Wildlife Conservation Strategy in 2006 (AZGFD 20006), later
renamed to the Arizona Wildlife Conservation Strategy (AWCS) (2022-2032), through a
state--federal partnership and grant program. The AWCS was updated in 2022 (AZGFD 2022).
The AWCS, which serves as the official State Wildlife Action Plan (SWAP), identifies Species of
Greatest Conservation Need (SGCN) in several tiers. Tier 1 species are those that the AZGFD
has deemed vulnerable and fall into a category of either federally listed as endangered or threatened
under the ESA; those that have been recently removed from the ESA and require post-delisting
monitoring; those specifically covered under a signed agreement such as a Candidate Conservation
Agreement (CCA), Candidate Conservation Agreement with Assurances (CCAA), Conservation
Strategy and Assessment, or Strategic Conservation Plan; or those for which the AZGFD has
determined the protection of a closed season is warranted. Tier 2 represents the remainder of the
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species meeting the AZGFD vulnerability criteria, including species that are not listed but are
regionally rare or declining, species with a U.S. range primarily in Arizona that are dependent on
conservation efforts within the state, and other species with identified conservation issues that may
warrant management action and do not meet the criteria for Tier 1 listing. Tier 3 species are those
for which existing data were insufficient to score one or more vulnerability criteria because of
substantial data gaps or unknown conservation status but where conservation concern may be
warranted. Species identified as WSC in 1996 are included as SGCNs in the SWAP and are
addressed as SGCNs in Table C-1 and the Species of Greatest Conservation Need section below.

e For the first time, in December 2022, the AWCS identified Conservation Opportunity Areas
(COAs) (AZGFD 2022). The COAs were created to help implement the AWCS and should be
considered voluntary guidance for specific areas where conservation efforts would be most
effective, based on species and habitat expertise, as well as wildlife and spatial data. These COAs
are specific areas that show strong potential for substantial improvements for wildlife and
associated habitats. COAs are divided into categories of terrestrial and aquatic. Terrestrial COAs
focus on geographic areas determined to have high conservation value and strong potential for
successful conservation efforts. Aquatic COAs are focused strictly on conservation of aquatic
resources, particularly native fish species (AZGFD 2024b). COAs reflect the best areas for
conservation and were determined without regard to jurisdiction or landownership. In addition,
COAs will not be subject to any new regulation nor do they have any regulatory effect
(AZGFD 2022).

e Native plants in Arizona are managed by the Arizona Department of Agriculture (AZDA) under
the Arizona Native Plant Law (ANPL) (Arizona Revised Statutes 3-903; Arizona Administrative
Code [AAC] R3-3-208), which regulates harvest, salvage, and transport of plants on nonfederal
lands. Harvest or salvage of most plant species may be permitted or required, and fees may be
assessed. Plants listed in the Highly Safeguarded category may be taken or salvaged only for
scientific or conservation purposes. The ANPL identifies a lengthy list of plant species—largely
cacti, agave, yucca, and desert trees—that are susceptible to removal for collection, landscaping,
sale, or other commercial uses. The ANPL states that these plants shall not be taken, transported,
or possessed from any land without permission and a permit from the AZDA; it also requires
notification before land clearing even if the plants will be destroyed.

e The AZDA administers the state noxious weed law under AAC R3-4-245. Arizona maintains a
list of noxious weeds in three categories: Class A, Class B, and Class C (AZDA 2024). Class A
species are those that are not known to occur in Arizona and are of limited distribution and are of
high priority for quarantine, control, or mitigation. Class B noxious weeds are species known to
occur but are of limited distribution in Arizona and may be high-priority pests for quarantine,
control, or mitigation if a significant threat to crop, commodity, or habitat exists. Class C noxious
weeds are plant species that are widespread but may be recommended for active control based on
risk assessment.

Inventory

An SWCA biologist with expertise in the biology of flora and fauna of the region surveyed the
Interconnection Project and portions of the Study Area on March 27, 2024. All plants and wildlife observed
within the Interconnection Project were recorded during the survey efforts. In addition, the biologist
documented existing conditions and noted any habitat features that may be important to special-status
species or related to areas of biological wealth in the Interconnection Project or larger Study Area.

On May 17, 2024, SWCA queried the USFWS IPaC database to generate an unofficial list of ESA-listed
species that have the potential to occur in the Study Area (see Exhibit C-1) (USFWS 2024a). In addition,
the AZGFD Online ERT database was queried on May 17, 2024, to generate a list of special-status species
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with records within 3 miles of the Interconnection Project (predetermined ERT buffer) and a list of SGCNs
with modeled suitable habitat intersecting the Interconnection Project (see Exhibit C-2) (AZGFD 2024a).

Summary of Occurrence

The USFWS and AZGFD identified several endangered, threatened, candidate, and other special-status
species that are known to occur or could occur in the region (i.e., within the Study Area for USFWS and
within the Interconnection Project plus a 3-mile buffer for AZGFD). These special-status species and the
likelihood of their being present in the vicinity of the Interconnection Project are addressed below in six
sections: 1) Areas of Biological Wealth, 2) Federally Listed Threatened and Endangered Species, 3) Bald
and Golden Eagles 4) Other Special-Status Species, 5) State-Protected Native Plants, and 6) Noxious Weeds
(AZGFD 2024a; USFWS 2024a).

Areas of Biological Wealth

No designated or proposed critical habitat occurs within the Interconnection Project or Study Area (USFWS
2024a).

No IBAs occur within the Interconnection Project or Study Area. The closest IBA, the Boyce Thompson
Arboretum/Arnett-Queen Creeks IBA, is approximately 32 miles northeast of the Study Area near
Picketpost Mountain (Audubon 2024).

No COAs or wildlife corridors/linkages occur within the Interconnection Project or Study Area.

Pinal County riparian areas are characterized by an abundance and diversity of vegetation and wildlife
within and directly adjacent to them. Wildlife is dependent upon riparian areas not only as dependable
sources of water but also for breeding, migration, shelter, seasonal foraging, and movement. As such,
riparian areas act as important linkages in the landscape to facilitate daily, seasonal, and annual movements
of individuals and populations of species (AZGFD 2019).

Pinal County provides nonregulatory guidelines intended to aid in identifying, protecting, and reducing
impacts to riparian areas throughout the county in the Pinal County Riparian Area Guidelines (County
guidelines) (AZGFD 2019). According to the County guidelines, “riparian areas can be considered the
natural areas including and adjacent to rivers, streams, washes, and other bodies of water. These areas
possess surface water year-round, part of the year, or only following rain events. Riparian areas include the
stream channel itself, as well as the immediately adjacent area of vegetation that acts as a transition zone
between the channel and the upland area.” To aid in the identification of potential riparian areas, Pinal
County used remote sensing data to prepare a geospatial dataset, which is included in the AZGFD ERT
query results (AZGFD 2024a).

A review of aerial imagery and the results of the site reconnaissance confirmed that no naturally occurring
riparian habitat is present within the Study Area; however, the ERT query results indicated that a small area
within both the Project and Study Areas was modeled as potential riparian habitat, a constructed feature in
association with the Casa Grande and Florence—Casa Grande Extension Canals. The potential riparian
habitat may represent an area of biological wealth present within the Study Area.

The proposed Project and Study Areas are within Area 10(j), Zone 2 for the Mexican Wolf Experimental
Population (Canis lupus baileyi). Under ESA section 10(j), the USFWS may designate a population of a
listed species as experimental if it will be released into suitable natural habitat outside the species’ current
range. An experimental population is a special designation for a group of plants or animals that will be
reintroduced in an area that is geographically isolated from other populations of the species. With the
experimental population designation, the specified population is treated as proposed for listing under the
ESA (except on National Wildlife Refuge System or National Park System lands, where they are treated as
threatened species), regardless of the species’ designation elsewhere in its range (USFWS 2018).
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Federally Listed Threatened and Endangered Species

Two species listed as endangered, two species listed as threatened, and one candidate species were
identified in the USFWS species list for the Study Area (USFWS 2024a). Two additional species are
protected under both the MBTA and BGEPA. The ESA-listed endangered species are the southwestern
willow flycatcher (Empidonax traillii extimus) and Gila topminnow (Poeciliopsis occidentalis).
The ESA--listed threatened species are the cactus ferruginous pygmy-owl (Glaucidium brasilianum
cactorum) and yellow-billed cuckoo (Coccyzus americanus). The candidate species identified in the
USFWS species list is the monarch butterfly (Danaus plexippus). Although the USFWS species list did not
identify Yuma Ridgway’s rail (Rallus obsoletus yumanensis), this species has occurrence records within
proximity of the Interconnection Project; therefore, potential for occurrence of this species is addressed
below (see Exhibit C-2). The MBTA and BGEPA—protected species are bald eagle and golden eagle (see
discussion below).

The federal status and potential for occurrence in the vicinity of the Interconnection Project for these species
are included in Table C-1.

Bald Eagle (Haliaeetus Leucocephalus) and Golden Eagle (Aquila
Chrysaetos)

Both bald eagle and golden eagle are protected under both the MBTA and BGEPA.

Bald eagles are an SGCN Tier 1 species. Nests are generally placed in large deciduous or coniferous trees
or cliffs, with a commanding view of the area, less than 1 mile from appropriate aquatic foraging conditions
(e.g., perennial rivers or lakes containing fish) (Buehler 2000). The species communally roosts in the winter
in large (15—-60 meters [m] in height) deciduous or coniferous trees, which tend to be near aquatic foraging
sites (<50 m) but may be more than 6 miles from aquatic foraging sites, particularly in areas sheltered from
adverse weather conditions with unusually high prey or carcass availability (Buehler 2000;
USFWS 2007, 2013). Wintering/nonbreeding individuals and juveniles are typically associated with
breeding habitats; however, they may range widely in search of food, shelter, and reduced human presence
(Buehler 2000).

The Interconnection Project and Study Area are within the nonbreeding range of the species. Neither the
Interconnection Project nor the Study Area contain characteristic nesting or roosting habitats, and there are
no ERT records of bald eagle within or near the Interconnection Project (AZGFD 2024a). No suitable
aquatic foraging habitat (e.g., flowing rivers or lakes containing fish) is present in the Interconnection
Project itself; however, small-mammal prey is present across the site, and bald eagles may forage within
the Interconnection Project or travel through the area while foraging. The nearest and most recent sighting
of an individual bald eagle was in February 2024, 0.28 mile east of the Study Area at Picacho Reservoir
(eBird 2024). The nearest documented nesting areas are over 35 miles away on the north side of the Gila
River, near Arizona State Route 347 on the Gila River Indian Reservation (Southwestern Bald Eagle
Management Committee 2022).

Golden eagles are an SGCN Tier 2 species. They require large, open hunting grounds adjacent to
mountainous canyonland and rimrock terrain of open desert, grassland, and forested areas
(Katzner et al. 2020; Marzluff et al. 1997). The presence of sizable shrub (e.g., sagebrush [Artemisia spp.],
rabbitbrush [Chrysothamnus spp.]) patches is an essential component of golden eagle home ranges
(Marzluff et al. 1997). Nests are placed in rugged terrain (e.g., cliffs), less often in tall trees and on human-
made structures (e.g., transmission towers) (Katzner et al. 2020).

Wintering/nonbreeding individuals and juveniles are typically associated with breeding habitats; however,
they may range widely in search of food (Katzner et al. 2020). The nearest known breeding areas for the
golden eagle are along the Gila River near Kearny to the northeast and in the Tortolita Mountains to the
southeast, both approximately 35 miles from the Interconnection Project. The Picacho Mountains
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10.3 miles southeast are mapped as a potential breeding area (McCarty et al. 2020). Although the
Interconnection Project and Study Area do not contain suitable nesting habitat for golden eagle and are
outside the species’ predicted year-round range (AZGFD 2002), individuals may forage in or move through

the areas.

The federal status and potential for occurrence in the vicinity of the Interconnection Project for bald and
golden eagle are included in Table C-1

Table C-1. Evaluation of Federally Listed and MBTA/BGEPA Species within the Study Area

Common Name

(Scientific Name) Status’ Range or Habitat Requirements Occurrence Status
Birds
Bald eagle BGEPA Occur in aquatic habitats with open water or May occur. The Interconnection Project and
(Haliaeetus MBTA Southwest arid regions with available food and Study Area do not contain preferred
leucocephalus) roost sites. The range for nonbreeding bald breeding or roosting habitats but are within
eagles extends throughout Arizona, except for nonbreeding range with forage potential
the south-central portion of the state; breeding occurring in the agricultural fields
eagles occur in limited, fragmented locations  throughout the Study Area. Occurrence
of central, east-central, and west-central records exist within 1 mile of the Study Area
portions of the state. (eBird 2024).
Golden eagle BGEPA Found in mountainous canyon land, rimrock May occur. Although suitable nesting
(Aquila chrysaetos) MBTA terrain of open desert, grassland, and forested habitat is not present in the Interconnection
areas. Year-round range includes all of Project or Study Area, eagles may forage or
Arizona. move through the area to nearby nesting
locales. Occurrence records exist within
1 mile of the Study Area (eBird 2024).
Cactus ferruginous T Found in heavily wooded xeroriparian washes Unlikely to occur. The Interconnection
pygmy-owl with large saguaros (Carnegiea gigantea) or Project does not contain suitable grassland-
(Glaucidium trees with suitable cavities in Sonoran associated saguaro or tree habitat, and the
brasilianum cactorum) desertscrub or semidesert grassland. This Interconnection Project is not within the
species’ distribution is currently limited to species’ current range (USFWS 2022;
portions of Pima County in Arizona. In USFWS 2024b).
addition, “pygmy-owls continue to be absent
from Pinal County and around Tucson where
they were found as recently as the early
2000s” (USFWS 2023). This species still
occupies historical locations in the Altar
Valley, Avra Valley, and Organ Pipe Cactus
National Monument, and it is known to occur
on the Tohono O’odham Nation.
Southwestern willow E Found in dense riparian habitats along Unlikely to occur. The Interconnection

flycatcher
(Empidonax traillii
extimus)

streams, rivers, and other wetlands where
cottonwood, willow, boxelder (Acer negundo),
saltcedar (Tamarix spp.), Russian olive
(Elaeagnus angustifolia), buttonbush
(Cephalanthus spp.), and arrowweed (Pluchea
sericea) are present. Nests are found in
thickets of trees and shrubs, primarily those
that are 13 to 23 feet tall, among dense,
homogeneous foliage. Habitat occurs at
elevations below 8,500 feet above mean sea
level (amsl).

Project and Study Areas do not contain
riparian habitat suitable for species
occurrence. Records of the species within
the vicinity of the Interconnection Project
(AZGFD 2024a) are likely historical
sightings from Picacho Reservoir 0.28 mile
to the east, where stands of salt cedar and
willow are present on the lakebed and along
the levee bank (Maricopa Audubon

Society 2024).
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Common Name

(Scientific Name) Status’ Range or Habitat Requirements Occurrence Status
Yellow-billed cuckoo T Typically found in riparian woodland Unlikely to occur. The Interconnection
(Coccyzus vegetation (cottonwood, willow, or saltcedar)  Project and Study Areas do not contain
americanus) at elevations below 6,600 feet amsl. Dense riparian habitat suitable for species
understory foliage appears to be an important occurrence. Records of the species within
factor in nest site selection. The highest the vicinity of the Interconnection Project
concentrations in Arizona are along the Agua  (AZGFD 2024a) are likely historical
Fria, San Pedro, upper Santa Cruz, and Verde sightings from Picacho Reservoir 0.28 mile
River drainages and Cienega and Sonoita to the east, where stands of salt cedar and
Creeks. willow are present on the lakebed and along
the levee bank (Maricopa Audubon
Society 2024).
Yuma Ridgway'’s rail E Found in dense freshwater and brackish Unlikely to occur. The Interconnection
(Rallus obsoletus marshes and riparian areas below 4,500 feet ~ Project and Study Areas do not contain
yumanensis) amsl. This species typically migrates overland, riparian habitat suitable for species
including large expanses of desert upland, occurrence. Records of the species within
rather than along river corridors (Harrity and the vicinity of the Interconnection Project
Conway 2020). (AZGFD 2024a) are likely historical
sightings from Picacho Reservoir 0.28 mile
to the east, where mudflats and riparian
vegetation are present (Maricopa Audubon
Society 2024).
Fish
Gila topminnow E Occurs in small streams, springs, and Unlikely to occur. No suitable natural
(including Yaqui) ciénegas at elevations below 4,500 feet amsl, aquatic habitats are in or adjacent to the
(Poeciliopsis primarily in shallow areas with aquatic Interconnection Project or Study Area.
occidentalis) vegetation and debris for cover. In Arizona,
most of the remaining native populations are
in the Santa Cruz River system.
Insects
Monarch butterfly Cc A migratory species found in a variety of May occur. This species may be present as

(Danaus plexippus)

habitats; monarchs require milkweed (family
Asclepiadaceae) for breeding (USFWS 2020).
During fall migration in Arizona, monarchs
favor nectar from a variety of native and

garden plants (Morris et al. 2015). Populations

in Arizona can migrate either to California or
Mexico for winter (USFWS 2020) or may
overwinter in the low deserts in California or
Arizona (Morris et al. 2015). In the
southwestern United States, migrating
monarchs often occur near water sources
(e.g., rivers, creeks, riparian corridors,
roadside ditches, irrigated gardens) (USFWS
2020). In the low deserts of Arizona,
monarchs breed from late August to early
September (Morris et al. 2015).

transients during migration or as occasional
individuals passing through the Study Area
enroute to larval food plants or nectar
resources. No plants in the milkweed family
were observed in the Interconnection
Project for larval use, but nectar sources
are available for foraging and migration
(Western Monarch Milkweed Mapper 2024).

Source: AZGFD (2024a); eBird (2024); USFWS (2024b). This table lists the species named in the USFWS official species list (USFWS 2024a) and the
Arizona Online ERT (AZGFD 2024a). Notes regarding documentation within 3 miles of the Interconnection Project are from AZGFD (2024a).

Notes:

BGEPA = Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act
C = candidate; E = endangered; T = threatened, EXPN = experimental non-essential population.

Other Special-Status Species

Other special-status species include the following:

e Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC), which are bird species beyond those designated as federally
threatened or endangered that represent the USFWS’s highest conservation priorities. The relevant
BCC for this analysis are those identified by the USFWS (2021) as occurring in Bird Conservation
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Region (BCR) 33. The BCC list is nonregulatory, although some agencies may give special
consideration to these species.

e SGCN in Arizona, which are species identified by the AZGFD as warranting heightened attention
because of low and declining populations, as described in the Laws and Policies section above.

Some species in these categories (other than those also designated as federally threatened or endangered,
candidate, experimental non-essential population (EXPN), or BGEPA, which are addressed above) have
occurrence records within 3 miles of the Interconnection Project or predicted habitat modeled within the
Interconnection Project (AZGFD 2024a). These species are discussed below and listed in Table C-2, where
they are evaluated for potential occurrence based on the results of Interconnection Project surveys,
familiarity with the vicinity, and additional freely available information sources, including the following:

o AZGFD’s Heritage Data Management System (AZGFD 2024c),

o Reptiles and Amphibians of Arizona online field guide (Brennan 2012),
o The Breeding Bird Atlas (Corman and Wise-Gervais 2005),

o All About Birds online field guide (Cornell Lab of Ornithology 2024),
e ¢Bird (2024),

e Google Earth (2024), and

e USFWS ECOS website (USFWS 2024b).
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Table C-2. Other Special-Status Species with Potential to Occur in the Vicinity of the Study Area

Status* Occurrence Status
°°'T"“‘3’! Name Habitat and Notes
(Scientific Name) i i .
Federal State (Tier) Interconnection Project Study Area
Amphibians
Lowland leopard frog Found in rocky streams, canyon habitats - SGCN (1) Unlikely to occur. Suitable habitat Unlikely to occur. Suitable
(Lithobates yavapaiensis)  surrounded by conifer forests, or ponds and is not present within the habitat is not present within the
stream pools. Usually found in areas with desert Interconnection Project. Study Area.
scrub biotic communities. Greatest threats to
species continuation include habitat alteration,
fragmentation, and introduction of nonnative
competitor fish, crayfish, and frogs. Species
dispersal has been shown to remain within a few
kilometers of aquatic breeding sites.
Sonoran Desert toad Found in Sonoran desertscrub, semidesert - SGCN (2) May occur. Suitable habitat May occur. Suitable habitat
(Incilius alvarius) grasslands, oak, and occasionally pine-oak (i.e., agricultural edge habitat) for (i.e., agricultural edge habitat)
woodland habitats up to about 5,800 feet amsl. species occurrence and potential for species occurrence and
Associated with major rivers, and edges of breeding occurs within the potential breeding occurs within
agriculture; although often tied to permanent Interconnection Project. the Study Area.
water, can be found miles from water during
summer monsoon season, in some areas.
Birds
Abert's towhee Common in riparian woodlands or mesquite - SGCN (2) May occur. Mesquite trees and May occur. Mesquite trees and
(Melozone aberti) bosques near water and in agricultural settings. agricultural land are within the agricultural land are within the
Interconnection Project. Study Area. Occurrence records
exist within the Study Area
(eBird 2024).
American avocet Prefers shorelines of ponds, wetlands, marshes, MBTA - Unlikely to occur. No habitat is May occur. The Study Area
(Recurvirostra americana) and lakes. BCC present in the Interconnection contains suitable habitat for
Project. foraging at the Goldman Dairy
sludge ponds, and occurrence
records exist within the Study
Area (eBird 2024).
American kestrel Found in open and semi-open habitats, frequently MBTA SGCN (2) May occur. The Interconnection May occur. The Study Area
(Falco sparverius) found in prairies, deserts, wooded streams, BCCt Project contains suitable habitat  contains suitable habitat for
burned forest, and agricultural areas. Known to for foraging; however, no suitable foraging and occurrence records
nest in natural holes in trees, abandoned nesting sites are present in the exist in the vicinity of the
woodpecker cavities, cavities in buildings or cliffs, Interconnection Project. Interconnection Project (AZGFD
and similar sites. 2024a).*
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Status* Occurrence Status
c°'!"“‘3’! Name Habitat and Notes
(Scientific Name) i i .
Federal State (Tier) Interconnection Project Study Area
American peregrine falcon  Found in various habitats including tundra, MBTA SGCN (1) May occur. The Interconnection ~ May occur. The Study Area
(Falco peregrinus anatum) moorlands, steppe, seacoasts, forests, and urban Project contains suitable habitat  contains suitable habitat for
areas. Nests on ledges of rocky cliffs or crags. for foraging; however, no suitable foraging. Potential for nesting is
nesting sites are present in the unlikely because of the lack of
Interconnection Project. suitable structures.
Bendire’s thrasher Found in desert habitats with a mix of relatively MBTA SGCN (2) May occur. The Interconnection Known to occur. The Study Area
(Toxostoma bendirei) large scrubs/cacti and open ground or open BCC Project contains suitable habitat  contains suitable habitat for
woodland with scattered shrubs and trees. Not for species occurrence, foraging  species occurrence, foraging
typically found in riparian woodland areas, the and potential nesting. and potential nesting.
species avoids continuous shrublands and The species was observed in
grasslands. Commonly found in areas with desert the Study Area during the site
scrub biotic communities. Nesting is known to visit in March 2024, and
occur in low trees, shrubs, and cacti including occurrence records exist in the
mesquite (Prosopis spp.), cholla vicinity of the Interconnection
(Cylindropuntia spp.), yucca (Yucca sp.), Project (AZGFD 2024a).*
paloverde (Parkinsonia sp.), and saltbush
(Atriplex sp.).
Brewer’s sparrow A shrub obligate species strongly associated with MBTA SGCN (2) May occur. The Interconnection May occur. The Study Area
(Spizella breweri) sagebrush (Artemisia sp.) over most of its range. Project contains suitable habitat  contains suitable habitat for
Found in areas with scattered shrubs and short for species occurrence, foraging  species occurrence, foraging
grasses. Known to nest in sagebrush or cacti from and potential nesting sites. and potential nesting sites.
a few centimeters to roughly 1 m from the ground. Occurrence records exist within
During its nonbreeding migratory season, the Study Area (eBird 2024).
frequently found in low desert, arid-adapted
vegetation including desert scrub, sagebrush, and
creosotebush (Larrea tridentata).
Broad-billed Hummingbird ~ Found in arid scrub, open deciduous forest, MBTA SGCN (2) Unlikely to occur. The May occur. The Study Area
(Cynanthus latirostris) semidesert, and other open situations in arid Interconnection Project does not  contains suitable foraging
habitats in the Southwest and Mexico. In the contain appropriate habitat for habitat, and occurrence records
Southwest, the species is mostly limited in species occurrence. exist within 1 mile of the Study
summer to rocky canyons in desert-like mountain Area (eBird 2024).
habitats. Foothills, canyons, arroyos, along
streams, in or near desert habitat. Breeds April
through July in Arizona. Partially migratory; found
year round in all but the most northern portion of
its range; northern breeding populations move
southward for winter. Generally arrives in Arizona
by March; departs by September—October. A few
individuals winter occasionally at feeders in
southern California, southern Arizona, New
Mexico, southern Texas, and southern Louisiana.
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Common Name
(Scientific Name)

Habitat and Notes

Status*

Occurrence Status

Federal State (Tier) Interconnection Project Study Area
Bullock’s Oriole Found in open woodland, deciduous forest edge, MBTA SGCN (2) Unlikely to occur. The May occur. The Study Area
(Icterus bullockii) riparian woodland, brushy areas, and among Interconnection Project does not  contains suitable foraging
scattered trees and orchards. Arrives in the contain appropriate habitat for habitat, and occurrence records
northern United States. and Canada in April-May; species occurrence. exist within 1 mile of the Study
males precede females by a few days. Birds from Area (eBird 2024).
most of breeding range apparently migrate to the
Southwest for late summer, then continue later in
fall southward into Mexico. Nests in trees,
average of 8—9 m above ground, usually at end of
drooping branch.
Cactus wren Nonmigratory species often found in arid desert MBTA SGCN (2) May occur. The Interconnection May occur. The Study Area
(Campylorhynchus habitat with biotic communities including cholla, BCCt Project does contain suitable contains suitable habitat for
brunneicapillus) mesquite, and sage scrub. Nesting is known to habitat for species occurrence, species occurrence, foraging,
occur in thorny trees and shrubs, although they foraging, and nesting within the and potential nesting.
have been observed nesting in buildings in the Interconnection Project. Occurrence records exist within
past. the Study Area (eBird 2024).
Chestnut-collared Found in the Great Plains in native prairie habitat MBTA SGCN (2) Unlikely to occur. The Unlikely to occur. The Study
longspur consisting of mixed-grass and shortgrass uplands. BCCt Interconnection Project is outside Area is outside of the species
(Calcarius ornatus) Has also been observed in riparian areas in more of the species’ known range and  known range and does not
arid habitats. does not contain suitable habitat  contain suitable habitat for
for species occurrence. species occurrence.
Costa’s hummingbird Found in Sonoran and Mojave desertscrub near MBTA SGCN (2) May occur. The Interconnection May occur. The Study Area
(Calypte costae) washes of native desert vegetation or rocky BCC Project contains suitable habitat  contains suitable habitat for
slopes of saguaros (Carnegiea gigantea) and for species occurrence, foraging, species occurrence, foraging,
creosotebush lowlands. and potential nesting. and potential nesting.
Occurrence records exist within
1 mile of the Study Area
(eBird 2024).
Elf owl Known to occupy diverse habitats. In the Sonoran MBTA SGCN (3) Unlikely to occur. The Unlikely to occur. The Study
(Micrathene whitneyi) Desert, they are known to use desert ironwood Interconnection Project does not  Area does not contain suitable
(Olneya tesota), ocotillo (Fouquieria splendens), contain suitable habitat for habitat for species occurrence.
paloverde, and saguaro. Nesting most often species occurrence.
occurs saguaro and other columnar cacti,
Fremont cottonwood (Populus fremontii), honey
mesquite, and Goodding’s willow (Salix
gooddingii).
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Status* Occurrence Status
c°'!"“‘3’! Name Habitat and Notes
(Scientific Name) i i .
Federal State (Tier) Interconnection Project Study Area
Ferruginous hawk Favors open scrublands, woodlands, and MBTA SGCN (2) May occur. Winter foraging May occur. Winter foraging
(Buteo regalis) grasslands. BCCt habitat is present in the habitat is present within the
Interconnection Project. Study Area. Occurrence records
Occurrence records exist within exist within the Study Area
the Interconnection Project (eBird 2024).
(eBird 2024).
Gila woodpecker Occurs in Sonoran desertscrub with saguaros MBTA SGCN (2) May occur. Suitable habitat for May occur. Suitable habitat for
(Melanerpes uropygialis) present, or riparian woodlands with mature trees. BCC species occurrence and foraging species occurrence and foraging
is present within the is present within the Study Area.
Interconnection Project. Occurrence records exist within
the Study Area (eBird 2024).
Gilded flicker Found in Sonoran desertscrub with saguaros MBTA SGCN (2) Unlikely to occur. No suitable May occur. The Study Area
(Colaptes chrysoides) present, or riparian woodlands with mature trees. BCC habitat is present within the contains suitable foraging
Interconnection Project. habitat, and occurrence records
exist in the vicinity of the
Interconnection Project (AZGFD
2024a).*
Gray flycatcher Commonly found in pinyon-juniper woodlands, MBTA SGCN (2) May occur. Winter foraging May occur. Winter foraging
(Empidonax wrightii) less frequently observed in open ponderosa or habitat is present in the habitat is present within the
pine-oak woodland. Breeding habitat also Interconnection Project. Study Area. Occurrence records
distinctive: lower, more open habitat than other Occurrence records exist within exist within the Study Area
flycatchers, usually in sagebrush or open juniper the Interconnection Project (eBird (eBird 2024).
forest. In migration and winter, habitat overlaps 2024).
more with other flycatchers but still tends to prefer
more open areas.
Harris’s hawk Found in savannas, open woodlands, and MBTA SGCN (2) May occur. The Interconnection ~ May occur. The Study Area
(Parabuteo unicinctus) semidesert habitats. Frequently observed near BCCH Project contains suitable habitat  contains suitable habitat for
water sources, both natural and human-made. for foraging. foraging. Occurrence records
Often uses saguaro for nesting sites. exist within the Study Area
(eBird 2024).
Inca dove Found in open country with scattered trees or MBTA SGCN (2) May occur. The Interconnection May occur. The Study Area
(Columbina inca) shrubs, most frequently in arid or semiarid Project contains suitable habitat ~ contains suitable habitat for
conditions, and around cultivated areas including for foraging. foraging. Occurrence records
farmlands, parks, and gardens. exist within the Study Area
(eBird 2024).
Lincoln’s sparrow Found near bogs, wet meadows, riparian areas, MBTA SGCN (2) May occur. The Interconnection May occur. The Interconnection
(Melospiza lincolnii) predominantly in northern and montane habitats. Project contains suitable habitat ~ Project contains suitable habitat
Winters in central Arizona; prefers dense, brushy for foraging. Occurrence records  for foraging. Occurrence records
areas, often near water. exist within the Interconnection exist within the Study Area
Project (eBird 2024). (eBird 2024).
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Common Name
(Scientific Name)

Status*

Occurrence Status

Habitat and Notes

Federal State (Tier) Interconnection Project Study Area
Loggerhead shrike Found in open areas with scattered trees and MBTA SGCN (2) May occur. Suitable habitat for Known to occur.
(Lanius ludovicianus) shrubs. Frequently observed in savannas and BCCt species occurrence, foraging, and Suitable habitat for species
desert scrub biotic communities. potential nesting is present within  occurrence, foraging, and
the Interconnection Project. potential nesting is present
Occurrence records exist within -~ within the Study Area.
the Interconnection Project (eBird The species was observed in
2024). the Study Area during the site
visit in March 2024, and
occurrence records exist within
the Study Area (eBird 2024).
Marbled godwit Nonbreeding visitor to central Arizona, prefers MBTA - Unlikely to occur. No habitat is May occur. The Study Area
(Limosa fedoa) wetlands and marshes with shorelines. BCC-nb present in the Interconnection contains suitable habitat for
Project. foraging at the Goldman Dairy
sludge ponds. Occurrence
records exist within 1 mile of the
Study Area (eBird 2024).
Mountain plover Nonbreeding visitor to Arizona; in winter prefers MBTA SGCN (2) May occur. The Interconnection May occur. The Study Area
(Charadrius montanus) dry plains and agricultural fields. BCC-nb Project contains dry plains and contains agricultural areas
agricultural areas suitable for suitable for species occurrence
species occurrence and winter and winter foraging at the
foraging. Goldman Dairy sludge ponds.
Occurrence records exist within
the Study Area (eBird 2024).
Prairie falcon Found in open areas, predominantly in MBTA SGCN (2) May occur. The Interconnection May occur. The Study Area
(Falco mexicanus) mountainous areas, steppes, plains, or prairies. BCCt Project contains agricultural lands contains agricultural lands
Nonbreeding wintering individuals have been suitable for species occurrence suitable for species occurrence
known to forage in agricultural fields and winter foraging. Occurrence  and winter foraging. Occurrence
records exist within the records exist within the Study
Interconnection Project (eBird Area (eBird 2024).
2024).
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Common Name
(Scientific Name)

Status*

Habitat and Notes

Occurrence Status

Federal State (Tier) Interconnection Project Study Area
Red-winged blackbird Nests near water. During migration and wintering MBTA SGCN (2) May occur. The Interconnection Known to occur. The Study Area
(Agelaius phoeniceus) can also occur in cultivated lands, pastures, and Project contains agricultural lands contains agricultural lands
prairies. May be year round or migratory. suitable for species occurrence suitable for species occurrence
and winter foraging. Occurrence  and winter foraging. The species
records exist within the was observed in the Study Area
Interconnection Project (eBird during the site visit in March
2024). 2024, and occurrence records
exist within the Study Area
(eBird 2024). In addition, a
record of occurrence exists in
the vicinity of the
Interconnection Project (AZGFD
2024a).*
Rufous-winged sparrow Prefers Sonoran desertscrub, characterized by MBTA SGCN (2) May occur. The Interconnection May occur. The Interconnection
(Peucaea carpalis) scattered spiny trees and shrubs. BCC Project contains suitable habitat  Project contains suitable habitat
for foraging. for foraging. Occurrence records
exist within 1 mile of the Study
Area (eBird 2024).
Sagebrush sparrow Found in shrubby, open flats and sagebrush MBTA SGCN (3) May occur. The Interconnection May occur. The Study Area
(Artemisiospiza plains. Project contains habitat suitable  contains habitat suitable for
nevadensis) for species occurrence, foraging, species occurrence, foraging,
and potential nesting. and potential nesting.
Occurrence records exist within
the Study Area (eBird 2024).
Savannah sparrow Nonbreeding winter visitor to Arizona. Use fields, MBTA SGCN (2) May occur. The Interconnection May occur. Suitable habitat for
(Passerculus pastures, and golf courses. BCCt Project contains suitable habitat ~ species occurrence and winter
sandwichensis) for species occurrence and winter foraging is present in the form of
foraging in the form of agricultural agricultural fields within the
fields. Occurrence records exist ~ Study Area. Occurrence records
within the Interconnection Project exist within the Study Area
(eBird 2024). (eBird 2024).
Sprague’s pipit Prefers open sandy coastal beaches and barren MBTA SGCN (2) Unlikely to occur. No suitable Known to occur. The species
(Anthus spragueii) shores of inland saline lakes or river bars. BCC habitat is present in the was observed in the Study Area
Interconnection Project. during the site visit in March
2024, and recent occurrence
records exist within the Study
Area (eBird 2024).
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Common Name
(Scientific Name)

Habitat and Notes

Status*

Occurrence Status

Federal State (Tier) Interconnection Project Study Area
Swainson’s hawk Found in savanna, open pine-oak woodland, and MBTA SGCN (2) May occur. The Interconnection ~ May occur. The Study Area
(Buteo swainsoni) cultivated lands with scattered trees. Typically Project contains suitable habitat  does contain suitable habitat for
nests in solitary trees, bushes, or small groves. for species occurrence and species occurrence and
foraging. Occurrence records foraging. Occurrence records
exist within the Interconnection exist within the Study Area
Project (eBird 2024). (eBird 2024).
Swainson’s thrush Found in coniferous forests, mixed hardwood- MBTA SGCN (2) Unlikely to occur. Suitable habitat Unlikely to occur. Suitable
(Catharus ustulatus) conifer forests, riparian woodlands, aspen forests, is not present in the habitat is not present in the
and occasionally coastal scrub. Interconnection Project. Study Area.
Verdin Found in arid, desert habitats, frequently observed MBTA SGCN (2) May occur. The Interconnection Known to occur. The Study Area
(Auriparus flaviceps) in mesquite and creosotebush vegetation. Known BCC Project contains suitable habitat  does contain suitable habitat for
to nest in shrubs, small trees, and cacti. for species occurrence, foraging, species occurrence, foraging,
and potential nesting. Occurrence and potential nesting.
records exist within the The species call and an inactive
Interconnection Project (eBird nest were observed during the
2024). site visit in March 2024, and
occurrence records exist within
the Study Area (eBird 2024).
Vesper sparrow Found in open areas with short, sparse grass and MBTA SGCN (2) May occur. The Interconnection May occur. The Study Area
(Pooecetes gramineus) scattered shrubs. Uncommon wintering BCCt Project contains suitable habitat  contains suitable habitat for
occurrence in central and southern Arizona. for nonbreeding individual nonbreeding individual
occurrence and foraging. occurrence and foraging.
Occurrence records exist within
the Study Area (eBird 2024).
Western burrowing owl Found in open areas with low brush cover, MBTA SGCN (2) Known to occur. Agricultural land Known to occur. Agricultural
(Athene cunicularia including grasslands, agricultural margins and BCC with irrigation canals and desert  land with irrigation canals and
hypugaea) desert scrub. Year-round resident or migratory. scrub provides suitable habitat for desert scrub provides suitable
species occurrence, foraging, and habitat for species occurrence in
potential for burrow nesting in the the Study Area. This species
Interconnection Project. This was observed during species-
species was observed during specific survey of the Study
species-specific survey of the Area in March 2024, and
Interconnection Project in March  additional occurrence records
2024. exist within the Study Area
(eBird 2024). In addition, a
record of occurrence exists in
the vicinity of the
Interconnection Project (AZGFD
2024a).*
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Common Name
(Scientific Name)

Habitat and Notes

Status*

Occurrence Status

Federal State (Tier) Interconnection Project Study Area
Western grebe Aquatic habitats with open water such as lakes, MBTA SGCN (2) Unlikely to occur. No habitat is May occur. The Study Area
(Aechmophorus marshes, ponds, and oceans. BCC present in the Interconnection contains suitable habitat for
occidentalis) Project. foraging at the Goldman Dairy
sludge ponds. Occurrence
records exist within 1 mile of the
Study Area (eBird 2024).
Western screech-owl Commonly found in broadleaf and riparian MBTA SGCN (2) Unlikely to occur. The May occur. The Study Area
(Megascops kennicottii) woodland, particularly within deciduous forests BCCt Interconnection Project does not  provides suitable habitat for
that border canyons and other drainages. provide suitable habitat for foraging, and occurrence
species occurrence. records exist within 1 mile of the
Study Area (eBird 2024).
Willet Nonbreeding visitor to Arizona, prefers shorelines MBTA - Unlikely to occur. No habitat is May occur. The Study Area
(Tringa semipalmata) of marshes, rivers, and lakes. BCC-nb present in the Interconnection contains suitable habitat for
Project. foraging at the Goldman Dairy
sludge ponds. Occurrence
records exist within the Study
Area (eBird 2024).
Reptiles
Regal horned lizard Found in valley bottoms in Sonoran desertscrub - SGCN (2) May occur. Suitable habitat for May occur. Suitable habitat for
(Phrynosoma solare) and desert grasslands, avoids the lowest species occurrence is present species occurrence is present
elevations. within the Interconnection Project. within the Study Area.
Sonoran Desert tortoise Occurs primarily on rocky, and often steep, CCA SGCN (1) Unlikely to occur. The Unlikely to occur. The Study
(Gopherus morafkai) hillsides and bajadas of Mohave and Sonoran Interconnection Project does not  Area does not provide suitable
desertscrub, typically at elevations below 7,800 provide suitable habitat for habitat for species occurrence.
feet amsl. May occur, but is less likely to occur, in species occurrence.
desert grassland, juniper woodland, and interior
chaparral habitats and even pine communities.
Variable sandsnake Found in sandy, sandy-gravelly, or loamy soils of - SGCN (2) May occur. Suitable foraging and May occur. Suitable foraging
(Chilomeniscus flats, dunes, hummocks, and arroyos. Found in breeding habitat is present within and breeding habitat is present
stramineus) deserts, uplands with paloverde and saguaro, and the Interconnection Project. within the Study Area.
thornscrub habitats.
Mammals
Antelope jackrabbit Found in arid grassy areas with scattered large - SGCN (2) May occur. The Interconnection May occur. Suitable habitat is
(Lepus alleni) shrubs, foothills, mesas, and bajadas. Project is within the range of this  present within the Study Area.
species and contains suitable
habitat for occurrence.
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Common Name
(Scientific Name)

Habitat and Notes

Status*

Occurrence Status

Federal State (Tier) Interconnection Project Study Area
Brazilian (Mexican) free- Found in a variety of habitats with ranges across - SGCN (2) May occur. The Interconnection ~ May occur. The Study Area
tailed bat the United States. Often found roosting in caves, Project contains suitable foraging contains suitable foraging
(Tadarida brasiliensis) mines, and cliff crevices. Known to forage in habitat although no suitable habitat although no suitable
agricultural land. roosting habitat was observed. roosting habitat is present.
California leaf-nosed bat Known from caves, mines, and rockshelters, - SGCN (2) May occur. Although suitable May occur. Although suitable
(Macrotus californicus) mostly in Sonoran desertscrub between roosting habitat is not present roosting habitat is not present
elevations of 160 and 3,980 feet amsl. Roost sites within the Interconnection Project, within the Study Area, suitable
are usually located near foraging areas. This suitable forage materials are forage materials are present.
species mostly forages on insects but is also present.
known to forage on the fruits of cacti species,
such as prickly pear. Summer and winter range
essentially the same.
Cave myotis Typically found in desert scrub with creosotebush, - SGCN (2) May occur. The Interconnection May occur. The Study Area
(Myotis velifer) brittlebush (Encelia sp.), paloverde, and cacti, but Project contains suitable foraging contains suitable foraging
sometimes found up to pine-oak communities, habitat although no suitable habitat and limited roosting
between 300 and 5,000 feet amsl. Roosts in habitat for roosting was habitat in the form of buildings.
caves, tunnels, mine shafts, and under bridges, observed.
and occasionally in buildings within a few miles of
water.
Gray-collared chipmunk Found in high mountains, clearings, and pine, - SGCN (2) Unlikely to occur. The Unlikely to occur. The Study
(Neotamias cinereicollis) spruce, and fir forest edges. Most common where Interconnection Project is not Area is not within range of this
pine and Douglas-fir overlap. within range of this species and species and does not contain
does not contain suitable habitat  suitable habitat for occurrence.
for occurrence.
Greater western bonneted  Occurs in lower and upper Sonoran desertscrub - SGCN (2) Unlikely to occur. No suitable Unlikely to occur. No suitable
(mastiff) bat near cliffs. Prefers rugged, rocky canyons with habitat for roosting or foraging habitat for roosting or foraging
(Eumops perotis abundant crevices at elevations from 240 to occurs within the Interconnection  occurs within the Study Area.
californicus) 8,475 feet amsl. Prefers crowding into tight Project.
crevices at least 1 foot deep x at least 2 inches
wide. Colonies prefer deeper crevices, to 10 or
more feet. Prefers to forage over large open
bodies of water.
Pocketed free-tailed bat Found in desert scrub. Roosts in rock crevices - SGCN (2) May occur. The species may use May occur. The species may
(Nyctinomops and caves and in buildings at times. the Interconnection Project for use the Study Area for foraging.
femorosaccus) foraging. No roosting habitat is Limited roosting habitat is
present. present in the form of buildings.
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Status* Occurrence Status
Common Name

(Scientific Name) Habitat and Notes

Federal State (Tier) Interconnection Project Study Area
Western red bat A summer resident, preferred habitat includes - SGCN (2) May occur. The species may use May occur. The species may
(Lasiurus blossevillii) riparian and wooded areas. Generally distributed the Interconnection Project for use the Study Area for foraging.
in south-central to southern and southeastern foraging. No roosting habitat is Limited roosting habitat is
Arizona, with a few observations along the present. present in the form of buildings.
Colorado River near Bill Williams, and
occasionally in The Grand Canyon. Roosts in
dense foliage of cottonwood trees, in fruit
orchards; sometimes in leafy shrubs or herbs,
saguaro boots, buildings, or cave-like situations.
They are commonly drawn to feed around city
streetlights and floodlights on barns.
Western yellow bat A year-round Arizona resident found in arid - SGCN (2) Unlikely to occur. The Unlikely to occur. The Study
(Lasiurus xanthinus) habitats along riparian corridors. Known to roost in Interconnection Project does not  Area does not provide suitable
Washington fan palm trees (Washingtonia provide suitable roosting or roosting or foraging habitat.
robusta), cottonwood, sycamores (Platanus foraging habitat.
wrightii), and hackberry (Celtis reticulata).
Forages over open water.
Yuma myotis Found in a variety of habitats including riparian, - SGCN (2) Unlikely to occur. The Unlikely to occur. The Study
(Myotis yumanensis) desert scrub, moist woodlands, and forests. Prefer Interconnection Project does not  Area does not provide suitable
cliffs and rocky walls near water. Known to roost provide suitable roosting or roosting or foraging habitat.
in caves, mines, cliff crevices, and buildings. foraging habitat.

Foraging occurs along forested edges of streams,
ponds, and lakes.

Source: Range or habitat information is from AZGFD (2024a, 2024c); Brennan (2012); Corman and Wise-Gervais (2005); Cornell Lab of Ornithology (2024); eBird (2024); NatureServe (2024); and USFWS
(2024a, 2024b). Notes regarding documented occurrences, other than observations made during SWCA's project-specific surveys, are from AZGFD (2024a, 2024c)

Notes:
* Eederal Status Definitions

BCC = Bird of Conservation Concern.

BCCT = Bird of Conservation Concern for regions other than BCR 33. Included in table because they are also Arizona SGCN.
BCC-nb = Bird of Conservation Concern with nonbreeding status.

BGEPA = Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act.

CCA = Candidate Conservation Agreement.

ESA = Endangered Species Act.

MBTA = Migratory Bird Treaty Act.

— = No federal status.

State Status Definitions
SGCN = Species of Greatest Conservation Need.
SGCN (1) = Tier 1 species identified by AZGFD (2022) as having conservation priority.

SGCN (2) = Tier 2 species are those categorized as “vulnerable” but do not fit the Tier 1 criteria for highest priority.
SGCN (3) = Tier 3 species are those for which existing data were insufficient to score one or more vulnerability criteria.

*The Heritage Data Management System record of occurrence was within 3 miles of the Interconnection Project (AZGFD 2024a); thus, it is unknown if that record is within the Study Area. Therefore, we use “in
the vicinity of the Interconnection Project” for clarity.
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BIRDS OF CONSERVATION CONCERN

The Interconnection Project and Study Area are within BCR 33 (USFWS 2021), for which 27 BCC species
are listed. A query of the AZGFD Online ERT found modeled habitat for 19 of these species in the
Interconnection Project (AZGFD 2024a) (see Exhibit C-2), and the IPaC query identified an additional four
BCC species not returned in the ERT query (USFWS 2024a) (see Exhibit C-1). Of these 23 species, nine
may occur in the Interconnection Project and/or Study Area but were not observed during field studies:
American avocet (Recurvirostra americana), Costa’s hummingbird (Calypte costae), Gila woodpecker
(Melanerpes uropygialis), gilded flicker (Colaptes chrysoides), marbled godwit (Limosa fedoa), mountain
plover (Charadrius montanus), rufous-winged sparrow (Peucaea carpalis), western grebe (dechmophorus
occidentalis), and willet (Tringa semipalmata) (see Table C-2). Marbled godwit, mountain plover, and
willet would only potentially occur within the Study Area as nonbreeding species during winter months
(see Table C-2).

BCC species western burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia hypugaea) is known to occur in the
Interconnection Project and Study Area and was observed during species-specific surveys on March 25—
26, 2024 and during the general biological surveys on March 27, 2024. BCC species Bendire’s thrasher
(Toxostoma bendirei), Sprague’s pipit (Anthus spragueii), and verdin (Auriparus flaviceps) are known to
occur in the Study Area and were observed during the biological site visit.

Ten additional birds that are BCC for regions other than BCR 33 but that are classified as SGCN in Arizona
are considered in the following section. Other birds may be attracted to the agricultural areas in the Study
Area for nesting, roosting, feeding, or sheltering.

SPECIES OF GREATEST CONSERVATION NEED

Thirty-nine species categorized as SGCN Tier 1 (n=1), SGCN Tier 2 (n=37), or SGCN Tier 3 (n=1)
(excluding those federally listed species that have already been addressed in the previous section) may
occur within the proposed Study Area, four of which are known to occur based on field observations or
AZGFD occurrence records (see Table C-2).

Of these 39 species, 33 are known to occur or may occur in the Interconnection Project, of which one is an
amphibian, 24 are birds, two are reptiles, and six are mammals (see Table C-2).

The amphibian species that may occur in the Interconnection Project is the Sonoran Desert toad (Incilius
alvarius).

The 24 bird species that are known to occur or may occur in the Interconnection Project are Abert's towhee
(Melozone aberti), American kestrel (Falco sparverius), American peregrine falcon (Falco peregrinus
anatum), Bendire’s thrasher, Brewer’s sparrow (Spizella breweri), cactus wren (Campylorhynchus
brunneicapillus), Costa’s hummingbird, ferruginous hawk (Buteo regalis), Gila woodpecker, gray
flycatcher (Empidonax wrightii), Harris’s hawk (Parabuteo unicinctus), Inca dove (Columbina inca),
Lincoln's sparrow (Melospiza lincolnii), loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus), mountain plover, prairie
falcon (Falco mexicanus), red-winged blackbird (4gelaius phoeniceus), rufous-winged sparrow, sagebrush
sparrow (Artemisiospiza nevadensis), savannah sparrow (Passerculus sandwichensis), Swainson's hawk
(Buteo swainsoni), verdin (Auriparus flaviceps), vesper sparrow (Pooecetes gramineus), and western
burrowing owl.

In addition, six SGCN bird species are known to or may occur in the Study Area but are unlikely to occur
in the Interconnection Project: broad-billed hummingbird (Cynanthus latirostris), Bullock’s oriole (Icterus
bullockii), gilded flicker, Sprague's pipit, western grebe, and western screech-owl (Megascops kennicottii).
Three additional BCC species may occur in the Study Area but are unlikely to occur in the Interconnection
Project: marbled godwit, American avocet, and willet.
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The reptile species that may occur in the Interconnection Project are the regal horned lizard (Phrynosoma
solare) and the variable sandsnake (Chilomeniscus stramineus).

The mammal species that may occur in the Interconnection Project are antelope jackrabbit (Lepus alleni),
Brazilian (Mexican) free-tailed bat (Tadarida brasiliensis), California leaf-nosed bat (Macrotus
californicus), cave myotis (Myotis velifer), pocketed free-tailed bat (Nyctinomops femorosaccus), and
western red bat (Lasiurus blossevillii).

No SGCN fish species are likely to occur within 3 miles of the proposed Interconnection Project.

State-Protected Native Plants

The ANPL identifies a list of plant species—Ilargely cacti, agave, yucca, and desert trees—that are
susceptible to removal for collection, landscaping, sale, or other commercial uses. The ANPL states that
these plants shall not be taken, transported, or possessed from any nonfederal lands without permission and
a permit from the AZDA; it also requires notification prior to land clearing even if the plants will be
destroyed. Two plant species covered under the ANPL were observed in the Interconnection Project and
the Study Area during surveys: yellow paloverde (Parkinsonia microphylla) and velvet mesquite (Prosopis
velutina).

Noxious Weeds

Arizona maintains a list of noxious weeds in three categories: Class A, B, and C (AZDA 2024). Class A
species are those that are not known to occur in Arizona, are of limited distribution, and are of high priority
for quarantine, control, or mitigation. Class B noxious weeds are species known to occur, but with limited
distribution in Arizona, and may be high-priority pests for quarantine, control, or mitigation if a significant
threat to crop, commodity, or habitat exists. Class C noxious weeds are species of plants that are widespread
but may be recommended for active control based on risk assessment. Asian mustard (Brassica tournefortii)
and stinknet (Oncosiphon pilulifer), both Class B noxious weeds, and puncturevine (Tribulus terrestris),
red broom (Bromus rubens), and saltcedar (Tamarix spp.), all Class C noxious weeds, were observed in the
Interconnection Project and the Study Area during the site visit. Measures will be taken to avoid spreading
noxious weeds in the Study Area.

Summary of Potential Effects

Areas of Biological Wealth

Neither the Interconnection Project nor the Study Area intersects any designated or proposed critical habitat,
wildlife refuges, wildlife corridors, linkage corridors, or COAs. According to the County guidelines
(AZGFD 2019), a small area within the Project and Study Area was modeled as potential riparian habitat,
associated with the Casa Grande and Florence—Casa Grande Extension Canals. These riparian areas are
characterized by an abundance and diversity of vegetation and wildlife within and directly adjacent to them.
Wildlife are dependent upon riparian areas not only as dependable sources of water, but for breeding,
migration, shelter, seasonal foraging, and movement. As such, riparian areas act as important linkages in
the landscape to facilitate daily, seasonal, and annual movements of individuals and populations of species
(AZGFD 2019).

The Interconnection Project will result in minimal disturbance to the landscape, which has already been
converted entirely from natural vegetation to agricultural, industrial, and residential land use. The small
disturbance footprint and relatively short construction time frame will minimize migratory species
avoidance and migratory stopover habitat loss. As such, any loss of vegetation from construction activities
would not contribute meaningfully to habitat fragmentation or decrease connectivity between habitats.
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Federally Listed Threatened and Endangered Species

The Interconnection Project and Study Area are within the known range of the monarch butterfly, a
candidate species for listing under the ESA. The proposed Interconnection Project and Study Area lie within
Area 10J, Zone 2 for the Mexican Wolf Experimental Population.

Mexican wolves are found in a variety of southwestern habitats; however, they are absent from the desert
areas and prefer mountain woodlands over 4,000 feet above mean sea level. The Interconnection Project
and Study Area are within Zone 2 of the Mexican Wolf Experimental Population Area, a zone in which
wolves are allowed to naturally disperse and occupy and into which wolves may be translocated. However,
the Interconnection Project and Study Area do not contain suitable mountain woodland habitat and are
outside of the species’ known range, and there are no suitable habitat areas in the wider vicinity. In addition,
because of human activity, Mexican wolf individuals are not likely to wander into the Interconnection
Project.

No ESA-listed species are likely to occur within the Interconnection Project or Study Area; however, the
proximity of Picacho Reservoir 0.28 mile east of the Study Area warrants mention, as it has yielded
occurrence records for ESA-listed southwestern willow flycatcher, yellow-billed cuckoo, and Yuma
Ridgway’s rail. Suitable habitat exists for all three species adjacent to the Study Area; however, occurrence
records are believed to be largely historical, with no recent surveys conducted and no recent occurrences
documented (Beatty 2024; Conway 2024; Engelmann 2024; McCarthey 2024).

Habitat in the Study Area may be suitable for use by monarch butterfly, a candidate species; however, no
milkweed (family Asclepiadaceae) has been recorded in the Study Area, and none was observed in the
Study Area during the March 2024 surveys. Monarch butterflies may use other plants found in the Study
Area for foraging but not for reproduction (USFWS 2020; Western Monarch Milkweed Mapper 2024).
As such, any potential Interconnection Project impacts to the monarch butterfly would be minor. A very
small portion of suitable dispersal or foraging habitat would be lost relative to the total amount of habitat
in the vicinity. Individuals may experience injury, mortality, change of behavior, or loss of forage as a result
of the Interconnection Project, but individuals would largely be expected to shift activity to nearby suitable
habitat.

BALD EAGLE (HALIAEETUS LEUCOCEPHALUS) AND GOLDEN EAGLE
(AQUILA CHRYSAETOS)

No suitable bald eagle nesting habitat or tall trees or cliffs suitable for eagle perching are within the
Interconnection Project or Study Area; however, there is potential foraging habitat for bald eagles within
the irrigation canals and agricultural areas present in the Study Area. Additionally, the Interconnection
Project is within the nonbreeding range of the bald eagle, and this species may move through the
Interconnection Project and Study Area (see Table C-1). The Interconnection Project does not contain
nesting sites for golden eagle (i.e., cliffs), but individuals may fly over the Interconnection Project and
Study Area while foraging (see Table C-1). These species were not observed by SWCA during related
surveys in the Study Area in March 2024. No significant impacts are expected to bald or golden eagles as
a result of this Interconnection Project.

Other Special-Status Species

The following sections refer to species with special status that are not federally listed or candidates for
federal listing.

SPECIAL-STATUS MAMMAL SPECIES

Six special-status mammals may occur within the Study Area: antelope jackrabbit, Brazilian (Mexican)
free-tailed bat, California leaf-nosed bat, cave myotis, pocketed free-tailed bat, and western red bat.
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The Interconnection Project is unlikely to support suitable roosting habitat for most bat species. No palm
trees, large riparian trees, or suitable building structures occur in the Interconnection Project, and therefore,
no bat roosts are expected to be removed or destroyed as a result of the Interconnection Project. Bats using
trees or buildings as day roosts within the Study Area have the potential to be negatively impacted by noise,
leading to behavior changes or loss of fitness for individuals.

Bat species can collide with human-made structures during long-distance migration. Migrating bats often
fly high above ground level and do not actively echolocate; however, during normal foraging activity, bats
actively use echolocation and are typically able to detect and avoid features such as overhead transmission
lines (Arnett et al. 2015). No information suggests that transmission lines in a setting such as the Study
Area would pose a risk to bats.

Interconnection Project construction activities could cause death or injury to terrestrial mammal species,
particularly individuals that may be sheltering in underground burrows instead of fleeing. Interconnection
Project construction could cause behavior changes, as individuals would be expected to flee from an
increase of noise, vibration, and human presence within the Interconnection Project vicinity. These behavior
changes could increase depredation, decrease foraging success, reduce reproductive success, and result in
loss of fitness for that individual from increased metabolic output. Noise, vibration, and human presence
will be temporary during construction and will cease with completion of construction.

The loss and degradation of mammal habitat from short- and long-term Interconnection Project activities
will be minor, as abundant habitat for small mammals occurs in the vicinity of the Interconnection Project
and Study Area. Similarly, because of the available habitat outside the Interconnection Project, any loss of
vegetation from construction activities will not contribute meaningfully to habitat fragmentation for special-
status mammals or decrease connectivity between habitat patches. Construction of the Interconnection
Project will result in an increase of fugitive dust. The fugitive dust during construction could change
mammal behavior (e.g., reducing the amount of foraging due to area disturbances). The likelihood and
severity of impacts from construction would decrease with increasing distance from the Interconnection
Project.

SPECIAL-STATUS AMPHIBIAN SPECIES

One special-status amphibian species may occur within the Study Area: the Sonoran Desert toad. Potential
impacts to special-status amphibian species include death, injury, or impacts arising from behavior changes,
and will be similar to those described for terrestrial mammals. Potential impacts from the loss, degradation,
and fragmentation of amphibian habitat from Interconnection Project activities will be the same as those
described for terrestrial mammals. Special-status amphibian individuals are expected to experience similar
impacts from increased fugitive dust during construction as mammals.

SPECIAL-STATUS BIRD SPECIES

Bald eagles may forage within the Study Area during the nonbreeding season; however, they will likely be
drawn toward the Picacho Reservoir riparian areas approximately 1.2 miles east of the Interconnection
Project and not toward the Interconnection Project. Because of the relatively small area of foraging habitat
potentially impacted compared with an individual bald eagle’s home range and the abundance of similar
foraging habitat outside of the Interconnection Project, no significant impacts to bald eagles resulting from
the Interconnection Project are expected. Golden eagles may forage in the Interconnection Project and
Study Area, but no nesting habitat is present, and they will likely be drawn toward Picacho Reservoir, away
from the Interconnection Project. Because of the relatively small area of foraging habitat potentially
impacted compared with an individual golden eagle’s home range and the abundance of similar foraging
habitat outside of the Interconnection Project, no significant impacts to golden eagles resulting from the
Interconnection Project are expected.
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Other special-status bird species that may occur or are known to occur in the Interconnection Project are
Abert's towhee, American kestrel, American peregrine falcon, Bendire’s thrasher, Brewer’s sparrow, cactus
wren, Costa’s hummingbird, ferruginous hawk, Gila woodpecker, gray flycatcher, Harris’s hawk, Inca
dove, Lincoln's sparrow, loggerhead shrike, mountain plover (only for wintering or migration and therefore
has no potential for nesting impacts), prairie falcon, red-winged blackbird, rufous-winged sparrow,
sagebrush sparrow, savannah sparrow, Swainson's hawk, verdin, vesper sparrow, and western burrowing
owl. Potential impacts to special-status bird species could include changes in behavior because of
Interconnection Project-related noise, vibration, and the presence of workers and equipment; loss of
breeding and foraging habitat; and impacts to nesting species. Potential impacts to nesting birds and their
eggs covered under the MBTA, including burrow nests of the western burrowing owl, will be avoided
and/or minimized either by limiting ground-clearing/vegetation-removal activities to outside the breeding
season (generally March to September, with raptors breeding generally January to June) or through surveys
to identify active nests and placement of buffers around those active nests until the young fledge or the nest
fails.

Transmission lines can pose a collision risk to birds, including raptors (Avian Power Line Interaction
Committee [APLIC] 2012). However, many factors influence whether birds are likely to collide with a
specific transmission line. To minimize that risk, the Applicant will design the Interconnection Project to
incorporate reasonable measures to minimize collision or electrocution of and impacts to avian species.
Such measures will be accomplished through incorporation of APLIC guidelines set forth in Suggested
Practices for Raptor Protection on Power Lines: The State of the Art in 2006 (Suggested Raptor Protection
Practices) (APLIC 2006) and Reducing Avian Collisions with Power Lines: the State of the Art in 2012
(Reducing Avian Collisions) (APLIC 2012) to the extent feasible.

Transmission and distribution lines can also cause bird electrocution, although the risk is highest with lower
voltage lines. Electrocution occurs when a bird simultaneously contacts energized and grounded electrical
components. High-voltage lines require spacing between those components that cannot be spanned even by
very large birds so that electrocution risk is precluded almost entirely (APLIC 2012).

SPECIAL-STATUS REPTILE SPECIES

Two special-status reptile species may occur within the Study Area: the regal horned lizard and variable
sandsnake. Potential Interconnection Project—related impacts to special-status reptile species include
changes in behavior due to the presence of workers and equipment, including moving away from sources
of noise and vibration; the potential for individuals being crushed or buried during ground-disturbing
activities; the loss of habitat; and increased predation due to an increase in perches provided by the
additional power poles to be installed. Special-status reptile individuals are expected to experience similar
impacts from increased fugitive dust during construction as mammals.

SPECIAL-STATUS FISH SPECIES

There are currently no special-status fish species known or expected to occur within the Study Area.

There is no perennial aquatic habitat in the Interconnection Project or Study Area, aside from the sludge
ponds within the Study Area and irrigation canals in both the Interconnection Project and Study Area.
The Picacho Reservoir, approximately 0.28 mile east of the Study Area, is an ephemeral water body that is
entirely dry some years. The Gila River, approximately 8.6 miles north of the Study Area, which has
perennial and intermittent stretches, is the nearest source of water to the Study Area that is not human-made
(i.e., a canal, sludge pond, or reservoir). Introduced fish, however, have the potential to occur in the
concrete-lined canals within the Interconnection Project and Study Area. Many of these fish represent
invasive species that have been released or sportfish that have been stocked into waterways connected to
the canals. No native fish species are expected to occur.
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The Interconnection Project will not impact special-status fish species because no suitable habitat for
special-status fish species is present in the Interconnection Project. Interconnection Project activities will
not impact perennial water outside of the Study Area.

State-Protected Native Plants

Plant species protected under the ANPL could be removed in accordance with applicable laws during the
Interconnection Project’s vegetation-clearing activities. However, as the Interconnection Project will
occupy a relatively small area compared with that of nearby disturbances (e.g., agriculture and
development), the loss of vegetation in the Interconnection Project area will result in only minor impacts
to protected native plants.

Noxious Weeds

Measures will be taken to avoid introducing or spreading noxious weeds in the Interconnection Project, and
therefore the Interconnection Project is unlikely to contribute to an increase of noxious weeds, in extent or
abundance, in the vicinity of the Interconnection Project.

Mitigation Measures

The following mitigation measures would reduce the potential for impacts to special-status species as a
result of the Interconnection Project:

o Transmission lines pose a risk of collisions and electrocution for birds, particularly raptors.
To minimize that risk, the Applicant should design the Interconnection Project facilities to
incorporate reasonable measures to minimize electrocution of and impacts to avian species
following the guidelines outlined in Suggested Raptor Protection Practices (APLIC 2006) and
Reducing Avian Collisions (APLIC 2012) to the extent feasible.

e If vegetation-disturbing activities are planned during the migratory bird nesting season
(March—September or January—June for raptors), measures to avoid any active bird nests within the
Interconnection Project, such as preconstruction surveys for migratory bird nests by a qualified
biologist, should be taken to maintain compliance with the MBTA.

e If western burrowing owls are identified in the Interconnection Project, measures to avoid any
active burrows should be taken. Because some burrowing owls are year-round residents, surveys
for this species should be conducted prior to the initiation of ground-disturbing or vegetation-
removal activities. In addition, the AZGFD’s Burrowing Owl Project Clearance Guidance for
Landowners (Arizona Burrowing Owl Working Group 2009) should be followed.

e To reduce the potential of negative effects to terrestrial species through collisions, worker
awareness trainings and low speed limits should be implemented.

e If Sonoran Desert tortoises are observed, adherence to the AZGFD (2014) Guidelines for Handling
Sonoran Desert Tortoises Encountered on Development Projects would minimize the potential for
direct impacts to this species.

e If trenching is included as part of Interconnection Project construction, the following should be
considered to minimize injury to wildlife: when trenches cannot be backfilled immediately, the
escape ramps, which can be short lateral trenches or wooden planks sloping to the surface, should
be constructed at least every 90 m; trench slopes should be less than 45 degrees (1:1); and any
trenches left open overnight should be inspected for wildlife prior to backfilling.
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o The recommendations in AZGFD’s Guidelines for Solar Development in Arizona (AZGFD 2009)
and the AZGFD’s Wildlife Compatible Fencing Guidelines (AZGFD 2024d) should be reviewed
and implemented for the Interconnection Project, as applicable and feasible, to minimize impacts
to wildlife and their habitats.

e Ifnative plants listed under the ANPL are present in the Interconnection Project, the AZDA Notice
of Intent to Clear Land form should be submitted prior to ground clearing. The submittal time frame
depends on the acreage of the area to be cleared, as noted on the form.

e To minimize the introduction and spread of invasive species and noxious weeds, standard best
management practices (BMPs) should be used during construction. These BMPs could include
measures such as cleaning equipment prior to and following mobilization to the Interconnection
Project.

Conclusion

This biotic resource review analyzed potential impacts to rare and endangered species and biological wealth
from both overhead and to-be-determined underground components for the Interconnection Project

The Interconnection Project is not likely to significantly affect any rare, endangered, or special-status
species, and no ESA-listed species are likely to occur in the Interconnection Project or Study Area.
Therefore, no impacts to rare, endangered, special-status, or ESA-listed species are expected as a result of
the Interconnection Project. These impacts will be similar for both overhead or underground components,
with no difference resulting from selection of any routes.

The Interconnection Project intersects Pinal County Riparian Areas (associated with the Casa Grande and
Florence—Casa Grande Extension Canals), which can act as important linkages in the landscape to facilitate
daily, seasonal, and annual movements of individuals and populations of species (AZGFD 2019).
The Interconnection Project disturbance footprint will be limited to poles and access roads (some of which
will be temporary) with no disturbance to the canal system, and as a result, no effect on these areas of
biological wealth is expected.

The Interconnection Project disturbance footprint will be limited to poles and access roads (some of which
will be temporary) with minimal disturbance to the landscape, and as a result, no effect on the terrestrial
wildlife using these areas is expected. The small disturbance footprint and relatively short construction time
frame will minimize impacts to migratory species and migratory stopover habitat loss. As such, any loss of
vegetation from construction activities will not contribute meaningfully to habitat fragmentation or decrease
connectivity between habitats.

The Interconnection Project has the potential to have minor impacts on non-ESA-listed special-status
amphibian, bird, reptile, and mammal species.

The risk that electrical infrastructure poses to birds will be addressed by following the guidelines outlined
in Suggested Raptor Protection Practices (APLIC 2006) and Reducing Avian Collisions (APLIC 2012) as
design features for the Interconnection Project to the extent feasible, and preconstruction surveys for
migratory bird nests will facilitate compliance with the MBTA.
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IPaC U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

|IPaC resource list

This report is an automatically generated list of species and other resources such as critical
habitat (collectively referred to as trust resources) under the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's
(USFWS} jurisdiction that are known or expected to be on or near the project area referenced
below. The list may also include trust resources that occur outside of the project area, but
that could potentially be directly or indirectly affected by activities in the project area.
However, determining the likelihood and extent of effects a project may have on trust
resources typically requires gathering additional site-specific (e.g., vegetation/species
surveys) and project-specific (e.g.,, magnitude and timing of proposed activities) information,

Below is a summary of the project informaticn you provided and contact information for the
USFWS office(s) with jurisdiction in the defined project area. Please read the introduction to
each section that follows (Endangered Species, Migratory Birds, USFWS Facilities, and NWI
Wetlands) for additional information applicable to the trust resources addressed in that
section.

Location

Pinal County, Arizona

Local office

Arizona Ecological Services Field Office

. (602) 242-0210
1B (602) 242-2513

9828 North 31st Ave

Exhibit C-1a. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service IPaC report.
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#c3
Phoenix, AZ 85051-2517

Exhibit C-1b. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service IPaC report
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Endangered species

This resource list is for informational purposes only and does not constitute an analysis of
project level impacts.

The primary information used to generate this list is the known or expected range of each
species. Additional areas of influence (AOI) for species are also considered. An AOI includes
areas outside of the species range if the species could be indirectly affected by activities in
that area (e.g., placing a dam upstream of a fish populaticn even if that fish does not occur at
the dam site, may indirectly impact the species by reducing or eliminating water flow
downstream). Because species can move, and site conditions can change, the species on this
list are not guaranteed to be found on or near the project area. To fully determine any
potential effects to species, additional site-specific and project-specific information is often
required.

Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act requires Federal agencies to "request of the
Secretary information whether any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be
present in the area of such proposed action" for any project that is conducted, permitted,
funded, or licensed by any Federal agency. A letter from the local office and a species list
which fulfills this requirement can only be obtained by requesting an official species list from
either the Regulatory Review section in IPaC (see directions below) or from the local field
office directly.

For project evaluations that require USFWS concurrence/review, please return to the IPaC
website and request an official species list by doing the following:

1. Draw the project location and click CONTINUE.
2. Click DEFINE PROJECT.

3. Log in (if directed to do so).

4. Provide a name and description for your project.
5. Click REQUEST SPECIES LIST.

Listed species! and their critical habitats are managed by the Ecological Services Program of
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the fisheries divisicn of the National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA Fisheries?).

Species and critical habitats under the sole responsibility of NOAA Fisheries are not shown on
this list, Please contact NOAA Fisheries for species under their jurisdiction.

1. Species listed under the Endangered Species Act are threatened or endangered; IPaC also
shows species that are candidates, or proposed, for listing. See the listing status page for
more information. IPaC only shows species that are regulated by USFWS (see FAQ).

Exhibit C-1c. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service IPaC report.
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2. NOAA Fisheries, also known as the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), is an office
of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration within the Department of
Commerce.

The following species are potentially affected by activities in this location:

Birds

NAME STATUS
Cactus Ferruginous Pygmy-owl Glaucidium brasilianum Threatened
cactorum

Wherever found

There is final critical habitat for this species,
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1225

Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Empidonax traillii extimus Endangered
Wherever found

There is final critical habitat for this species. Your location does

not overlap the critical habitat.

Yellow-billed Cuckoo Coccyzus americanus Threatened
There is final critical habitat for this species. Your location does
not overlap the critical habitat.

Fishes
NAME STATUS
Gila Topminnow (incl. Yaqui) Poecilicpsis occidentalis Endangered
Wherever found

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1116

Insects
NAME STATUS
Monarch Butterfly Danaus plexippus Candidate
Wherever found

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9743

Exhibit C-1d. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service IPaC report.
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Critical habitats

Potential effects to critical habitat(s) in this laocation must be analyzed along with the
endangered species themselves.

There are no critical habitats at this location.

You are still required to determine if your project(s) may have effects on all
above listed species.

Bald & Golden Eagles

Bald and golden eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act' and
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act?.

Any person or organization who plans or conducts activities that may result in impacts to
bald or golden eagles, or their habitats3, should follow appropriate regulations and consider
implementing appropriate conservation measures, as described in the links below,
Specifically, please review the "Supplemental Information on Migratory Birds and Eagles".

Additional information can be found using the following links:

» Eagle Management https://www.fws.gov/program/eagle-management

* Measures for avoiding and minimizing impacts to birds
https:.//www.fws,gov/library/collections/avoiding-and-minimizing-incidental-take-
migratory-birds

¢ Nationwide conservation measures for birds
https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/nationwide-standard-conservation-
measures.pdf

¢ Supplemental Information for Migratory Birds and Eagles in IPaC
https://www.fws.gov/media/supplemental-information-migratory-birds-and-bald-and-
golden-eagles-may-occur-project-action

There are likely bald eagles present in your project area, For additicnal information on bald
eagles, refer to Bald Eagle Nesting and Sensitivity to Human Activity

For guidance on when to schedule activities or implement avoidance and minimization
measures to reduce impacts to migratory birds on your list, see the PROBABILITY OF
PRESENCE SUMMARY below to see when these birds are most likely to be present and
breeding in your project area.

Exhibit C-1e. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service IPaC report.
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NAME BREEDING SEASON

Golden Eagle Aquila chrysaetas Breeds Dec 1 to Aug 31
This is not a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) in this area, but
warrants attention because of the Eagle Act or for potential
susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain types of
development or activities.

Probability of Presence Summary

The graphs below provide our best understanding of when birds of concern are most likely to
be present in your project area. This information can be used to tailor and schedule your
project activities to avoid or minimize impacts to birds. Please make sure you read
"Supplemental Information on Migratory Birds and Eagles", specifically the FAQ section titled
"Proper Interpretation and Use of Your Migratory Bird Report" before using or attempting to
interpret this report.

Probability of Presence (m)

Each green bar represents the bird's relative probability of presence in the 10km grid cell(s)
your project overlaps during a particular week of the year. (A year is represented as 12 4-
week months.) A taller bar indicates a higher probability of species presence. The survey
effort (see below) can be used to establish a level of confidence in the presence score. One

can have higher confidence in the presence score if the corresponding survey effort is also
high.

How is the probability of presence score calculated? The calculation is done in three steps:

1. The probability of presence for each week is calculated as the number of survey eventsin
the week where the species was detected divided by the total number of survey events
for that week. For example, if in week 12 there were 20 survey events and the Spotted
Towhee was found in 5 of them, the probability of presence of the Spotted Towhee in
week 12 is 0.25.

2. To properly present the pattern of presence across the year, the relative probability of
presence is calculated. This is the probability of presence divided by the maximum
probability of presence across all weeks. For example, imagine the probability of presence
in week 20 for the Spotted Towhee is 0.05, and that the probability of presence at week 12
(0.25) is the maximum of any week of the year. The relative probability of presence on
week 12 is 0.25/0.25 = 1; at week 20 it is 0.05/0.25 = 0.2.

3. The relative probability of presence calculated in the previous step undergoes a statistical
conversion so that all possible values fall between 0 and 10, inclusive, This is the
probability of presence score.

To see a bar's prebability of presence score, simply hover your mouse cursor over the bar.

Breeding Season ( )
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Yellow bars denote a very liberal estimate of the time-frame inside which the bird breeds
across its entire range. If there are no yellow bars shown for a bird, it does not breed in your
project area.

Survey Effort (I)

Vertical black lines superimposed on probability of presence bars indicate the number of
surveys performed for that species in the 10km grid cell(s) your project area overlaps. The
number of surveys is expressed as a range, for example, 33 to 64 surveys.

To see a bar's survey effort range, simply hover your mouse cursor over the bar.

No Data (-)
A week is marked as having no data if there were no survey events for that week.

Survey Timeframe

Surveys from only the last 10 years are used in order to ensure delivery of currently relevant
information. The exception to this is areas off the Atlantic coast, where bird returns are
based on all years of available data, since data in these areas is currently much more sparse.

probability of presence  breeding season | survey effort — no data
SPECIES AN FEB MAR  APR MAY  JUN JuL AUG  ISEP OCT NOV  DEC
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Vulnerable

171111 B111 e — e — e R —— . e e e e e —

What does IPaC use to generate the potential presence of bald and golden eagles in my specified
location?

The potential for eagle presence is derived from data provided by the Avian Knowledge Network (AKN). The
AKN data is based on a growing collection of survey, banding, and citizen science datasets and is queried
and filtered to return a list of those birds reported as occurring in the 10km grid cell(s) which your project
intersects, and that have been identified as warranting special attention because they are a BCC species in
that area, an eagle (Eagle Act requirements may apply}). To see a list of all birds potentially present in your
project area, please visit the Rapid Avian Information Locator (RAIL) Tool.

What does IPaC use to generate the probability of presence graphs of bald and golden eagles in my
specified location?

The Migratory Bird Resource List is comprised of USFWS Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) and other
species that may warrant special attention in your project location.

The migratory bird list generated for your project is derived from data provided by the Avian Knowledge
Network (AKN), The AKN data is based cn a growing collection of survey, banding, and citizen science
datasets and is queried and filtered to return a list of those birds reported as occurring in the 10km grid
cell(s} which your project intersects, and that have been identified as warranting special attention because
they are a BCC species in that area, an eagle (Eagle Act requirements may apply), or a species that has a
particular vulnerability to offshore activities or development,
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Again, the Migratory Bird Resource list includes only a subset of birds that may occur in your project area. It
is not representative of all birds that may occur in your project area. To get a list of all birds potentially
present in your project area, please visit the Rapid Avian Information Locator (RAIL) Tool.

What if | have eagles on my list?

If your project has the potential to disturb or kill eagles, you may need to obtain a permit to avoid violating
the Eagle Act should such impacts occur, Please contact your local Fish and Wildlife Service Field Office if
you have questions,

Migratory birds

Certain birds are protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act' and the Bald and Golden
Eagle Protection Act?,

Any person or organization who plans or conducts activities that may result in impacts to
migratory birds, eagles, and their habitats® should follow appropriate regulations and
consider implementing appropriate conservation measures, as described in the links below.
Specifically, please review the "Supplemental Information on Migratory Birds and Eagles".

1. The Migratory Birds Treaty Act of 1918.
2. The Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act of 1940,

Additional information can be found using the following links:

e Eagle Management https://www.fws.gov/program/eagle-management

* Measures for avoiding and minimizing impacts to birds
https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/avoiding-and-minimizing-incidental-take-
migratory-birds

* Nationwide conservation measures for birds https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/
documents/nationwide-standard-conservation-measures.pdf

¢ Supplemental Information for Migratory Birds and Eagles in IPaC
https://www . fws. gov/media/supplemental-information-migratory-birds-and-bald-and-
golden-eagles-may-occur-project-action

The birds listed below are birds of particular concern either because they occur on the
USFWS Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) list or warrant special attention in your
project location. To learn more about the levels of concern for birds on your list and how this
list is generated, see the FAQ below. This is not a list of every bird you may find in this
location, nor a guarantee that every bird on this list will be found in your project area. To see
exact locations of where birders and the general public have sighted birds in and around
your project area, visit the E-bird data mapping tool (Tip: enter your location, desired date
range and a species on your list). For projects that occur off the Atlantic Coast, additional
maps and models detailing the relative occurrence and abundance of bird species on your
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use your migratory bird report, can be found below.

breeding in your project area.

NAME

American Avocet Recurvirostra americana

This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular
Bird Conservation Regions (BCRs) in the continental USA

Bendire's Thrasher Toxostoma bendirei
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its
range in the continental USA and Alaska.

Costa's Hummingbird Calypte costae
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular
Bird Conservation Regions (BCRs) in the continental USA

Gila Woodpecker Melanerpes uropygialis
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular
Bird Conservation Regions (BCRs) in the continental USA

Golden Eagle Aquila chrysaetos
This is not a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) in this area, but
warrants attention because of the Eagle Act or for potential
susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain types of
development or activities.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1680

Marbled Godwit Limosa fedoa
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its
range in the continental USA and Alaska.

list are available. Links to additional information about Atlantic Coast birds, and other
important information about your migratory bird list, including how to properly interpret and

For guidance on when to schedule activities or implement avoidance and minimization
measures to reduce impacts to migratory birds on your list, see the PROBABILITY OF
PRESENCE SUMMARY below to see when these birds are most likely to be present and

BREEDING SEASON

Breeds Apr 21 to Aug 10

Breeds Mar 15 to Jul 31

Breeds Jan 15 to Jun 10

Breeds Apr 1 to Aug 31

Breeds Dec 1 to Aug 31

Breeds elsewhere
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Western Grebe aechmophorus occidentalis Breeds Jun 1 to Aug 31
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its
range in the continental USA and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6743

Willet Tringa semipalmata Breeds elsewhere
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its
range in the continental USA and Alaska.

Probability of Presence Summary

The graphs below provide our best understanding of when birds of concern are most likely to
be present in your project area. This information can be used to tailor and schedule your
project activities to avoid or minimize impacts to birds. Please make sure you read
"Supplemental Information on Migratory Birds and Eagles", specifically the FAQ section titled
"Proper Interpretation and Use of Your Migratory Bird Report” before using or attempting to
interpret this report.

Probability of Presence ()

Each green bar represents the bird's relative probability of presence in the 10km grid cell(s)
your project overlaps during a particular week of the year. (A year is represented as 12 4-
week months.) A taller bar indicates a higher probability of species presence. The survey
effort (see below) can be used to establish a level of confidence in the presence score. One

can have higher confidence in the presence score if the corresponding survey effort is also
high.

How is the probability of presence score calculated? The calculation is dene in three steps:

1. The probability of presence for each week is calculated as the number of survey events in
the week where the species was detected divided by the total number of survey events
for that week. For example, if in week 12 there were 20 survey events and the Spotted
Towhee was found in 5 of them, the probability of presence of the Spotted Towhee in
week 12 is 0.25.

2. To properly present the pattern of presence across the year, the relative probability of
presence is calculated. This is the probability of presence divided by the maximum
probability of presence across all weeks. For example, imagine the probability of presence
in week 20 for the Spotted Towhee is 0,05, and that the probability of presence at week 12
(0.25) is the maximum of any week of the year. The relative probability of presence on
week 12 is 0.25/0.25 =1; at week 20 it is 0.05/0.25 = 0.2.

3. The relative probability of presence calculated in the previous step undergoes a statistical
conversion so that all possible values fall between 0 and 10, inclusive. This is the
probability of presence score.

To see a bar's probability of presence score, simply hover your mouse cursor over the bar.
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Breeding Season ( )

Yellow bars denote a very liberal estimate of the time-frame inside which the bird breeds
across its entire range. If there are no yellow bars shown for a bird, it does not breed in your
project area.

Survey Effort (/)

Vertical black lines superimposed on probability of presence bars indicate the number of
surveys performed for that species in the 10km grid cell(s) your project area overlaps. The
number of surveys is expressed as a range, for example, 33 to 64 surveys.

To see a bar's survey effort range, simply hover your mouse cursor over the bar.

No Data (-)
A week is marked as having no data if there were no survey events for that week.

Survey Timeframe

Surveys from only the last 10 years are used in order to ensure delivery of currently relevant
information. The exception to this is areas off the Atlantic coast, where bird returns are
based on all years of available data, since data in these areas is currently much more sparse.

probability of presence breeding season | survey effort — no data
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Tell me more about conservation measures | can implement to avoid or minimize impacts to migratory
birds.

Nationwide Conservation Measures describes measures that can help avoid and minimize impacts to all
birds at any location year round, Implementation of these measures is particularly important when birds
are most likely to occur in the project area. When birds may be breeding in the area, identifying the
locations of any active nests and avoiding their destruction is a very helpful impact minimization measure.
To see when birds are most likely to occur and be breeding in your project area, view the Probability of
Presence Summary. Additional measures or permits may be advisable depending on the type of activity
you are conducting and the type of infrastructure or bird species present on your project site.

What does IPaC use to generate the list of migratory birds that potentially occur in my specified
location?

The Migratory Bird Resource List is comprised of USFWS Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) and other
species that may warrant special attention in your project location.

The migratory bird list generated for your project is derived from data provided by the Avian Knowledge
Network (AKN). The AKN data is based on a growing collection of survey, banding, and citizen science
datasets and is queried and filtered to return a list of those birds reported as occurring in the 10km grid
cell(s} which your project intersects, and that have been identified as warranting special attention because
they are a BCC species in that area, an eagle (Eagle Act requirements may apply), or a species that has a
particular vulnerability to offshore activities or development.

Again, the Migratory Bird Resource list includes only a subset of birds that may occur in your project area. It
is not representative of all birds that may occur in your project area. To get a list of all birds potentially
present in your project area, please visit the Rapid Avian Information Locator (RAIL) Tool.

What does IPaC use to generate the probability of presence graphs for the migratery birds potentially
occurring in my specified location?

The probability of presence graphs associated with your migratory bird list are based on data provided by
the Avian Knowledge Network (AKN). This data is derived from a growing collection of survey, banding, and
citizen science datasets.

Probability of presence data is continuously being updated as new and better information becomes
available. To learn more about how the probability of presence graphs are produced and how to interpret
them, go the Probability of Presence Summary and then click on the "Tell me about these graphs" link.

How do | know if a bird is breeding, wintering or migrating in my area?

To see what part of a particular bird's range your project area falls within (i.e. breeding, wintering,
migrating or year-roundy), you may query your location using the RAIL Tool and look at the range maps
provided for birds in your area at the bottom of the profiles provided for each bird in your results. If a bird
on your migratory bird species list has a breeding season associated with it, if that bird does occur in your
project area, there may be nests present at some point within the timeframe specified. If "Breeds
elsewhere” is indicated, then the bird likely does not breed in your project area.

What are the levels of concern for migratory birds?

Migratory birds delivered through IPaC fall into the following distinct categories of concern:
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1. "BCC Rangewide" birds are Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) that are of concern throughout their
range anywhere within the USA (including Hawaii, the Pacific Islands, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin
Islands);

2."BCC - BCR" birds are BCCs that are of concern only in particular Bird Conservation Regions (BCRs} in
the continental USA; and

3. "Non-BCC - Vulnerable" birds are not BCC species in your project area, but appear on your list either
because of the Eagle Act requirements {for eagles) or (for non-eagles) potential susceptibilities in
offshore areas from certain types of development or activities (e.g. offshore energy development or
longline fishing}.

Although it is important to try to avoid and minimize impacts to all birds, efforts should be made, in
particular, to avoid and minimize impacts to the birds on this list, especially eagles and BCC species of
rangewide concern. For more information on conservation measures you can implement to help avoid and
minimize migratory bird impacts and requirements for eagles, please see the FAQs for these topics.

Details about birds that are potentially affected by offshore projects

For additional details about the relative occurrence and abundance of both individual bird species and
groups of bird species within your project area off the Atlantic Coast, please visit the Northeast Ocean Data
Portal. The Portal also offers data and information about other taxa besides birds that may be helpful to
you in your project review. Alternately, you may download the bird model results files underlying the portal
maps through the NOAA NCCOS Integrative Statistical Modeling and Predictive Mapping of Marine Bird
Distributions and Abundance on the Atlantic Quter Continental Shelf project webpage.

Bird tracking data can also provide additional details about occurrence and habitat use throughout the
year, including migration, Models relying on survey data may not include this information, For additional
information on marine bird tracking data, see the Diving Bird Study and the nanotag studies or contact
Caleb Spiegel or Pam Loring.

What if | have eagles on my list?

If your project has the potential to disturb or kill eagles, you may need to obtain a permit to avoid violating
the Eagle Act should such impacts occur.

Proper Interpretation and Use of Your Migratory Bird Report

The migratory bird list generated is not a list of all birds in your project area, only a subset of birds of
priority concern. To learn more about how your list is generated, and see options for identifying what other
birds may be in your project area, please see the FAQ "What does IPaC use to generate the migratory birds
potentially occurring in my specified location". Please be aware this report provides the "probability of
presence"” of birds within the 10 km grid cell(s) that overlap your project; not your exact project footprint.
On the graphs provided, please also look carefully at the survey effort (indicated by the black vertical bar)
and for the existence of the "no data" indicator (a red horizontal bar). A high survey effort is the key
component, If the survey effort is high, then the probability of presence score can be viewed as more
dependable, In contrast, a low survey effort bar or no data bar means a lack of data and, therefore, a lack
of certainty about presence of the species. This list is not perfect; it is simply a starting point for identifying
what birds of concern have the potential to be in your project area, when they might be there, and if they
might be breeding (which means nests might be present). The list helps you know what to look for to
confirm presence, and helps guide you in knowing when to implement conservation measures to avoid or
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minimize potential impacts from your project activities, should presence be confirmed. To learn more
about conservation measures, visit the FAQ "Tell me about conservation measures | can implement to
avoid or minimize impacts to migratory birds" at the bottom of your migratory bird trust resources page.

Facilities

National Wildlife Refuge lands

Any activity proposed on lands managed by the National Wildlife Refuge system must
undergo a 'Compatibility Determinaticn' conducted by the Refuge. Please contact the
individual Refuges to discuss any questions or concerns.

There are no refuge lands at this location.

Fish hatcheries

There are no fish hatcheries at this location.

Wetlands in the National Wetlands Inventory
(NWI)

Impacts to NW| wetlands and other aquatic habitats may be subject to regulation under
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, or other State/Federal statutes.

For more information please contact the Regulatory Program of the local U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers District.

Please note that the NWI data being shown may be out of date. We are currently working to
update our NWI data set. We recommend you verify these results with a site visit to
determine the actual extent of wetlands on site.

This location overlaps the following wetlands:

FRESHWATER FORESTED/SHRUB WETLAND
PSS1Ah

FRESHWATER POND
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PUBHx

RIVERINE
R2UBHx
RASBJx

A full description for each wetland code can be found at the National Wetlands Inventory
website

NOTE: This initial screening does not replace an on-site delineation to determine whether
wetlands occur. Additional information on the NWI data is provided below.

Data limitations

The Service's objective of mapping wetlands and deepwater habitats is to produce reconnaissance level
information on the location, type and size of these resources. The maps are prepared from the analysis of
high altitude imagery. Wetlands are identified based on vegetation, visible hydrology and geography. A
margin of error is inherent in the use of imagery; thus, detailed on-the-ground inspection of any particular
site may result in revision of the wetland boundaries or classification established through image analysis.

The accuracy of image interpretation depends on the quality of the imagery, the experience of the image
analysts, the amount and quality of the collateral data and the amount of ground truth verification work
conducted. Metadata should be consulted to determine the date of the source imagery used and any
mapping problems.

Wetlands or other mapped features may have changed since the date of the imagery or field work. There
may be occasional differences in polygon boundaries or classifications between the information depicted
on the map and the actual conditions on site.

Data exclusions

Certain wetland habitats are excluded from the National mapping program because of the limitations of
aerial imagery as the primary data source used to detect wetlands. These habitats include seagrasses or
submerged aquatic vegetaticon that are found in the intertidal and subtidal zones of estuaries and
nearshore coastal waters. Some deepwater reef communities {coral or tuberficid worm reefs) have also
been excluded from the inventory. These habitats, because of their depth, go undetected by aerial imagery.

Data precautions

Federal, state, and local regulatory agencies with jurisdiction over wetlands may define and describe
wetlands in a different manner than that used in this inventory. There is no attempt, in either the design or
products of this inventory, to define the limits of proprietary jurisdiction of any Federal, state, or local
government or to establish the geographical scope of the regulatory programs of government agencies.
Persons intending to engage in activities involving medifications within or adjacent to wetland areas should
seek the advice of appropriate Federal, state, or local agencies concerning specified agency regulatory
programs and proprietary jurisdictions that may affect such activities.
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Arizona Environmental Online Review Tool Report

Arizona Game and Fish Department Mission
To conserve Arizona's diverse wildlife resources and manage for safe, compatible outdoor recreation
opportunities for current and future generations.

Project Name:
Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project

User Project Number:
00079575-001-TUC-009

Project Description:

The Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project is a proposed 230-kilovolt (kV) alternating current
generation intertie transmission line (gen-tie) to be located both above and underground, and associated
substation facilities, that will connect the propesed Selma Energy Center to an existing (the Vah Ki) substation.
The Interconnection Project is designed to deliver power from the 150-megawatt {MW) solar photovoltaic facility
with a 150-MW battery storage system, which comprises the Selma Energy Project.

Project Type:
Energy Production/StoragefTransfer, Energy Transfer, Power line/electric line (new)

Contact Person:
India Hesse

Organization:
SWCA Environmental Consultants

On Behalf Of:
PRIVATE

Project ID:
HGIS-22007
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Please review the entire report for project type and/or species recommendations for the location information
entered. Please retain a copy for future reference.
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Arizona Game and Fish Department project_report_selma_energy_center_interco_77599_79840.pdf
Project ID: HGIS-22007 Review Date: 5/17/2024 11:21:22 AM

Disclaimer:

1.

2

This Environmental Review is based on the project study area that was entered. The report must be updated if
the project study area, location, or the type of project changes.

This is a preliminary environmental screening tool. It is not a substitute for the potential knowledge gained by
having a biologist conduct a field survey of the project area. This review is also not intended to replace
environmental consultation (including federal consultation under the Endangered Species Act), land use
permitting, or the Departments review of site-specific projects.

. The Departments Heritage Data Management System (HDMS) data is not intended to include potential

distribution of special status species. Arizona is large and diverse with plants, animals, and environmental
conditions that are ever changing. Consequently, many areas may contain species that biologists do not know
about or species previously noted in a particular area may no longer occur there. HDMS data contains
information about species occurrences that have actually been reported to the Department. Not all of Arizona has
been surveyed for special status species, and surveys that have been conducted have varied greatly in scope
and intensity. Such surveys may reveal previously undocumented population of species of special concern.

. Arizona Wildlife Conservation Strategy (AWCS), specifically Species of Greatest Conservation Need (SGCN}),

represent potential species distribution models for the State of Arizona which are subject to ongoing change,
medification and refinement. The status of a wildlife resource can change quickly, and the availability of new data
will necessitate a refined assessment.

Locations Accuracy Disclaimer:

Project locations are assumed to be both precise and accurate for the purposes of environmental review. The
creator/owner of the Project Review Report is solely responsible for the project location and thus the correctness of the
Project Review Report content.
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Arizona Game and Fish Department project_report_selma_energy_center_interco_77599_79840.pdf
Project ID: HGIS-22007 Review Date: 5/17/2024 11:21:22 AM

Recommendations Disclaimer:

1. The Department is interested in the conservation of all fish and wildlife resources, including those species listed
in this repert and those that may have not been documented within the project vicinity as well as other game and
nongame wildlife.

2. Recommendations have been made by the Department, under authority of Arizona Revised Statutes Title 5
{(Amusements and Sports), 17 (Game and Fish), and 28 (Transportation).

3. Potential impacts to fish and wildlife resources may be minimized or avoided by the recommendations generated
from information submitted for your proposed project. These recommendations are preliminary in scope,
designed to provide early considerations on all species of wildlife.

4. Making this information directly available does not substitute for the Department's review of project proposals,
and should not decrease our opportunity to review and evaluate additional project information and/or new project
proposals.

5. Further coordination with the Department requires the submittal of this Environmental Review Report with a cover
letter and project plans or documentation that includes project narrative, acreage to be impacted, how
construction or project activity(s} are to be accomplished, and project locality information (including site map).
Once AGFD had received the information, please allow 30 days for completion of project reviews. Send requests
to:

Project Evaluation Program, Habitat Branch
Arizona Game and Fish Department

5000 West Carefree Highway

Phoenix, Arizona 85086-5000

Phone Number: (623) 236-7600

Fax Number: (623) 236-7366

Or

PEP@azgfd.gov

6. Coordination may alsc be necessary under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and/or Endangered
Species Act (ESA). Site specific recommendations may be proposed during further NEPA/ESA analysis or
through coordination with affected agencies.
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Arizona Game and Fish Department project_report_selma_energy_center_interco_77599_79840.pdf
Project ID: HGIS-22007 Review Date: 5/17/2024 11:21:22 AM
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Arizona Game and Fish Department
Project ID: HGIS-22007

project_report_selma_energy_center_interco_77599_79840.pdf

Review Date: 5/17/2024 11:21:22 AM
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Web Map As Submitted By User
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Special Status Species Documented within 3 Miles of Project Vicinity

Scientific Name Common Name FWS USFS BLM NPL SGCN
Agelaius phoeniceus Red-winged Blackbird 2
Athene cunicularia hypugaea Western Burrowing Owl SC S S 2
Coccyzus americanus Yellow-billed Cuckoo (Western DPS) LT S S 1
Empidonax traillii extimus Southwestern Willow Flycatcher LE s 1
Falco sparverius American Kestrel 2
Rallus ohsoletus yumanensis Yuma Ridgway's Rail LE S 1
Toxostoma bendirei Bendire's Thrasher 2

Note: Status code def:mt;ons can be found at ttgs /fwww . azgfd. com.’wﬂdln‘e conservanonlon the-ground-

Special Areas Documented that Intersect with Project Footprint as Drawn

Scientific Name

Riparian Area

Common Name
Riparian Area

FWS USFS BLM

NPL SGCN

Note: Status code definitions can be found at https:/iwww.azgfd.com/wildlife-conservation/on-the-ground-
conservation/state-wildlife-action-plan/state-wildlife-action-plan-status-definitions/.

Species of Greatest Conservation Need Predicted that Intersect with Project Footprint as Drawn, based on

Predicted Range Models

Scientific Name Common Name FWS USFS BLM NPL SGCN
Anthus spragueii Sprague's Pipit SC 2
Aquila chrysaetos Golden Eagle S 2
Artemisiospiza nevadensis Sagebrush Sparrow
Athene cunicularia hypugaea Western Burrowing Owl SC S S 2
Auriparus flaviceps Verdin 2
Buteo regalis Ferruginous Hawk SC S 2
Buteo swainsoni Swainson's Hawk 2
Calcarius ornatus Chestnut-collared Longspur 2
Calypte costae Costa's Humminghird 2
Campylorhynchus brunneicapillus ~ Cactus Wren 2
Catharus ustulatus Swainson's Thrush 2
Charadrius montanus Mountain Plover SC 2
Chilomeniscus stramineus Variable Sandsnake 2
Coccyzus americanus Yellow-billed Cuckoo (Western DPS)
Colaptes chrysoides Gilded Flicker S 2
Columkina inca Inca Dove 2
Cynanthus latirostris Broad-billed Hummingbird S 2
Empidonax wrightii Gray Flycatcher 2
Eumops perotis californicus Greater Western Bonneted Bat
Falco mexicanus Prairie Falcon 2
Page 9 of 12
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Scientific Name

Falco peregrinus anatum
Falco sparverius
Gopherus morafkai
Icterus bullockii

Incilius alvarius

Lanius ludovicianus
Lasiurus blossevilli
Lasiurus xanthinus
Lepus alleni

Lithobates yavapaiensis
Macrotus californicus
Megascops kennicottii
Melanerpes uropygialis
Melespiza lincolnii
Melozone aberti
Micrathene whitneyi
Myotis velifer

Myotis yumanensis
Neotamias cinereicollis
Nyctinomops femorosaccus
Parabuteo unicinctus
Passerculus sandwichensis
Peucaea carpalis
Phrynosoma solare
Pooecetes gramineus
Spizella breweri
Tadarida brasiliensis
Toxostoma bendirei

Species of Greatest Conservation Need Predicted that Intersect with Project Footprint as Drawn, based on

Predicted Range Models

Common Name FWS USFS BLM NPL SGCN
American Peregrine Falcon
American Kestrel

Sonoran Desert Tortoise CCA S S
Bullock's Oriole

Sonoran Desert Toad

Loggerhead Shrike SC

Western Red Bat S
Western Yellow Bat S
Antelope Jackrabbit

SC S S

SC S

Lewland Leopard Frog

N = NN NN NN NN

California Leaf-nosed Bat
Western Screech-owl

N

Gila Woodpecker

Linceln's Sparrow

Abert's Towhee S
Elf Owl
Cave Myotis SC S

SC

rno

Yuma Myotis
Gray-collared Chipmunk
Pocketed Free-tailed Bat
Harris's Hawk

Savannah Sparrow
Rufous-winged Sparrow
Regal Horned Lizard
Vesper Sparrow

[RST S I S I R G R S B N ]

Brewer's Sparrow
Brazilian Free-tailed Bat
Bendire's Thrasher 2

Species of Economic and Recreation Importance Predicted that Intersect with Project Footprint as Drawn

Scientific Name Common Name FWS USFS BLM NPL SGCN
Callipepla gambelii Gambel's Quail
Pecari tajacu Javelina
Puma concolor Mountain Lion
Zenaida asiatica White-winged Dove
Zenaida macroura Mourning Dove
Page 10 of 12
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Project Type: Energy Production/Storage/Transfer, Energy Transfer, Power line/electric line (new)

Project Type Recommendations:

Minimize the potential introduction or spread of exotic invasive species, including aquatic and terrestrial plants, animals,
insects and pathogens. Precautions should be taken to wash and/or decontaminate all equipment utilized in the project
activities before entering and leaving the site. See the Arizona Department of Agriculture website for a list of prohibited
and restricted noxious weeds at https://www.invasivespeciesinfo.gov/unitedstates/az shtml and the Arizona Native Plant
Society https://aznps.com/invas for recommendations on how to control. Te view a list of documented invasive species or
to report invasive species in or near your project area visit iMaplnvasives - a naticnal cloud-based application for tracking

and managing invasive species at https://imap.natureserve.org/imap/services/page/map.html.

¢ To build a list: zoom to your area of interest, use the identify/measure tool to draw a polygon around your area of
interest, and select "See What's Here” for a list of reported species. To export the list, you must have an
account and be logged in. You can then use the export tool to draw a boundary and export the records in a csv
file.

The Department recommends that wildlife surveys are conducted to determine if noise-sensitive species occur within the
project area. Avoidance or minimization measures could include conducting project activities outside of breeding
$easons.

For any powerlines built, proper design and construction of the transmission line is necessary to prevent or minimize risk
of electrocution of raptors, owls, vultures, and golden or bald eagles, which are protected under state and federal laws.
Limit project activities during the breeding season for birds, generally March through late August, depending on species
in the local area (raptors breed in early February through May). Conduct avian surveys to determine bird species that
may be utilizing the area and develop a plan to avoid disturbance during the nesting season. For underground
powerlines, trenches should be covered or back-filled as soon as possible. Incorporate escape ramps in ditches or
fencing along the perimeter to deter small mammals and herpetofauna (snakes, lizards, tortoise) from entering ditches. In
addition, indirect affects to wildlife due to construction (timing of activity, clearing of rights-of-way, associated bridges and
culverts, affects to wetlands, fences) should also be considered and mitigated.

Based on the project type entered, coordination with State Historic Preservation Office may be required

(https://azstateparks.com/).

Based on the project type entered, coordination with U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Migratory Bird Treaty Act) may be
required (https://www fws.gov/office/arizona-ecological-services).

Vegetation restoration projects (including treatments of invasive or exotic species) should have a completed site-
evaluation plan (identifying environmental conditions necessary to re-establish native vegetation), a revegetation plan
(species, density, method of establishment), a short and long-term monitoring plan, including adaptive management
guidelines to address needs for replacement vegetation.

The Department requests further coordination to provide project/species specific recommendations, please
contact Project Evaluation Program directly at PEP@azgfd.gov.
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Project Location and/or Species Recommendations:

HDMS records indicate that one or more Listed, Proposed, or Candidate species or Critical Habitat (Designated or
Proposed) have been documented in the vicinity of your project. The Endangered Species Act (ESA) gives the US Fish
and Wildlife Service (USFWS) regulatory authority over all federally listed species. Please contact USFWS Ecclogical
Services Offices at https://www.fws.gov/office/arizona-ecclogical-services or:

Phoenix Main Office Tucson Sub-Office Flagstaff Sub-Office

9828 North 31st Avenue #C3 201 N. Bonita Suite 141 SW Forest Science Complex
Phoenix, AZ 85051-2517 Tucson, AZ 85745 2500 S. Pine Knoll Dr.
Phone: 602-242-0210 Phone: 520-670-6144 Flagstaff, AZ 86001

Fax: 602-242-2513 Fax: 520-670-6155 Phone: 928-556-2157

Fax: 928-556-2121

This review has identified riparian areas within the vicinity of your project. During the planning stage of your project,
avoid, minimize, or mitigate any potential impacts to riparian areas identified in this report. Riparian areas play an
important role in maintaining the functional integrity of the landscape, primarily by acting as natural drainages that convey
water through an area, thereby reducing flood events. In addition, riparian areas provide important movement corriders
and habitat for fish and wildlife. Riparian areas are channels that contain water year-round or at least part of the year.
Riparian areas also include those channels which are dry most of the year, but may contain or convey water following
rain events. All types of riparian areas offer vital habitats, resources, and movement corridors for wildlife. The Pinal
County Comprehensive Plan {i.e. policies 6.7.2.1 and 7.1.2.4), Open Space and Trails Master Plan, Drainage Ordinance,
and Drainage Design Manual all identify riparian area considerations, guidance, and policies. Guidelines to avoid,

may be warranted.

HDMS records indicate that Western Burrowing Owls have been documented within the vicinity of your project area.
Please review the western burrowing owl resource page at https://www.azgfd.com/wildlife-conservation/conservation-and-
endangered-species-programs/burrowing-owl-management/.
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EXHIBIT D. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

As stated in the Arizona Corporation Commission Rules of Practice and Procedure R14-3-219, Exhibit 1:

List the fish, wildlife, plant life, and associated forms of life in the vicinity of the proposed site or
route and describe the effects, if any, the proposed facilities will have thereon.

Introduction

SWCA consulted publicly available data sources to identify the plant and wildlife species that may occur
within 1 mile of the CEC Corridor (Study Area), including the following:

e topographical maps and aerial photographs,

e Arizona Game and Fish Department (AZGFD) Online Environmental Review Tool
(AZGFD 2024a),

o Biotic Communities: Southwestern United States and Northwestern Mexico (Brown 1994), and

e regional checklists, reports, and publications (e.g., Brennan and Holycross 2006; eBird 2024;
Hoffmeister 1986; iNaturalist 2024; Kesner and Marsh 2010).

In addition, an SWCA biologist with expertise in the biology of flora and fauna of the region surveyed the
Interconnection Project and portions of the Study Area on March 27, 2024. All plant and wildlife species
observed in the Interconnection Project and portions of the Study Area during this survey were recorded.
The site was assessed to determine whether habitat features for species protected under federal, state, or
local regulations were present in the Interconnection Project and Study Area.

Results

Ecological Setting

The Interconnection Project and Study Area are within the Lower Colorado River Valley subdivision of the
Sonoran Desertscrub biotic community (Brown 1994) at elevations ranging from approximately 1,460 to
1,505 feet above mean sea level (amsl). The Interconnection Project is directly adjacent to State Route 87,
between East Selma Highway to the south and the existing Vah Ki Substation to the north, approximately
7.5 miles north of Interstate 10, 5 miles south of the city of Coolidge, and 8.6 miles south of the Gila River.
Land uses in the Study Area include active or inactive agriculture fields with low-density residential
structures, electrical generation infrastructure, solar arrays, irrigation canals, paved and unpaved roadways,
a dairy farm (Ethington Dairy), and light industrial/commercial. The dairy facilities include sludge ponds
and sources of water that may attract a diversity of species to the area. The Phoenix metropolitan area lies
approximately 25 miles northwest of the Study Area, and the Picacho Reservoir lies approximately
1.2 miles east of the Interconnection Project. The Picacho Reservoir has a highly variable water level, with
the lake being entirely dry in some years (Drowley 2021; Federal Emergency Management Agency 2024).
Land uses immediately outside of the Study Area include agriculture, solar arrays and electrical generation
infrastructure, an RV park, and recreation in undisturbed desert and at the Picacho Reservoir. Central
Arizona Irrigation and Drainage District (CAIDD), SCIDD, and HIDD canals are present within the
Interconnection Project and Study Area, and the aforementioned waste ponds associated with the Ethington
Dairy are also present within the Study Area.
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Vegetation

The Interconnection Project and Study Area have been disturbed by roadways, agricultural fields, canals,
residential homes, the existing Vah Ki Substation, and other solar generating facilities. The Interconnection
Project and Study Area contain extremely limited exposures of Sonoran desertscrub with rare velvet
mesquite (Prosopis velutina), yellow paloverde (Parkinsonia microphylla), Berlandier's wolfberry (Lycium
berlandieri), Jerusalem thorn (Parkinsonia aculeata), fourwing saltbush (Atriplex canescens), desertbroom
(Baccharis sarothroides), cryptantha (Cryptantha sp.), desert Indianwheat (Plantago ovata), desert
globemallow (Sphaeralcea ambigua), flatspine bur ragweed (Ambrosia acanthicarpa), creosotebush
(Larrea tridentata), pepperweed (Lepidium sp.), and silverleaf nightshade (Solanum elaeagnifolium).

More commonly observed at the time of the field visit were crop plants, including alfalfa (Medicago sativa)
and common barley (Hordeum vulgare), grasses and forbs, including Arizona sandmat (Chamaesyce
arizonica), bristly fiddleneck (Admsinckia tessellate), and introduced weeds, including redstem stork's bill
(Erodium cicutarium), London rocket (Sisymbrium irio), cheeseweed mallow (Malva parviflora), annual
yellow sweetclover (Melilotus indicus), common Mediterranean grass (Schimus barbatus), and common
sowthistle (Sonchus oleraceus).

Five noxious weed species, Asian mustard (Brassica tournefortii) and stinknet (Oncosiphon pilulifer), both
Class B noxious weeds, and puncturevine (Tribulus terrestris), red broom (Bromus rubens), and saltcedar
(Tamarix spp.), all Class C noxious weeds, are present in the Interconnection Project. Noxious weed species
listed by ADA are discussed in Exhibit C.

No broadleaf deciduous riparian vegetation communities (i.e., communities containing willow [Salix sp.],
cottonwood [Populus sp.], or ash [Fraxinus sp.], etc.), were observed during surveys of the Interconnection
Project.

Wildlife Species

Bird species observed in the Study Area during surveys included Bendire’s thrasher (Toxostoma bendirei),
cliff swallow (Petrochelidon pyrrhonota), common raven (Corvus corvax), Gambel’s quail (Callipepla
gambelii), horned lark (Eremophila alpestris), killdeer (Charadrius vociferus), lark sparrow (Chondestes
grammacus), loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus), Lucy’s warbler (Leiothlypis luciae), mourning dove
(Zenaida macroura), red-tailed hawk (Buteo jamaicensis), red-winged blackbird (Agelaius phoeniceus),
Sprague’s pipit (Anthus spragueii), turkey vulture (Cathartes aura), verdin (Auriparus flaviceps), western
burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia hypugaea), and white-crowned sparrow (Zonotrichia leucophrys).
Species of Greatest Conservation Need (SGCN) and/or Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC), including
Bendire’s thrasher, red-winged blackbird, Sprague’s pipit, verdin, and western burrowing owl, are
discussed in Exhibit C.

Habitat for bat species or potential temporary bat roost sites (palm trees, abandoned buildings) have the
potential to be present in the Study Area. No habitat or potential roost sites for bat species were identified
within the Interconnection Project.

Species that may occur in the Study Area are listed in Table D-1 (mammals), Table D-2 (birds), Table D-3
(reptiles), and Table D-4 (amphibians). Species were considered for their potential to occur as follows:

o A list of mammal species typical of the Lower Colorado River Valley subdivision of the Sonoran
Desertscrub biotic community evaluated for this report included mammals found in Table 4.1 of
Mammals of Arizona (Hoffmeister 1986).

e Bird species evaluated in this report include those listed for Sonoran Desertscrub in Appendix II of
Biotic Communities Southwestern United States and Northwestern Mexico (Brown 1994) and a list
of Sonoran Desert Birds in iNaturalist (2024).
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e Reptiles and amphibians evaluated in this report were taken from a list of commonly occurring
species in the Lower Colorado River Valley subdivision of the Sonoran Desertscrub biotic
community in Amphibians and Reptiles in Arizona (Brennan and Holycross 2006).

e Finally, fish species evaluated in this report were taken from the list of species in the Central
Arizona Project from the Central Arizona Project Fish Monitoring Final Annual Report (Kesner
and Marsh 2010).

Some species from these lists of typical species overlap special-status species evaluated in Exhibit C, and
these species have been removed from consideration in Exhibit D because they have already been
addressed. Occurrence records were obtained from the AZGFD Online Environmental Review Tool
(AZGFD 2024a), Mammals of Arizona (Hoffmeister 1986), eBird (2024), and the Breeding Bird Atlas
(Corman and Wise-Gervais 2005).

Mammals

Small, medium-sized, and large terrestrial mammal species may occur in the Interconnection Project and
Study Area. Bat species have the potential to disperse, migrate through or forage within the Interconnection
Project and Study Area. Palm trees and abandoned buildings were not observed in the portions of the Study
Area adjacent to the Interconnection Project; however, these types of potential bat roosts have the potential

to occur in the Study Area (Google Earth 2024). Special-status bat species are addressed in Exhibit C.

Table D-1. Mammal Species that May Occur or Are Known to Occur in the Study Area

Common Name
(Scientific Name)

Habitat

Arizona pocket mouse
(Perognathus amplus)

Found in desert scrub habitats.

Black-tailed jackrabbit
(Lepus californicus)

Occurs in open habitats with scattered patches of shrubs, including plains, fields, and
deserts.

Cactus mouse
(Peromyscus eremicus)

Found in deserts and pinyon-juniper (Pinus spp.-Juniperus spp.) woodland. Occurs in rocky,
sandy, or loamy soils. Found in rock heaps, stone walls, burrows, woodrat houses, and
brush fences.

Coyote*
(Canis latrans)

Occurs in all habitat types, including agricultural, urban, and suburban areas.

Deer mouse
(Peromyscus maniculatus)

Found in upland and riparian habitats, including open areas, brushlands, and coniferous and
deciduous forests.

Desert cottontail*
(Sylvilagus audubonii)

Found in grasslands, brushlands, edges of foothill woodlands, willow thickets, and
occasionally in cultivated fields or under buildings.

Desert kangaroo rat
(Dipodomys deserti)

Occurs in low deserts, often sandy soil with sparse vegetation, including alkali sink,
shadscale scrub, and creosotebush (Larrea tridentata).

Desert pocket mouse
(Chaetodipus penicillatus)

Occurs in sparsely vegetated sandy desert floors.

Javelina (=collared peccary)
(Pecari tajacu)

Found in deserts, shrublands, cities, and agricultural areas.

Merriam’s kangaroo rat
(Dipodomys merriami)

Occurs in low deserts in sparsely vegetated areas.

Mule deer
(Odocoileus hemionus)

Occurs in mountains and lowlands, often associated with successional vegetation.

Racoon
(Procyon lotor)

Occurs in varying habitats, often along streams and shorelines.
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Common Name

(Scientific Name) Habitat

Rock pocket mouse
(Chaetodipus intermedius)

Occurs in lower grasslands and deserts. Commonly found in creosotebush, mesquite,
saltbush, and creosotebush-lechuguilla areas.

Found in Sonoran desertscrub, alkali sink, and creosotebush communities in low, flat areas
and avoids rocky hills.

Round-tailed ground squirrel*
(Xerospermophilus tereticaudus)

Western harvest mouse
(Reithrodontomys megalotis)

Occurs in a wide variety of habitats in places with adequate cover. Often lives in areas with
adequate grass cover, along streams, bottomlands, along fences, or around irrigated
areas.

White-throated woodrat*
(Neotoma albigula)

Found in brushlands, rocky cliffs, creosotebush scrub, mesquite-yucca (Prosopis spp.—
Yucca spp.), and pinyon-juniper woodland.

Bat Species

Big brown bat
(Eptesicus fuscus)

Ocecurs in variable habitat, from ponderosa pine (Pinus ponderosa) forests, pinyon-juniper
woodlands, the lower edge of spruce-fir (Picea spp.—Abies spp.) forests, and Lower
Sonoran zones. Migratory; found throughout the state in summer and in southern Arizona in
the winter. Roosts in buildings, bridge joints, mines, hollow trees, and caves.

Source: Range or habitat information is from AZGFD (2024a, 2024b); Hoffmeister (1986); and NatureServe (2024).
*Observed in Interconnection Project during field reconnaissance.

Birds

The Lower Colorado River Valley subdivision of the Sonoran Desertscrub biotic community generally
consists of open, sparsely vegetated habitats that do not support a bird community as diverse as those found
in other subdivisions of Sonoran Desertscrub (Brown 1994). However, the agricultural areas, canals, and
sludge ponds in the Study Area provide additional habitat. Birds have potential to use the Interconnection
Project and Study Area for their life-history needs (i.e., foraging, nesting, or perching). Table D-2 lists the
bird species that may occur in the Study Area. Birds that are likely to only be attracted to the sludge pond
and irrigation canals, as well as those that are just dispersing or migrating through the Study Area, are not
included in Table D-2. Special status bird species are addressed in Exhibit C.

Table D-2. Bird Species that May Occur or Are Known to Occur in the Study Area

Common Name
(Scientific Name)

Habitat

Anna’s hummingbird
(Calypte anna)

Occurs in chaparral, coastal scrub, oak savannas, and open woodland. Also common in urban
and suburban settings.

Ash-throated flycatcher
(Myiarchus cinerascens)

Occurs in dry scrub, open woodlands, and deserts. Cavity nester that breeds in this part of
Arizona.

Black phoebe
(Sayornis nigricans)

Usually found near water, including marshy ponds, streams, near farm ponds, and along
irrigation ditches.

Black-throated sparrow
(Amphispiza bilineata)

Found in sparsely vegetated desert scrub; most often found in desert uplands, alluvial fans, and
hillsides.

Brewer’s blackbird
(Euphagus cyanocephalus)

Often occurs near human habitation. Occurs in shrubby and busy areas near water, riparian
woodland, cultivated lands, and marshes. Winters south of Mogollon Rim.

Brown-headed cowbird
(Molothrus ater)

Often associated with human-modified, fragmented landscapes, and are attracted to feedlots,
pastures, and fields. Occurs in a variety of habitats, including desert scrub, agricultural lands, and
residential areas. Migratory; present in Arizona spring through fall.

Common raven*
(Corvus corax)

Found in most habitat types in select open areas. Regularly encountered in rural, agricultural,
and urbans settings. Year-round resident.

Cliff swallow*
(Petrochelidon pyrrhonota)

Feeds over pastures, fields, towns, and open areas. Nests in colonies that can be on cliffsides,
caves, building eaves, bridges, culverts, dams, or large trees. Nests are created with mud and
dried grass at the juncture of a vertical wall and a horizontal overhang.
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Common Name
(Scientific Name)

Habitat

Cooper’s hawk
(Accipiter cooperii)

Occurs in woodlands, parks, neighborhoods, and fields, associated with trees.

Curve-billed thrasher
(Toxostoma curvirostre)

Found in creosotebush desert scrub, grasslands, and residential areas.

Eurasian collared dove
(Streptopelia decaocto)

Found in a variety of habitats from open woodland to desert scrub. Nonnative species, not
protected under the MBTA.

European starlingt
(Sturnus vulgaris)

Occurs predominantly near human settlements, in rural, urban, and agricultural fields. Year-round
resident.

Gambel’s quail*
(Callipepla gambelii)

Typically associated with brushy Sonoran Desert uplands and desert washes. Can also occur in
residential areas and along the margins of cultivated lands. Year-round resident.

Great horned owl
(Bubo virginianus)

Occurs in a wide variety of habitats including agricultural and residential areas as well as
woodlands and orchards.

Great-tailed grackle
(Quiscalus mexicanus)

Occurs in partly open areas with scattered trees around human habitation. Year-round resident.

Greater roadrunner
(Geococcyx californianus)

Occurs in open, arid country with scattered shrubs, trees, or cacti. Also common in agricultural
areas and urban and suburban settings. Year-round resident.

Horned lark*
(Eremophila alpestris)

Found in grasslands, sandy regions, areas with scattered low shrubs, desert playas, pastures,
and open cultivated areas.

House finch
(Carpodacus mexicanus)

Ocecurs in arid scrub and brush, open woodland, oak-juniper, and pine-oak habitats, and towns
and cultivated lands. Year-round resident.

House sparrowt
(Passer domesticus)

Nonnative, introduced species that occurs abundantly in cities and towns. Occurs in feedlots,
agricultural areas, and urban and rural communities. Year-round resident.

Lark Sparrow*
(Chondestes grammacus)

Found in agricultural areas, suburban gardens, oak woodlands, chaparral, and mesquite/acacia
grassland.

Lesser goldfinch
(Spinus psaltria)

Occurs in patch open habitats, including thickets, weedy fields, woodland, scrubland, and
farmlands.

Lesser nighthawk
(Chordeiles acutipennis)

Found in arid lowlands, deserts, and agricultural areas. Nests on the ground, usually beneath a
shrub but sometimes out in the open. Migratory; present in Arizona spring—fall.

Mourning dove*
(Zenaida macroura)

Occurs in a wide variety of habitats, most regularly in desert scrub, shrubby grasslands, and
open woodlands. Also found in rural and urban habitats.

Northern cardinal
(Cardinalis cardinalis)

Occurs in dense shrubby areas including overgrown fields, backyards, mesquite (Prosopis spp.),
thickets, and ornamental landscaping.

Northern mockingbird

Prefers open and partly open situations. Occurs in areas of scattered brush or trees to

(Mimus polyglottos) semidesert, and around towns and cultivated areas.
Phainopepla Occurs in Arizona during the breeding season. Found in desert washes, where they feed heavily
(Phainopepla nitens) on desert mistletoe berries.

Red-tailed hawk*
(Buteo jamaicensis)

Occurs in a wide variety of open habitats. Elevated perches are important. Year-round resident.

Rock pigeont
(Columba livia)

Introduced. Closely associated with human settlement, such as towns, parks, and agricultural
areas. Year-round resident.

Swainson’s hawk
(Buteo swainsoni)

Occurs in open pine-oak woodland and cultivated lands. Migratory, breeds in Arizona.

Turkey vulture*
(Cathartes aura)

Widespread, and uses a variety of habitats. Commonly perches on rocky outcrops, cliffs, canyon
walls, transmission towers, telephone poles, and tall trees. Migratory.

Western kingbird
(Tyrannus verticalis)

Prefers open areas in many habitat types including desert, rural, and agricultural areas.
Migratory.

White-crowned sparrow*
(Zonotrichia leucophrys)

Occurs in woodlands, shrubland, croplands, suburbs, old fields, and conifer woodlands.
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Common Name
(Scientific Name)

Habitat

White-winged dove
(Zenaida asiatica)

Habitat generalist, including desert scrub, riparian, urban, and agricultural areas. Year-round
resident.

Source: Range or habitat information is from Corman and Wise-Gervais (2005), eBird (2024), and NatureServe (2024).

*Observed in Interconnection Project during field reconnaissance.

fNonnative species.

Reptiles

The Lower Colorado River Valley subdivision of the Sonoran Desertscrub biotic community is home to
many reptile species (Brown 1994). Species of this biotic community may occur in the portions of the
Interconnection Project and Study Area containing native vegetation, and a small number of species also
tolerate developed environments. Table D-3 lists the reptile species that may occur in the Study
Area. SGCN species regal horned lizard (Phrynosoma solare), Sonoran Desert tortoise (Gopherus

morafkai), and variable sandsnake (Chilomeniscus stramineus) are addressed in Exhibit C.

Table D-3. Reptile Species that May Occur in the Study Area

Common Name
(Scientific Name)

Habitat

Banded Gila monster

(Heloderma suspectum cinctum)

Ranges from desert scrub to lower reaches of Great Basin Conifer Woodland and Madrean

Evergreen Woodland. Commonly found above the flats in rocky drainages and in rugged
terrain.

Coachwhip
(Coluber flagellum)

Typically occurs in desert scrub and semidesert grasslands. Uses a wide range of habitats,
including desert, prairie, scrubland, woodland, farmland, and creek valleys, generally in dry,

open terrain.

Common side-blotched lizard

(Uta stansburiana)

Typically occurs in desert scrub, semidesert grasslands, Great Basin grasslands, and
interior chaparral.

Desert iguana
(Dipsosaurus dorsalis)

Primarily found in Mohave desertscrub and the Lower Colorado River Subdivision of
Sonoran desertscrub and occasionally in the Arizona Upland Subdivision of Sonoran
desertscrub. Occurs on flatlands and gently sloping bajadas.

Desert night snake
(Hypsiglena chlorophaea)

Ranges from flat, open sandy deserts to steep, rocky, and wooded slopes.

Desert spiny lizard
(Sceloporus magister)

Found in Sonoran desertscrub, Great Basin desertscrub, Semidesert grassland, interior
chaparral, and woodlands.

Gopher snake
(Pituophis catenifer)

Found in biotic communities up to Alpine Tundra. Occurs in deserts, forests, and coastal
grasslands.

Long-nosed leopard lizard
(Gambelia wislizeni)

Found in desert scrub and semidesert grasslands.

Long-nosed snake
(Rhinocheilus lecontei)

Ocecurs in deserts, dry prairies, arid river valleys, thornbrush, and shrubland.

Long-tailed brush lizard
(Urosaurus graciosus)

Primarily an inhabitant of Lower Colorado River Sonoran and Mohave desertscrub,
commonly found in creosotebush-lined desert flats with sandy soils and along drainages.

Mohave rattlesnake
(Crotalus scutulatus)

Found in desert scrub and semidesert grassland, usually in relatively level terrain.

Ornate tree lizard
(Urosaurus ornatus)

Occurs in most biotic communities from desert scrub to subalpine.

Sidewinder
(Crotalus cerastes)

Typically occurs in flat, open desert with sandy or loamy soils.
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Common Name

(Scientific Name) Habitat

Spotted leaf-nosed snake Found in creosotebush flats and washes in Sonoran desertscrub.

(Phyllorhynchus decurtatus)

Tiger whiptail Ocecurs in a wide variety of habitats including creosotebush flats, sandy wash, canyons, and
(Aspidoscelis tigris) hillsides. Found in desert scrub, semidesert grasslands, and lower reaches of chaparral.
Western banded gecko Ranges from dry creosotebush flats to rugged, rocky slopes to barren high desert plateaus.
(Coleonyx variegatus)

Western patch-nosed snake Found in flatlands and low valleys from desert scrub to woodlands.

(Salvadora hexalepsis)

Western shovel-nosed snake Found in or near sandy washes or dunes in desert flats or on gently sloping bajadas.
(Chionactis occipitalis klauberi)

Zebra-tailed lizard Found primarily in desert scrub. Occurs in flatlands and broad, sandy washes.

(Callisaurus draconoides)

Source: Range or habitat information is from AZGFD (2024a; 2024b); Brennan (2012); and NatureServe (2024).

Amphibians

There are no perennial water sources within the Interconnection Project or Study Area aside from irrigation
canals and sludge ponds. Amphibians may occur in the irrigation canals in the Interconnection Project and
in the sludge ponds in the Study Area, and they have the potential to occur at any location that accumulates
water, including roadside puddles or depressions following monsoon rains or within fields or canals during
irrigation. During dry seasons, amphibians shelter in mud cracks, mammal burrows, or structures or may
go underground to avoid desiccation. Table D-4 lists the amphibian species that may occur in the Study
Area. SGCN species Lowland leopard frog (Lithobates yavapaiensis) and Sonoran Desert toad (Incilius
alvarius) are addressed in Exhibit C.

Table D-4. Amphibian Species that May Occur in the Study Area

Common Name

(Scientific Name) Habitat

Amphibians

American bullfrogt Introduced in Arizona. Occurs in a wide variety of aquatic habitats from cattle tanks and canals to

(Lithobates catesbeianus) ponds, reservoirs, and marshes.

Couch’s spadefoot Found primarily in Sonoran and Chihuahuan deserts and associated grasslands. They can be

(Scaphiopus couchii) encountered in any arid western desert valley capable of supporting rain pools that last at least 7—
8 days.

Sonoran green toad Occurs in valleys and sparingly onto lower bajadas, typically in the Lower Colorado River and

(Anaxyrus retiformis) Arizona Upland subdivisions of Sonoran desertscrub.

Woodhouse’s toad Found in areas near ponded permanent water, such as backwaters and slack water of lakes and

(Anaxyrus woodhousii) irrigation ditches and canals, but can also be found in cattle tanks and other seasonal wetlands,

foraging in rural or urban areas near these habitats.

Sources: Range or habitat information is from AZGFD (2024a); Brennan (2012); and NatureServe (2024).

TNonnative species

Fish Species

There is no perennial aquatic habitat aside from the sludge ponds within the Study Area and irrigation
canals in both the Interconnection Project and Study Area. The Picacho Reservoir, approximately 0.28 mile
east of the Study Area, is an ephemeral water body that is entirely dry some years. The Gila River,
approximately 8.6 miles north of the Interconnection Project and with perennial and intermittent stretches,
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is the nearest source of water to the Study Area that is not human-made (i.e., a canal, sludge pond, or
reservoir). However, introduced fish have the potential to occur within the Interconnection Project and
Study Area in the concrete-lined canals. Many of these fish represent invasive species that have been
released or sportfish that have been stocked in waterways connected to the canals. No native fish species
are expected to occur.

The Central Arizona Project (CAP) canal has the potential to supply water to agricultural portions of the
Interconnection Project and Study Area through diversion into the concrete-lined canals. Fish from the
larger canals could be swept into the concrete-lined canals; however, these canals are unlikely to constitute
suitable habitat for any of these species that would support long-term life-history functions (e.g., foraging,
reproduction). The CAP canal is known to carry fish, although none of the fish caught in a 2005-2009 study
were native to the Gila River Basin (Kesner and Marsh 2010). The following fish were observed in the CAP
canal downstream reach (i.e., south of the Fannin-McFarland Aqueduct) during the 2005-2009 study
(Kesner and Marsh 2010): bluegill (Lepomis macrochirus), channel catfish (Ictalurus punctatus), common
carp (Cyprinus carpio), flathead catfish (Pylodictis olivaris), grass carp (Ctenopharyngodon idella), green
sunfish (Lepomis cyanellus), largemouth bass (Micropterus salmoides), redear sunfish (Lepomis
microlophus), striped bass (Morone saxatilis), smallmouth bass (Micropterus dolomieu), and sunfish
hybrids (Family Centrarchidae).

Summary of Potential Effects

Vegetation

The Interconnection Project involves work in previously developed and disturbed areas (i.e., existing
roadway, existing agricultural fields, existing electrical energy infrastructure) as well as in disturbed
Sonoran desertscrub dominated by grasses, forbs, and introduced weeds. Vegetation will be removed in
areas where power poles and access roads are placed. However, the Interconnection Project will not result
in landscape level impacts to the Lower Colorado River Valley subdivision of the Sonoran Desert biotic
community native vegetation because of the relatively small amount of disturbance and the abundant
Sonoran desertscrub vegetation occurring in the vicinity of the Study Area.

Mammal Species

Seventeen mammal species, including one bat species, may occur in the Interconnection Project based on
records near the Interconnection Project, habitat characteristics, and species’ ranges (Table D-1). Four of
these species were observed in the Interconnection Project during Project surveys. Interconnection Project
construction activities could cause death or injury to terrestrial mammals that may not be able to flee from
heavy equipment or vehicular traffic, with a higher likelihood of these impacts for individuals of species
that are small, nocturnal, or fossorial. Interconnection Project construction could cause behavior changes,
as individuals are expected to flee from an increase of noise, vibration, and human presence within the
Interconnection Project vicinity. Individuals are expected to flee or hide, depending on the life history of
the species, which could increase depredation, decrease foraging success, reduce reproductive success, and
result in loss of fitness for that individual from increased metabolic output.

Interconnection Project construction activities are temporary. The loss and degradation of mammal habitat
from short- and long-term Interconnection Project activities will be minor as the planned disturbance within
the Interconnection Project is relatively small and the Study Area contains abundant agricultural and
undisturbed desert habitat outside of the Interconnection Project. The small disturbance footprint and
relatively short timeframe of construction will limit the migratory habitat loss for those species and the
avoidance of the area by migratory species. As such, any loss of vegetation from construction activities will
not contribute meaningfully to habitat fragmentation for mammals or decrease connectivity between
habitats.
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Bat activity patterns and foraging are unlikely to be impacted since bats are nocturnal and Project
construction will occur during the day. Some roosting habitats may occur in the Study Area, but none are
present in the Interconnection Project. The loss of potential foraging habitat in the Interconnection Project
is unlikely to have individual or population-level impacts to any bat species because the area of disturbance
is relatively small compared with the available foraging habitat in the Study Area. Bat species can collide
with manmade structures during long distance migration. Migrating bats often fly high above ground level
and do not actively echolocate. However, during normal foraging activity, bats are actively using
echolocation and are typically able to detect and avoid features such as overhead transmission lines (Arnett
et al. 2015).

Construction of the Project will result in an increase in fugitive dust. The fugitive dust during construction
could change mammal behavior (e.g., reducing the amount of foraging). The likelihood and severity of
impacts from construction will decrease with increasing distance from the Interconnection Project. These
impacts will cease with completion of construction activities.

Bird Species

Thirty-three bird species typical of the Sonoran Desert may occur within and in the vicinity of the
Interconnection Project (see Table D-2). Nine of these species were observed in the Interconnection Project
during Interconnection Project surveys. Potential impacts on these species could include changes in
behavior due to Interconnection Project-related noise, vibration, and the presence of workers and
equipment; risk of collision or electrocution with new power poles or power lines; loss of breeding and
foraging habitat; and impacts to nesting species. Potential impacts to nesting birds and their eggs covered
under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 (MBTA) (16 USC 703-712) will be avoided and/or minimized
either by limiting ground clearing/vegetation removal activities to outside the breeding season (generally
March to September or January through June for raptors) or through surveys to identify active nests and
placement of buffers around those active nests until the young fledge or the nest fails.

Birds, including raptors, can collide with power lines, resulting in injury or death (APLIC 2012). Birds that
are large-bodied, are fast flyers, and have large wing spans; birds that have low maneuverability (e.g., many
wading birds or waterfowl); or birds that show certain behaviors (e.g., flocking, flying at altitudes at or
below power line height, or nesting or foraging in close proximity to power lines) have a higher risk of
impacts from power line collisions (APLIC 2012). Birds generally avoid collision with power lines when
they are perceived by the bird, and therefore collision risk is lower in areas where multiple transmission
lines are co-located or transmission lines are placed near other infrastructure (APLIC 2012).

Power lines can also cause electrocution when a bird is able to touch both energized and grounded electrical
components at the same time, which is generally more common in birds with large wing spans, birds that
use power poles (e.g., perching, foraging, roosting, or nesting), or in situations where electrical
configuration includes closely spaced energized and grounded components that are easily spanned by birds
(APLIC 2006).

The existing irrigation canals and sludge pond are likely to show a high bird diversity, including native and
nonnative songbirds, raptors, and waterfowl. However, in most cases, these species are likely attracted by
water and would not reside permanently at or near this pond owing to lack of habitat required for life history
needs, including foraging, breeding, perching, or escaping predation. Although the canals lie within the
Interconnection Project, impacts to any birds using them are likely limited to noise, vibration, or human
presence resulting from construction activities in the vicinity of the canal crossing.

Potential impacts from increased noise, vibration, or human presence in the Interconnection Project and
from loss, degradation, and fragmentation will be the same as those described for terrestrial mammals.

The increase in potential perches for hunting from the additional power poles could improve hunting habitat
for some species.
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Reptile Species

Nineteen reptile species, including nine snake species, may occur in the Interconnection Project based on
the species’ habitat requirements and ranges (see Table D-3). Potential impacts to reptiles, including death,
injury, or impacts arising from behavior changes, and from the loss, degradation, and fragmentation of
habitat will be similar to those described for terrestrial mammals, including changes in behavior due to the
presence of workers and equipment, such as moving away from sources of noise and vibration and the
potential for individuals being crushed or buried during ground disturbing activities. Fossorial reptiles,
reptiles that are inactive from heat or cold, and small reptiles would have a higher chance of injury or death
compared with individuals that are more mobile. Reptile species near the additional power poles could
experience predation because of the increase in available perches for reptile predators.

Amphibian Species

Four amphibian species may occur in the Interconnection Project (see Table D-4). Potential impacts to
amphibians, including death, injury, or impacts arising from behavior changes and from the loss,
degradation, and fragmentation of amphibian habitat, would be similar to those described for terrestrial
mammals. Proposed ground-disturbing Interconnection Project activities could impact individuals of these
species, including the potential for individuals being crushed or buried during ground-disturbing activities.
Because the Interconnection Project contains water sources (e.g., canals), there is potential for temporary
loss of access to habitat for amphibians as a result of construction activities. However, agricultural canals
are abundant in the Study Area and immediate vicinity, so the overall fragmentation of habitat would be
minor and temporary.

Fish Species

Although Interconnection Project activities could increase the risk of injury or death to any individual fish
occurring in the concrete-lined irrigation canals during construction, most or all introduced fish in the canals
would likely die in the absence of construction from lack of food, depredation, or desiccation or by being
swept into agricultural areas during crop irrigation. The Interconnection Project will not contribute to the
loss of habitat, or any population impacts because these sportfish and introduced fish have only been
accidentally swept into the canals within the Study Area and would not occur there otherwise. Fish will
experience no additional impacts from construction activities, with the exception that fugitive dust may
infiltrate water where fish occur within the Interconnection Project.

Mitigation Measures

The following mitigation measures are designed to reduce the risk of animal injury or spread of invasive
species. For mitigation measures specific to special-status species, see Exhibit C.

o Transmission lines pose a risk of collisions and electrocution for birds, particularly raptors.
To minimize that risk, the Applicant should design the Interconnection Project to incorporate
reasonable measures to minimize impacts to avian species due to electrocution or collision by
following the guidelines outlined in Suggested Practices for Raptor Protection on Power Lines:
The State of the Art in 2006 (Avian Power Line Interaction Committee [APLIC] 2006) and
Reducing Avian Collisions with Power Lines: The State of the Art in 2012 (APLIC 2012) to the
extent feasible. Preconstruction surveys for nesting birds should be conducted by qualified
biologists if vegetation-clearing activities would occur during bird nesting season (generally March
through September or January through June for raptors).

e To minimize the introduction and spread of invasive species and noxious weeds, standard BMPs
should be used during construction. These BMPs could include measures such as washing
equipment prior to and following mobilization to the Interconnection Project.
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e To reduce the potential of negative effects to terrestrial species through collisions, worker
awareness trainings and low-level speed limits should be implemented.

e If trenching is included as part of Interconnection Project construction, the following should be
considered to minimize injury to wildlife: when trenches cannot be backfilled immediately, the
escape ramps, which can be short lateral trenches or wooden planks sloping to the surface, should
be constructed at least every 90 meters (m); trench slopes should be less than 45 degrees (1:1); and
any trenches left open overnight should be inspected to remove wildlife prior to backfilling.

e Standard BMPs should be employed during construction to prevent contamination of stormwater
runoff from the site.

o [f vegetation-disturbing activities are planned during the migratory bird nesting season (March
through September or January through June for raptors), measures to avoid any active bird nests
within the Interconnection Project, such as preconstruction surveys for migratory bird nests by a
qualified biologist, should be taken to maintain compliance with the MBTA since suitable nesting
habitat for migratory bird species is present in the Interconnection Project.

e The recommendations in AZGFD’s Guidelines for Solar Development in Arizona (AZGFD 2009)
and the AZGFD’s Wildlife Compatible Fencing Guidelines (AZGFD 2024c) should be reviewed
and implemented for the Interconnection Project as applicable and feasible to minimize impacts to
wildlife and their habitats.

Conclusion

This biological resource review analyzed all Interconnection Project route options for overhead and as-yet-
unknown underground components.

Portions of the Interconnection Project and Study Area occur within previously disturbed and developed
areas with existing roads, residences, energy infrastructure, and agricultural fields. Existing distribution
lines occur in the Interconnection Project. Because the Interconnection Project will disturb minimal
vegetation within the Interconnection Project and there is abundant habitat in the Study Area and vicinity,
impacts to general plants and wildlife will be minimal and restricted to individuals. These impacts will be
similar for both overhead or underground components, with no difference resulting from selection of any
routes.

Whereas fewer wildlife species are expected to occur in the disturbed, developed, and in-use agricultural
areas than in native desert habitat, irrigation canals and sludge ponds likely draw animals from surrounding
areas to water or prey species there, and some wildlife species are specifically attracted to agricultural fields
because of the open space or higher moisture. However, disturbance within the Interconnection Project will
be minimal, and active agricultural land occurs within the Study Area outside of the Interconnection Project.
At a landscape level, the Interconnection Project will not significantly reduce the amount of vegetation
available for wildlife use, increase habitat fragmentation, or impact any likely wildlife dispersal or
migration corridors. Therefore, the proposed Interconnection Project may impact individuals (both wildlife
and plant) but is unlikely to result in impacts at the population level for any species.
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EXHIBIT E. SCENIC AREAS, HISTORIC SITES AND
STRUCTURES, AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES

As stated in the Arizona Corporation Commission Rules of Practice and Procedure R14-3-219, Exhibit 1:

Describe any existing scenic areas, historic sites and structures or archaeological sites in the
vicinity of the proposed facilities and state the effects, if any, the proposed facilities will have
thereon.

Scenic Areas and Visual Resources

Overview

This section of Exhibit E addresses the inventory of and potential impacts to scenic and/or visual resources
in relation to construction and operation of the Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project
(Interconnection Project) by producing a Visual Resource Assessment (VRA). The VRA uses the
methodology identified below and includes separate discussions with regard to scenery (i.e., scenic quality)
and sensitive viewers. The methodology is followed by the results of the inventory and the impact
assessment, both of which include separate discussions for scenery and sensitive viewers within a 1-mile
radius of the CEC Corridor (Study Area). The Interconnection Project is not located on federal or state
lands (e.g., does not occur on land managed by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM), U.S. Forest
Service), or lands managed by any other agency that requires conformance with visual resource
management objectives or guidelines, and is not within any designated national or state scenic areas.

Methodology

The purpose of the VRA is to identify and characterize the level of visual modification in the landscape
that will result from the construction and operation of the Interconnection Project. Landscape modification
is typically described in terms of the degree of visual contrast, which can potentially affect both scenic
quality and sensitive viewers. Whereas scenic quality refers to the general characteristics and inherent
aesthetic value of the landscape as a resource regardless of specific viewers, the term “sensitive viewer”
refers to specific viewers and/or groups of viewers whose views could be affected by potential changes to
the landscape. This assessment employed the following steps to assess the potential impacts to the visual
environment and provide a completed VRA:

e Define a visual Study Area.

o Perform a desktop review to inventory designated scenic areas, identify existing land uses and
future land use plans, and assess aerial imagery.

e Describe the affected environment by evaluating the existing landscape character within the Study
Area to identify impacts from the introduction of Interconnection Project components within the
landscape.

o Identify Key Observation Points (KOPs) from where the Interconnection Project may be viewed
and simulations created.

e Perform a field survey by visiting each KOP, collecting site photographs, and documenting existing
conditions.

e Prepare visual simulations of the Interconnection Project using the KOP photographs.
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e Assess the potential visual impacts of Interconnection Project development based on the existing
conditions observed during the field survey in concert with the visual simulations.

The Study Area for the VRA refers to the area within a 1-mile radius of the Interconnection Project,
encompassing areas from which viewers could potentially see any part of the Interconnection Project.
Visual resource information and data for this VRA were developed based on desktop research, available
geographic information system (GIS) data, aerial photography, and on-site field verification and
photographic documentation. The data were collected for all land within the Study Area, regardless of
jurisdiction, and used to develop a comprehensive understanding of the existing landscape and associated
visual resources. The Study Area consists of private land within the city of Coolidge and unincorporated
Pinal County and is mostly used for active agricultural production, commercial, utility, or residential
development.

Impacts to both scenic quality and sensitive viewers are determined, in part, by evaluating the visual contrast
the proposed features would have with the existing landscape. Visual contrast refers to the degree that the
Interconnection Project features would either match/repeat existing features in the landscape or contrast
with existing landscape features. The degree of visual contrast considers the existing landforms, vegetation,
and built features present in the landscape and is described in terms of the degree of perceptible change in
the basic design elements of form, line, color, and texture that would be evident by the introduction of the
Interconnection Project in the landscape.

The impact thresholds for this assessment are categorized as follows:

e High: Interconnection Project features would result in a strong degree of contrast and would appear
as dominant features within the existing landscape.

e Moderate: Interconnection Project features would result in a moderate degree of contrast and
would appear as co-dominant features within the existing landscape.

e Low: Interconnection Project features would result in a weak degree of contrast and would be
subordinate to the features of the existing landscape.

SCENERY

Scenery is a measure, or the inherent aesthetic value, of the landscape based on the appearance of existing
landscape features. This includes unique landforms, variable vegetation, and built features. In general terms,
the scenic quality is based on the premise that landscapes with greater diversity and visual variety in
landforms and vegetation are more aesthetically pleasing and therefore hold greater value. For this analysis,
impacts to scenic quality were determined by comparing the inventoried quality of the scenery to the
anticipated quality and considering any contrast introduced because of the construction and operation of
the Interconnection Project.

SENSITIVE VIEWERS

The concept of sensitive viewers refers to members of the public who have potential views of the
Interconnection Project and may be sensitive to potential changes in the surrounding scenery and their
existing views. Regarding sensitive viewers, the Interconnection Project contrast is dependent on several
factors, including viewing distance, duration of view, viewing condition, and degree of visibility. When
combined, these factors indicate the overall visual dominance of the Interconnection Project within the
landscape.

Sensitive viewing locations around the Study Area are limited and of primarily short duration (recreation
or vehicular travelers). Static viewing locations where viewers would experience the site for long durations,
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such as residences, were identified within the Study Area. Sensitive viewers or viewing locations that would
be potentially affected by this Interconnection Project include:

e Recreational areas — No recreational areas within the Interconnection Project or Study Area.

e Vehicular travelers — Primary travel routes are Arizona State Route (SR) 287, East Selma Highway,
and SR 87. Collector routes support access to local residences and commercial and agricultural
land.

e Residences — A variety of residential uses occur in the Study Area.

The term “viewing distance” refers to the viewer’s physical distance from the Interconnection Project
components and is predicated on the fact that one’s ability to discern details dissipates over distance.
Distance zones are used to separate the Study Area into distinct classifications based on the various levels
of landscape detail available to the viewer and type of project infrastructure. SWCA reviewed established
agency protocols, including those published by the U.S. Forest Service, BLM, and U.S. Department of
Transportation, to determine an appropriate area for each distance zone for the Study Area. The standard
BLM distance zones of foreground-middle ground (0-5 miles), background (5-15 miles), and seldom seen
(>15 miles) were used as a starting point. Because of the characteristics of the specific landscape and
equipment being evaluated, SWCA used the following distance zone, as measured from the boundary of
the Interconnection Project, to represent available views from within the Study Area (Table E-1). Note that
because of the identified Study Area, middle-ground and background distance zones are not available to
viewers and are therefore not included.

Table E-1. Distance Zones

Name Distance Explanation

Foreground 0to 1.0 mile At this distance, a viewer can perceive details of an object with clarity. Surface textures,
small features, and the full intensity and value of color can be seen on foreground
objects. Large-scale landscape features remain recognizable and distinguishable as
landscape patterns, colors, and textures.

The duration of view refers to the length of time and associated angle of view at which the Interconnection
Project would remain visible to an observer and is based on the idea that viewer attention increases as the
duration of view increases. Viewing conditions refer to whether the viewer is looking down at the
Interconnection Project from a superior position, looking up at the Interconnection Project from an inferior
position, or viewing the Interconnection Project from an elevation that is similar to that of the
Interconnection Project (i.e., a neutral view). The term “degree of visibility” refers to whether views of the
Interconnection Project would be either open and unobstructed or partially to fully obstructed by other
features in the existing landscape (i.e., topography, vegetation, or built features). The degree of visibility
also refers to whether the Interconnection Project would be viewed against the sky (i.e., skylined) or a
backdrop of landforms, vegetation, and/or built features.

Anticipated viewer sensitivities to visual changes are also discussed within the VRA, including brief
discussions regarding the potential sensitivities of different types of identified viewer groups within the
vicinity of the Interconnection Project. Residential and recreational viewer groups are typically considered
to have high sensitivities to visual changes in the landscape, whereas viewers moving along travel routes
are considered to have low-to-moderate sensitivities to visual changes (unless traveling along a designated
scenic travel route or more natural appearing areas).
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Inventory Results

SCENERY

The Interconnection Project is in a rural setting within the Sonoran Basin and Range Level 11l ecoregion,
more specifically, within the Gila/Salt Intermediate Basins Level IV ecoregion (U.S. Department of Interior
2014). The Sonoran Basin and Range Level III ecoregion consists of generally broad, open landscapes with
scattered mountains and vegetation comprising paloverde (Parkinsonia sp.), saguaro (Carnegiea sp.), and
other various Sonoran Desert plants. The Study Area includes residences, commercial land, the Union
Pacific Railroad, and utilities dispersed through active agricultural land, which dominates the developed
portion of the Study Area. SR 287 and East Selma, the main east-west travel routes, pass through the Study
Area for approximately 1 mile. SR 87, the main north-south travel route, passes through the middle of the
Study Area for approximately 4 miles. Commercial use includes the Storey Energy Center and Saint Solar
projects parallel to SR 87. Scenic views from the Study Area include open fields that are actively being
used year-round, open desert beyond the Study Area to the east, and panoramic views of the Granite Hills
approximately 7.4 miles to the east and Picacho Peak approximately 13.5 miles to the southeast. Human
development within the Study Area and throughout the ecoregion is characterized as agricultural and
supporting infrastructure development including high voltage transmission and lower voltage distribution.

The scenic quality within the Study Area is considered low based on the general lack of visually interesting
landforms and vegetation, dominant views with focal features and visually sensitive resources, or the
prominence of existing built features and development that contrasts with the appearance of the natural
landscape.

KOPs were chosen to represent potential views of the Interconnection Project from major and minor
roadways, agricultural and residential areas, and utility area (substation). Four KOPs representing typical
viewing conditions of prominent Interconnection Project views of components were selected. SWCA
conducted in-field assessments on April 10, 2024, at each of the KOPs and collected associated
photographs, notes on the site’s visual aspects, and pertinent location information. Table E-2 lists the
identified KOPs and associated viewer type and reason for inclusion in the VRA.

Table E-2. Selected KOP Locations and Sensitive Viewer Type

KOP Location Sensitive Viewer Group/ Reason for Inclusion
(Latitude, Longitude) Distance from Viewer

1 View facing southwest from East Steele Vehicular travelers, Representative of views while traveling
Road residential area along local access road, East Steele
32.879587°N, -111.506772°W Proposed: 0.25 mile Road, with local access to residential

and agriculture areas. Residential
locations also represent longer duration
views that are available to viewers
adjacent to the Study Area.

2 View facing northeast from intersection of Vehicular travelers Representative of views while traveling
East Laughlin Road and SR 87 Proposed: 0.3 mile along local access road, East Laughlip
32.8723°N. -111.515262°W Road and main travel route, SR 87, with

' local access to residential and agriculture
areas.

3 View facing east from East Earley Road Vehicular travelers, Representative of views while traveling
and SR 87 residential area along local access road, East Earley
32.864933°N, -111.515293°W Proposed: 0.25 mile Road and SR 87, with local access to

residential and agriculture areas.

Residential locations also represent

longer duration views that are available

to viewers adjacent to the Study Area.
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Location Sensitive Viewer Group/

KoP (Latitude, Longitude) Distance from Viewer Reason for Inclusion
4 View facing northwest from SR 87 Vehicular Travels Representative of views while traveling
32.84854°N, -111.515214°W Proposed: 600 feet north along SR 87.
SENSITIVE VIEWERS
Residences

A variety of individual residences are within the Study Area. The nearest residential viewers are
approximately 210 feet north of the Interconnection Project located near the intersection of East Earley
Road and SR 87. Existing transmission line infrastructure across the Study Area is also visible from the
identified residences. The height of these existing features, along with the repetitive pattern of structure and
conductor, makes them highly visible and dominant features as they bisect the landscape. Views from
residences are mostly open and panoramic in nature and include distant views of the Sacaton Mountains to
the northwest, the Picacho Mountains to the southeast, agricultural fields, and existing transmission
infrastructure. Residential viewers are assumed to have a relatively long duration of view and relatively
high sensitivities to visual changes within the Study Area.

Recreation Areas

The Study Area does not include any established recreational uses. The nearest recreation area to the
Interconnection Project is the Pinal County Fairgrounds, approximately 2 miles west of the Interconnection
Project. Other recreational uses within the Study Area include activities such as equestrian use, walking, or
bicycling on public streets or privately owned property.

The Pinal County Open Space and Trails Master Plan (Pinal County 2007) highlights multiple segments of
planned multi-use trail corridors within the Study Area, as identified in Exhibit A-3 These planned trail
segments are located approximately 0.7 mile north of the Interconnection Project and intersecting the
southern portion of the Interconnection Project. Existing views from the planned trail segments include
rural landscapes that are dominated by highly visible existing large-scale transmission lines and energy
infrastructure as well as highways and a railroad.

Travel Routes

The primary travel routes crossing the Study Area and within proximity of the Study Area are SR 287, SR
87, and East Selma Highway. Collector routes that support access to local residence areas are within the
proximity of the Interconnection Project and include East Saddleback Road, Palm Lane, North Citrus Lane,
North Sunset Lane, North Desert Lane, East Steele Road, North La Palma Road, South Carter Lane, East
Earley Road, South Christensen Road, East Laughlin Road, Unger Road, Vail Road, East Arizona Western
Boulevard, East Cornman Road, and additional unnamed roads. Views from travel routes within the Study
Area are typically of active residential and agricultural land in the foreground and middle ground moving
to dominant mountain ranges in the background. Existing transmission lines and infrastructure within the
Study Area are also visible to users because of their dominating height and highly visible features within
the foreground. Similar to residential views, the views from travel routes are mostly open and panoramic
in nature and include distant views to the mountains and agricultural operations. Viewers moving along
travel routes are expected to have relatively short durations of view based on travel speeds and low
sensitivities to visual changes as a result of the existing visible development and infrastructure.

Impact Assessment Results

Below is a general description of the potential impacts to scenic quality and sensitive viewers based on the
construction and operation of the Interconnection Project. Overall, impacts associated with the
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Interconnection Project will be low because the Interconnection Project components will appear similar to
the existing transmission lines and existing infrastructure that are adjacent to the Interconnection Project
and the visually dominant features in the foreground landscape.

SCENERY

The Interconnection Project will introduce a new 230-kV transmission line corridor (structures and
conductors) and associated substation facilities. Depending on the portion of the Interconnection Project to
be constructed aboveground, the Interconnection Project will add up to 30 structures. The structures will be
approximately 60 to 110 feet high, spanning anywhere from 100 to 1,000 feet, will be made of weathering
steel, and will be either self-supporting or guyed. The lines, forms, colors, textures, and scale of the
Interconnection Project will be similar in appearance to other transmission lines and infrastructure within
the landscape. The existing patchwork of operational agricultural fields and residential land will not be
interrupted by the additional Interconnection Project equipment. The foreground colors will match the
various hues of green and beige in the patchwork pattern. The Interconnection Project is expected to create
minor impacts to the existing, relatively low scenic quality within the Study Area. Interconnection Project
components could be seen but will not attract attention and will be similar to other built facilities within the
landscape, which would result in a weak degree of contrast.

SENSITIVE VIEWERS

The following is a summary of anticipated impacts to sensitive viewers resulting from the construction and
operation of the Interconnection Project.

Residences

Views from residences within or adjacent to the Study Area will vary from unobstructed open views to
partially obstructed views based on location and depending on foreground vegetation and associated out
buildings/built facilities on adjacent properties. Based on the generally flat landforms of the surrounding
landscape, views from residences will generally be from a neutral position and will include skylined views
of the Interconnection Project gen-tie and structures within the Project Substation, where visible.

The nearest residence, near the intersection of East Earley Road and SR 87, will have partially obstructed
views of the Interconnection Project because of vegetation and existing buildings, as represented by KOP 3
(see Exhibit G-11), approximately 200 feet west of the Interconnection Project. The Interconnection Project
— Preferred Route continues north along SR 87 and the Interconnection Project — Subroute Option will turn
east for 0.25 mile, turn north for 0.1 mile across canals, and turn towards SR 87 for approximately 0.3 mile
where it will connect to either Option A or Option B. Foreground color patterns are just visible from this
vantage point and do not change with the introduction of the Interconnection Project. The structures
protrude into the light pale sky above the background mountains. The lines, forms, colors, textures, and
scale of the Interconnection Project facilities will be similar in appearance to other transmission lines and
infrastructure within the existing landscape. Despite the relatively close proximity of these residences and
the anticipated long duration of view, the Interconnection Project will begin to attract attention and appear
as co-dominant features within the existing landscape, resulting in a moderate degree of contrast and
medium impacts.

KOP 1 also represents a residence near East Steele Road that would have partially obstructed views of the
Interconnection Project because of vegetation and existing infrastructure, as represented by KOP 1 (see
Exhibit G-5 to G-7), approximately 0.45 mile northeast of the Interconnection Project — Preferred Route,
0.35 mile northeast of Option A, and 0.45 mile northeast of Option B of the Interconnection Project.
Foreground color patterns are just visible from this vantage point and do not change with the introduction
of the Interconnection Project. The structures will protrude into the light pale sky above the background
mountains. The lines, forms, colors, textures, and scale of the Interconnection Project facilities will be
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similar in appearance to other transmission lines and infrastructure within the existing landscape. Despite
the relatively close proximity of these residences and the anticipated long duration of view, the
Interconnection Project will be visible but subordinate to other built facilities within the landscape, resulting
in a weak degree of contrast and low impacts. The underground portion of the Interconnection Project will
have lower contrast produced by the Interconnection Project.

Recreation Areas

Multiple segments of planned multi-use trail corridors within the Study Area are identified in the Pinal
County Open Space and Trails Master Plan (Pinal County 2007). Views of the Interconnection Project from
these planned segments will be from a distance of approximately 0.7 mile to the north and intersecting the
Interconnection Project to the south. Despite the relatively close proximity of these views, and generally
high sensitivity of recreation viewers, the lines, forms, colors, textures, and scale of the Interconnection
Project features would mimic those of the existing utility infrastructure within the area. The degree of
contrast from the planned segments will be weak, and the Interconnection Project will be subordinate to the
features of the existing landscape, including large-scale transmission lines and energy infrastructure as well
as highways and a railroad.

Travel Routes

Views from travel routes within the Study Area will vary based on location and range from unobstructed
to partially or fully obstructed. Most views of the Interconnection Project will be partially obstructed by
existing facilities within the landscape, such as trees, existing buildings, and other built facilities. Based on
the generally flat landform on which the Interconnection Project will be, views of the Interconnection
Project from travel routes will generally be from a neutral position and will include skylined views of the
transmission lines and infrastructure, where visible.

Views of the Interconnection Project from East Steele Road, a local travel route to support residences and
agriculture, are represented by KOP 1 (see Exhibit G-5 to G-7), approximately 0.45 mile northeast of the
Interconnection Project — Preferred Route, 0.35 mile northeast of Option A, and 0.45 mile northeast of
Option B of the Interconnection Project. From this vantage point, Interconnection Project structures appear
co-located with existing equipment and blend into the overall view. The lines, forms, colors, textures, and
scale of the Interconnection Project components are like those found within the existing visual setting
landscape but will be shorter in height in comparison to the 500-kV transmission line. Despite the relatively
close proximity of this road, the Interconnection Project could be seen but will not attract attention and will
be subordinate to other facilities within the landscape, resulting in a weak degree of contrast and low
impacts. The underground portion of the Interconnection Project will have the lowest contrast produced by
the Interconnection Project.

The intersection of SR 87, a main north-south travel route, and East Laughlin Road, a local travel route to
support residences and agriculture, is represented by KOP 2 (see Exhibit G-8 to G-10), approximately
190 feet west of the Interconnection Project — Preferred Route, Option A, and Option B of the
Interconnection Project where it is parallel to East Laughlin Road. The nearest transmission structure is
approximately 0.25 mile to the Interconnection Project — Preferred Route, 0.25 mile to Option A, and
0.2 mile to Option B northeast of KOP 2. The form, line, color, texture, and scale of the Interconnection
Project facilities will be similar to those of the existing transmission line and infrastructure in the area and
thus will not attract attention, resulting in weak contrast and low impacts. The underground portion of the
Interconnection Project will have the lowest contrast produced by the Interconnection Project.

The intersection of SR 87, a main north-south travel route, and East Earley Road, a local travel route to
support residences and agriculture, is represented by KOP 3 (see Exhibit G-11), approximately 200 feet
west of the Interconnection Project. The Interconnection Project — Preferred Route continues north along
SR 87 and the Interconnection Project — Subroute Option will turn east for 0.25 mile, turn north for 0.1 mile
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across canals, and turn towards SR 87 for approximately 0.3 mile where it will connect to either Option A
or Option B. The form, line, color, texture, and scale of the Interconnection Project are similar in appearance
to other transmission lines and infrastructure within the existing landscape. The Interconnection Project
will begin to attract attention at KOP 3 due to the appearance of co-dominant features within the existing
landscape, resulting in a moderate degree of contrast and moderate impacts.

SR 87 is a north—south-oriented primary travel route within the Study Area that is represented by KOP 4
(see Exhibit G-12) approximately 0.1 mile southeast of the Interconnection Project. The lines, forms, colors,
textures, and scale of the Interconnection Project features will be similar to those of the existing
transmission line infrastructure in the area. Due to the orientation of travelers along SR 87 in the northbound
and southbound directions, the Interconnection Project would be viewed peripherally and for a short
duration of time based on travel speeds. Intervening vegetation, existing transmission line infrastructure,
and surrounding roadway and residential infrastructure will further influence the viewers’ ability to focus
on the Interconnection Project. The Interconnection Project could be seen, will begin to attract attention,
and will appear co-dominant to other built features within the landscape, resulting in a moderate degree of
contrast and moderate impacts.

CONCLUSION

Impacts to sensitive viewers will be low to moderate from residences due to close proximity to the
Interconnection Project and existing infrastructure. As seen from the public viewpoints in the surrounding
area, the overall Interconnection Project will be similar in form, line, color, and texture, compared with
other energy facility and transmission infrastructure in the Study Area, which will result in low to moderate
impacts to scenery. Additionally, views from public roadways and residential areas will result in low to
moderate impacts as a result of perceived contrast due to intervening visual elements, existing
infrastructure, composition of views of the Interconnection Project, and low number of resources within the
Study Area.

Historic Sites and Structures, and Archaeological Sites

As required by the Arizona Corporation Commission Rules of Practice and Procedure R14-3-219, the
potential effects of the proposed Interconnection Project on historic sites and structures and archaeological
sites were assessed. The assessment was also prepared to support Arizona Corporation Commission
compliance with the State Historic Preservation Act (ARS 41-861 through 41-864), which requires state
agencies to consider impacts of their programs on historic properties listed in or eligible for the Arizona
Register of Historic Places (ARHP) or National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and to provide the
Arizona State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) an opportunity to review and comment on the actions
that affect such historic properties.

To be eligible for the ARHP/NRHP, a property must be at least 50 years old (less if it has special
significance) and have national, state, or local significance in American history, architecture, archaeology,
engineering, or culture. It should also possess integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship,
feeling, and association, and meet at least one of the four following criteria:

o Criterion (a): be associated with significant historical events or trends,
e Criterion (b): be associated with historically significant persons,

e Criterion : have distinctive characteristics of a style or a type, or have artistic value, or represent a
significant entity whose components may lack individual distinction, and

e Criterion (d): have yielded or have the potential to yield important information concerning history
or prehistory.
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Methodology

The Study Area, for the purpose of assessing potential impacts to historic sites, structures, and
archaeological sites, is defined as a 1-mile-radius buffer from the CEC Corridor. SWCA reviewed archival
records to identify such properties within the Study Area. Data sources searched include AZSITE,
Arizona’s statewide cultural resources database that includes records from the Arizona State Museum
(ASM), Arizona State University, SHPO, and the BLM; SWCA records; the ARHP, the NRHP database;
General Land Office (GLO) plat maps; and historical topographic maps.

Previous Cultural Resources Projects

A records review of AZSITE identified 37 previous cultural resources surveys that have taken place within
the Study Area. These projects occurred from 1985 to 2019 in support of projects relating to electrical and
fiber optic transmission, pipeline maintenance, electrical generation, transportation, geotechnical drilling,
lake development, and both San Carlos Irrigation Project (SCIP)/SCIDD and HIDD distribution line
installation and maintenance. Of these, 17 cultural surveys intersect the proposed CEC Corridor and cover
approximately 334 of the 418 total acres (80%) of the proposed CEC Corridor (Table E-3).

Out of the 17 cultural surveys within the proposed CEC Corridor, only two surveys have been conducted
within the last 10 years. The SHPO has provided guidance for the reliance on survey data that are 10 years
or older (SHPO 2004). Two surveys (1987-222.ASM and 11.136.SHPO) conducted before 1995 did not
use the current ASM site definition criteria (ASM 1995). Of the remaining 13 surveys, it is SWCA’s
professional opinion that 11 of the 15 surveys that are more than 10 years old used survey strategies that
meet current methodological standards as set forth by SHPO for full coverage in Arizona, whose principal
investigators meet current professional qualification standards, and it is unlikely that there are additional
resources present in the proposed CEC Corridor that have become at least 50 years old since the previous
surveys were conducted. The 13 surveys that have been evaluated as adequate cover approximately 258 of
the total 418 acres (62%) of the proposed CEC Corridor and can be relied on for current inventory purposes.

Table E-3. Previous Cultural Resource Projects Intersecting the Proposed CEC Corridor

Agency Number Project Name Organization Year
1987-222.ASM U.S. Telecom Buried Fiber Optic Cable Dames & Moore, Phoenix 1986-1987
Cultural Resources Services
1997-209.ASM SFPP Arizona Reconditioning Project William Self Associates 1997
1998-443.ASM SR 87 Oracle Maintenance Coolidge Archaeological Research 1998
Services, Inc.
1999-587.ASM PBNS Level 3 Fiber Optic Line SWCA, Phoenix 1999
2000-140.ASM KMEP Arizona Anomaly Repair Project William Self Associates 2000
2000-723.ASM AT&T NexGen/Core Project Link 3 Class 3 Survey Western Cultural Resource 2000
Management, Inc.
2001-406.ASM Surveys of Six Proposed Reroutes for a Proposed Fiber Western Cultural Resource 2001
Optic Cable ROW Management, Inc.
2003-910.ASM Cultural Resources Survey of the 360Networks Fiber TRC Mariah Associates, Inc. 2000
Optics Lines
2004-627.ASM Add. D: El Paso to Los Angeles Fiber Optic Cable SWCA 2001
Project: GRIC Alt B Reroute
2004-679.ASM AT&T NexGen/Core Project Western Cultural Resource 2000-2002
Management, Inc.
2007-692.ASM Pinal West to Dinosaur Transmission Line Surveys Desert Archaeology, Inc. 2007
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Agency Number Project Name Organization Year

2009-170.ASM Picacho Energy Project Environmental SWCA 2009
2011-203.ASM Class Il Cultural Resources Surveys in Pima and Pinal Bureau of Indian Affairs, 2011
Counties, Arizona; SCIP 2011 Second Quarter San Carlos Irrigation Project
(SCIP)
2012-363.ASM TEP Pinal Central to Tortolita Survey WRI 1610.86 CR Westland Resources 2012
520
11.136.SHPO/ Tucson Aqueduct Phase A Survey Sites Arizona State Museum 1980
Temp. No. 93
2019-218.ASM East Line Solar SWCA 2019
Saint Solar Saint Solar Records Review and Site Inspection Environmental Planning 2019
Group, LLC.

Note: Shading denotes surveys that SWCS believes cannot be relied on for current inventory purposes.

Historic-era Sites

The records review identified two historic-era sites within the Study Area (Table E-4), neither of which
intersect the CEC Corridor. Site AZ AA:2:329(ASM) consists of the remnants of the historic-era Hess
Homestead. BLM land patent records indicate Daniel Hess was deeded the land in 1938 under the Desert
Land Act of 1877. Features of the homestead include five concrete foundations, a shaft possibly from a
privy, and associated artifacts. The site was determined not eligible for inclusion in the ARHP/NRHP by
SHPO (Luhnow and Schilz 2010). Site AZ AA:2:339(ASM) consists of a historic-era water pumping
station with three irrigation ditches, three water control devices, and one well built in the 1950s-60s, but
has been abandoned since the early 1980s. The site was recommended not eligible for inclusion in the
ARHP/NRHP (Luhnow and Schilz 2010).

Table E-4. Previously Recorded Historic-era Sites within the Study Area

Distance from

. Cultural/Temporal . ARHP/NRHP Associated N
Site Number Affiliation Site Type Eligibility Status = Reference(s) CE((:n?"c;rsr;dor
AZ AA:2:329(ASM)  Euro-American/ Late Hess Determined not Luhnow and 0.87
Historic-era ca. 1938 Homestead. eligible Schilz 2010

AZ AA:2:339(ASM)  Euro-American/ Late Field irrigation Recommended Luhnow and 0.64
Historic-era ca. 1954-  pumping system not eligible Schilz 2010
1982

Historic-era Structures

The records review identified 19 historic-era in-use structures within the Study Area (Table E-5). These
structures consist of seven roads/highways, eight canals/ditches, one railroad, two powerlines, and one
farmstead. AZ AA:2:341(ASM) consists of 22 historic-era concrete-lined field ditches adjacent to
agricultural fields. Four of the ditches are abandoned; however, the majority are in-use or temporarily
inactive (Luhnow and Schilz 2010). Eight of the overall 19 in-use structures intersect the proposed CEC
Corridor. These are the original SR 84 alignment (now SR 87), SR 87, Selma Highway, the Florence Casa
Grande Canal Extension, the Casa Grande Canal, the SCIDD No. 1 Cross-cut Canal, the Southern Pacific
Railroad: Wellton-Phoenix-Eloy Spur, and a utility line.
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Table E-5. Previously Recorded Historic-Era In-Use Structures within the Study Area

Distance from

. Cultural/Temporal . ARHP/NRHP Associated .

Site Number Affiliation Site Type Eligibility Status  Reference(s) ?:if;;”"d”

AZ AA:2:118(ASM) Euro-American/ Late SR 84 Segments Fenicle et al. Intersects
historic-era (A.D. 1936— determined eligible 2015 Interconnection
present) (Criterion D) Project —

Preferred Route

AZ AA:2:132(ASM) Euro-American/ Middle to  Maintained Determined not White et al. 2012 0.93

late historic-era gravel road eligible

(A.D. 1800—present)

AZ AA:2:133(ASM) Euro-American/ Late Florence Casa Segments Young 2015a Intersects
historic-era (A.D. 1928—  Grande Canal determined eligible Interconnection
present) Extension (Criteria A and D) Project —

Preferred Route

AZ AA:2:149(ASM) Euro-American/ Late SR 287 Segments Young 2015b 0.35
historic-era (ca. A.D. determined eligible
1900-present) (Criterion D)

AZ AA:2:213(ASM) Euro-American/ Late Steele Road Determined not Young 2015b 0.15
historic-era (A.D. 1900— eligible
present)

AZ AA:2:219(ASM)/ Euro-American/ Late Selma Recommended not Tactikos et al. Intersects

AZ AA:2:333(ASM) historic-era (A.D. 1922—  Highway/Selma eligible 2010; Luhnow Interconnection
present) School Road and Schilz 2010  Project —

Preferred Route

AZ AA:2:297(ASM) Euro-American/ Middle to  Utility line Determined not Luhnow and Intersects CEC
late historic-era eligible Schilz 2010 Corridor
(A.D. 1800—present)

AZ AA:2:305(ASM) Euro-American/ Late Historic Determined eligible Henderson etal. 0.95
historic-era (A.D. 1900— Farmstead (Criterion D) 2009
present)

AZ AA:2:330(ASM) Euro-American/ late Laughlin Road Recommended not Luhnow and 0.84
historic-era (ca. A.D. eligible Schilz 2010
1920s—present)

AZ AA:2:338(ASM) Euro-American/ late Transmission Recommended not Luhnow and 0.66
historic-era (ca. A.D. line eligible Schilz 2010
1940s—present)

AZ AA:2:341(ASM) Euro-American/ late Discontinuous Recommended not Luhnow and 0.5
historic-era (ca. A.D. irrigation lateral  eligible Schilz 2010
1936—present) canals

AZ AA:3:209(ASM) Euro-American/ middle to Casa Grande Segments Moreno et al. Intersects
late historic-era Canal/ determined eligible 1996 Interconnection
(A.D. 1889—present) SCIP/SCIDD (Criteria A, C, D) Project — Route

“No. 16 Lake and Subroute
Outlet” Option

AZ AA:6:63(ASM) Euro-American/ late SR 87 Segments White et al. Intersects
historic-era (ca. A.D. determined eligible 2012; Interconnection
1920s—present) (Criteria A and D) Prasciunas et al. Project —

2012

Preferred Route

AZ T:10:84(ASM) Euro-American/ late Southern Pacific Segments White et al. 2012 Intersects CEC

historic-era (A.D. 1926— Railroad: determined eligible Corridor

present) Wellton-Phoenix- (Criterion A)

Eloy Spur
No. 1 Cross-cut Euro-American/ late Lateral water Recommended not Pfaff (1996) Intersects
Canal/ SCIP historic-era (ca. A.D. conveyance eligible Interconnection
Sublateral17-37 1920s—present) structure Project —
Preferred Route
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Distance from

. Cultural/Temporal . ARHP/NRHP Associated .
Site Number Affiliation Site Type Eligibility Status  Reference(s) ?n'fizg)”"d”
SCIP Sublateral 17-22 Euro-American/ late Lateral water Determined not Pfaff (1996) 0.63

historic-era (ca. A.D. conveyance eligible

1920s—present) structure
SCIP Sublateral (1) Euro-American/ late Lateral water Determined not Pfaff (1996) 0.42
17-37-9 historic-era (ca. A.D. conveyance eligible

1920s—present) structure
SCIP Sublateral (2) Euro-American/ late Lateral water Determined not Pfaff (1996) 0.68
17-37-11 historic-era (ca. A.D. conveyance eligible

1920s—present) structure
SCIP Sublateral (3) Euro-American/ late Lateral water Determined not Pfaff (1996) 0.94
17-37-13 historic-era (ca. A.D. conveyance eligible

1920s—present) structure

Note: Shading indicates historic-era in-use structures intersecting the CEC Corridor.

The original GLO survey plat map of Township 6 South, Range 8 East, filed in 1890 depicts the FLORENCE
CANAL (now the Casa Grande Canal) and an OLD ROAD TO TUCSON intersecting the proposed CEC
Corridor in sections 27 and 34. A well and the Desert Land Claims of William J. Hunsuker, J.L.. Copeland,
and Chas. A. Shibell are depicted within the Study Area. An area labelled OLD RUINS is depicted within
the Study Area around the approximate location of AZ AA:3:316(ASM). The dependent resurvey GLO plat
map of Township 6 South, Range 8 East, filed in 1930, depicts the Florence Canal labelled on the 1890
survey plat as the CASA GRANDE FLORENCE CANAL, along with an adjacent unimproved road. SR 87 is
present within the proposed CEC Corridor, as well as one unimproved road along the modern alignment of
Selma Highway and one other unnamed unimproved road. The SOUTHERN PACIFIC railroad is depicted
within the proposed CEC Corridor and lined with a parallel utility line. There are three unnamed buildings
/ structures depicted within the proposed CEC Corridor. Within the Study Area, the surrounding area of La
Palma has become much more developed with multiple utility lines and/or fence lines crossing throughout
each section. There are three unnamed, unimproved roads, 10 structures, McDowell School, and an
agricultural field within the Study Area.

The original GLO survey plat map of Township 7 South, Range 8 East, filed in 1915, depicts a FRAME
HOUSE within the southern portion of the proposed CEC Corridor. Within the Study Area, there are two
north-south trending roads (the westernmost one is within the proposed CEC Corridor) that converge in the
southern portion of Section 3 and continue just south of the Study Area to Roy S. Ward’s house.
Additionally, the plat depicts R. H. Miller’s house in northwest corner of Section 4 within the Study Area.

The 1922 USGS Signal Peak, Arizona, 1:62,500 and 1922 Red Rock No. 2, Arizona 1: 48,000 quadrangle
maps depict the Casa Grande-Florence Canal, as well as SR 87, SR 287, an unimproved road along the
modern alignment of Steele Road, an improved/unimproved road along the modern alignment of Selma
Highway, five wells, and three structures within the proposed CEC Corridor. Within the Study Area, the
maps depict 13 structures, the Pinal School (labelled on the GLO plats as McDowell School), 10 wells, five
unimproved roads, and a structure/well in the approximate location of AZ AA:2:305(ASM). Many of the
historic-era features depicted on these maps likely correspond to others on the GLO plat maps.

The 1965 USGS Eloy North, Arizona, the 1965 Coolidge, Arizona, and the 1965 Picacho Reservoir,
Arizona, 1:24,000 quadrangle maps depict the majority of the modern roads and highways as well as the
unimproved agricultural access roads present in modern aerial imagery. There are an increased number of
wells and structures present. Both the Florence-Casa Grande Canal Extension and the Casa Grande Canal
are depicted, with a north-south oriented sublateral canal (No. 1 Crosscut) connecting the two. SCIP
sublateral canals 17-53, 17-37-13, 17-37-11, and 17-37-9 are depicted.
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Historic aerial imagery from 1961 depicts the proposed CEC Corridor and surrounding area as primarily
agricultural with residences throughout. AZ AA:2:329(ASM) is visible but AZ AA:2:305(ASM) is not.
There are at least four sets of structures visible within the proposed CEC Corridor, only one (remnants) of
which is visible on modern aerial imagery (NETROnline 2024).

The NRHP database maintained by the National Park Service was also consulted to ascertain if any cultural
resources previously listed in the NRHP are located in the proposed CEC Corridor or Study Area.
No NRHP-listed properties were identified. Additionally, the National Scenic and National Historic Trail
webmap indicates that the Congressionally-designated, 1,200-mile-long Juan Bautista de Anza National
Historic Trail (1775-1776) is approximately 2 miles west of the proposed CEC Corridor (outside of the
Study Area) (National Park Service 2024).

Archaeological Sites

There are three previously recorded archaeological sites within the Study Area (Table E-6), none of which
intersect the proposed CEC Corridor. Site AZ AA:2:84(ASM) is a Pre-Classic period Hohokam artifact
scatter which was recommended eligible for inclusion in the ARHP/NRHP under Criterion D (Newsome
and Berg 2001). Site AZ AA:3:117(ASM) is an archaic lithic scatter, which has not been evaluated for
inclusion in the ARHP/NRHP, though it may have been destroyed by road construction (Van Nimwegen
and Henderson 1991). Site AZ AA:3:316(ASM) consists of four Hohokam Santa Cruz to Sacaton phase
trash mounds and an associated artifact scatter. This site was determined eligible for inclusion in the
ARHP/NRHP under Criterion D (White et al. 2012).

Table E-6. Previously Recorded Archaeological Sites within the Study Area

Distance from

. Cultural/Temporal . ARHP/NRHP Associated .
Site Number Affiliation Site Type Eligibility Status  Reference(s) CE({m(‘;Ic;Z;dor
AZ AA:2:84(ASM) Hohokam Pre-Classic Artifact scatter Recommended Newsome and 0.95
period (A.D. 750— eligible (D) Berg 2001
1100)

AZ AA:3:117(ASM)  Unknown Indigenous Lithic scatter Not evaluated Van Nimwegen 0.98
Archaic (8,000 B.C.— (likely destroyed) and Henderson
A.D. 200) 1991

AZ AA:3:316(ASM)  Hohokam Santa Cruz Trash mounds and Determined eligible White et al. 2012 0.84
to Sacaton phases artifact scatter (D)
(A.D. 800-1150)

Assessment of Effects

A project can have direct and/or indirect effects on historic sites, historic in-use structures, and
archaeological sites when it alters the characteristics that qualify it for listing in the ARHP/NRHP. Only
historic properties (i.e., resources that are listed in or eligible for the ARHP/NRHP) need to be considered
for Interconnection Project impacts. Direct effects result when a project physically impacts a historic
resource, whereas indirect effects to historic properties are typically visual. Effects are adverse when they
diminish the integrity of the property’s location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, or
association. Adverse effects on historic properties include:

e Physical destruction of or damage to all or part of the property.
e Removal of the property from its historic location.

o Change of the character of the property’s use of physical features within the property’s setting that
contribute to its historic significance.
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e Introduction of visual, atmospheric, or audible elements that diminish the integrity of the property’s
significant historic characteristics.

e Neglect of a property that causes its deterioration, except where such neglect and deterioration are
recognized qualities of a property of religious and cultural significance to an Indian tribe.

e Transfer, lease, or sale of a property out of government ownership or control without adequate and
legally enforceable restrictions or conditions to ensure long-term preservation of the property’s
historic significance.

DIRECT EFFECTS

Five historic properties (all historic-era in-use structures) intersect the proposed CEC Corridor. These are
SR 84, SR 87, the Florence Casa Grande Canal Extension, the Casa Grande Canal, and the Southern Pacific
Railroad: Wellton-Phoenix-Eloy Spur. Four of these also intersect the Interconnection Project — Preferred
Route (SR 84, SR 87, the Florence Casa Grande Canal Extension, and the Casa Grande Canal). The Casa
Grande Canal also intersects the proposed Interconnection Project — Subroute Option. These properties are
all in-use, and the Interconnection Project will avoid directly impacting these historic properties through
engineering controls.

INDIRECT EFFECTS

The records review identified an additional four historic properties within the Study Area that do not
intersect the proposed CEC Corridor. These are all archaeological sites and historic-era in-use structures
recommended or determined eligible under Criterion D. Construction of overhead elements of the
Interconnection Project will not introduce visual, atmospheric, or auditory elements to the setting that would
diminish the integrity of the characteristics which make them, or the five historic properties identified in
the direct effects section, eligible for the ARHP/NRHP. The underground portion of the Interconnection
Project will not introduce indirect effects to historic properties.

Conclusion

The records review identified that approximately 62% of the proposed CEC Corridor has been previously
and adequately surveyed for cultural resources. Five historic properties (all linear historic-era in-use
structures) intersect the proposed CEC Corridor. The Interconnection Project will avoid directly impacting
these historic properties through engineering controls. Four additional historic properties are within the
Study Area and don’t intersect the proposed CEC Corridor, and all of these properties are recommended or
determined eligible under Criterion D. The Interconnection Project will not introduce indirect effects that
would adversely affect the nine identified historic properties.

To ensure that other potential historic properties will not be impacted within the proposed CEC Corridor,
the Applicant will complete a cultural resources inventory of the portions that have not been previously
adequately surveyed. The inventory will identify and evaluate any cultural resources that may be present.
If any historic properties are encountered, the inventory will provide recommendations on how to mitigate
any adverse effects on those historic properties.
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From: Caroline Klebacha

To: Andrew Yorsanger

Cc: Colin Agner; Cara Bellavia

Subject: Re: Request for Consultation = Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project, Application for a Certificate of
Environmental Compatibility

Date: Tuesday, August 6, 2024 4:58:48 PM

Attachments: i

Good afternoon,

Thank you for consulting with our office regarding the Selma Energy Center Interconnection
Project. I have one question and several comments. First, can you provide us with more
information regarding the purpose of the Subroute Option that will avoid approximately 0.25
mile of SR-877

Next, SHPO agrees that 62 percent of the project area has been adequately surveyed and does
not require additional survey at this time. We request that the remainder of the project area be
surveyed for cultural resources per SHPO and ASM guidelines. Once the survey is complete,
please submuit the report to our office for additional review and comment.

Lastly, we request the following two conditions be added to the CEC, should it be approved by
the Line Siting Committee.

1. The Applicant shall consult the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) pursuant to
AR.S. § 41-861 through 41-864, the State Historic Preservation Act. Construction for
the project shall not occur without SHPO concurrence. Any project involving federal
land is a federal undertaking and requires SHPO concurrence on the adequacy of the
survey and area of potential effects. The applicant shall coordinate with SHPO
regarding the status of Section 106 consultation.

2. If any archaeological, paleontological, or historical site or a significant cultural object is
discovered on private, state, county, or municipal land during the construction or
operation of the Project, the Applicant or its representative in charge shall promptly
report the discovery to the Director of the Arizona State Museum (ASM), and in
consultation with the Director, shall immediately take all reasonable steps to secure and
maintain the preservation of the discovery as required by A.R.S. §41-844 or A.R.S. §41-
863, as appropriate.

Please let us know if you have any questions or comments.
Thank you,
Caroline

Caroline Klebacha, M.A.
Archaeological Compliance Specialist

State Historic Preservation Office
A Division of Arizona State Parks & Trails
Please use azshpo@azstateparks.gov for initial consultation!

1110 West Washington Street, Suite 100
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Phoenix, AZ 85007-2957

Phone:

Email:

Web: http://AZStateParks.com/SHPQO

(2]

On Wed, Jul 10, 2024 at 10:41 AM AZSHPO - AZPARKS <azshpo(@azstateparks sov>
wrote:

SHPO-2024-0686 (175778)

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Andrew Vorsanger —>

Date: Tue, Jul 9, 2024 at 3:46 PM

Subject: Request for Consultation — Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project,
Application for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility

To: ’ [ < >
Cc: Colin Agner W>v Cara Bellavia _>

Good Afternoon,

On behalf of Selma Energy Center LL.C, we respectfully request that the State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPO) review and provide comment on the Selma Energy Center
Interconnection Project to support the Arizona Corporation Commission’s compliance with
the State Historic Preservation Act (Arizona Revised Statutes 41-861 through 41-864).
Please find attached the letter that contains information about the Project in accordance with
the SHPO’s September 2022 “ACC-SHPO Consultation Checklist for Compliance with the
State Historic Preservation Act.” Also included are the project location and Class I results
maps. We look forward to consulting with your office on this project, and please do not
hesitate to contact us with any questions.

Thank you.

Andrew Vorsanger | he, him, his

Senior Cultural Resources Team Lead - Arizona

SWCA Environmental Consultants
20 E. Thomas Road, Suite 1700

Exhibit E-1b. SHPO Consultation.
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Phoenix, Arizona, 85012

O | o

The contents of this email and any associated emails, information, and attachiments are CONFIDENTIAL. Use or disciosure without
sender’s authorization is prohibited. If you are not an authorized recipient, please nolify the sender and then immediately delefe the
email and any atfachments.
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2168

3 20 East Themas Road, Suite 1700
Phoenix, Arizona 85012
Tel 602.274.3831 Fax 602.274.3958
Wi, SWCa.Com

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS

2136 Sound Science: Creative Solutions.”

Tuly 9, 2024

Kathryn Leonard, State Historic Preservation Officer

1110 W. Washington St.. #100

Phoenix, AZ 85007

Submitted via email to: azshpol@azstateparks.gov and cklebachoi@azstateparks.gov

Re: Request for Consultation — Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project, Application for a
Certificate of Environmental Compatibility

Dear Ms. Leonard:

Selma Energy Center, LL.C (Applicant), plans to file an application for a Certificate of Environmental
Compatibility {CEC) with the Arizona Power Plant and Transmission Line Siting Committee (Siting
Committee) for approval for its proposed Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project (Interconnection
Project). The Interconnection Project is a proposed 230-kilovolt (kV) alternating current generation
intertic transmission line (gen-tic), with associated substation facilitics, that will be located above- and
underground and connect the proposed Selma Energy Center to the existing Salt River Project (SRP)
Vah Ki Substation. The Interconnection Project is designed to deliver power from the Selma Energy
Center (Energy Facility), which is a 150-megawatt (MW) solar photovoltaic facility with a 150-MW
battery storage system. This letter contains information about the [nterconnection Project in accordance
with the State Historic Preservation Office’s September 2022 “ACC-SHPO Consultation Checklist for
Compliance with the State Historic Preservation Act” (attached as Attachment 1).

The Interconnection Project will be located on private lands within the city of Coolidge and
unincorporated Pinal County, except for three canal rights-of-way (ROWSs) and one highway ROW.

The Energy Facility will be located on private lands within the city of Coolidge and unincorporated Pinal
County, except for one canal ROW. The Applicant proposes to construct and operate the lnterconnection
Project to connect the Energy Facility to the regional electrical grid.

The Interconnection Project is a proposed 2.5 mile-long, 230-kV alternating current gen-tie that will be
located aboveground, with an undetermined portion of the line below ground. The Interconnection Project
will begin at the Energy Facility project substation (Project Substation) and will traverse private property
in the city of Coolidge and private property in unincorporated Pinal County. The Interconnection Project
will connect to the regional electric grid at the existing SRP Vah Ki Substation. The Interconnection
Project and Energy Facility are displayed in Attachment 2, Figures 1 and 2.

The Applicant plans to request that the Siting Committee approve a corridor within which the
Interconnection Project would be constructed (CEC Corridor). The CEC Corridor is displayed in
Attachment 2, Figure 2, and described in more detail below. The requested CEC Corridor is the Project
Area analyzed for cultural resources.

Exhibit E-1d. SHPO Consultation.
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Request for Consultation — Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project, Application for a Certificate of
Environmental Compatibility

On behalf of the Applicant, we respectfully request that the SHPO review and provide comment on the
Interconnection Project to support the Arizona Corporation Commission’s compliance with the State
Historic Preservation Act (Arizona Revised Statutes 41-861 through 41-864).!

GENERAL PROJECT INFORMATION
e Project name: Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project

e Project location (legal description, see Table 1)

o The Interconnection Project would be constructed within the requested CEC Corridor. The
Interconnection Project would originate at the Project Substation. The CEC Corridor, which
generally has a width of 1,000 feet and is centered on the proposed alignment for the
Interconnection Project (i.e., 500 feet on each side of the proposed alignment), is described
below.

o The Interconnection Project consists of a route preferred by the Applicant (Tnterconnection
Project — Preferred Route) and a potential subroute option (Interconnection Project —
Subroute Option). Only one of these routes would be constructed. Both the Interconnection
Project — Preferred Route and Interconnection Project — Subroute Option could include either
option described further below. The Interconnection Project — Preferred Route and
Interconnection Project — Subroute Option are depicted in Attachment 2, Figures 1 and 2.

o The Interconnection Project offers two options (“Option A” and “Option B”) for entering the
Vah Ki Substation. The Applicant is working closely with SRP to determine the
interconnection details for connecting into the existing Vah Ki Substation for both options.
Of those two options, only one option would be selected and built by the Applicant. These
options are depicted in Attachment 2, Figures 1 and 2.

o The CEC Corridor would begin as an approximate 1,000-foot corridor (with 500 feet being
on each side of the Interconnection Project centerline) on privately-owned land on parcel
40148001 A. The CEC Corridor would continue for approximately 2,620 feet east, before
heading northeast for approximately 753 feet. The CEC Corridor would head north for
approximately 4,833 feet and would continue to be approximately 1,000 feet wide. At this
point, the CEC Corridor would expand to a total of 2,134 feet wide for approximately 5,034
feet. This expansion is inclusive of Options A and B, and provides siting flexibility for the
Interconnection Project, and Options A and B, to be properly sited as it enters into the Vah Ki
Substation. Additionally, the expanded CEC Corridor provides flexibility for the Applicant to
safely site the Interconnection Project around and through the existing Saint Solar Project,
which the Applicant currently owns and operates.

o The proposed route for the Interconnection Project starts at the Project Substation. The
Project Substation will be located approximately 0.6 mile west of State Route (SR) 87, on the
south side of East Selma Highway. The Project Substation will be within the Energy Facility
in Township 78, Range 8L, Section 4, on private property.

o From the Project Substation, the Interconnection Project will proceed east for approximately
0.6 mile, before crossing SR 87 at an angle (northeast) as requested by ADOT and then
turning north at the intersection of East Selma Highway and SR 87. The Interconnection
Project will cross a San Carlos Irrigation and Drainage District (SCIDD) irrigation canal and
proceed north for approximately 1 mile along the east side of SR 87. From this point, the

! The State istoric Preservation Act requires state agencies o consider impacts of their programs on historic properties listed in
or cligible for listing in the Arizona Register of Historie Places (ARHP) and to provide the State Historic Preservation Office
(SHPO) an opportunity to review and comment on the actions that affect such historic properties.

Exhibit E-1e. SHPO Consultation.
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Interconnection Project — Preferred Route and the Interconnection Project — Subroute Option
begin. Both of these routes are described in greater detail below. Only one of these routes
would be constructed.

o The Interconnection Project — Preferred Route would continue to proceed north along the east
side of SR 87 for approximately 0.47 mile. The Interconnection Project — Preferred Route
would cross the proposed SunZia Transmission ROW and the existing ROW for TEPs Pinal
Central — Tortolita 500-kV line along this segment of the Interconnection Project. From this
point, two options are proposed. The Interconnection Project — Preferred Route from this
point describing both options as they enter into the existing Vah Ki Substation is described in
greater detail below.

o The Interconnection Project — Subroute Option would then turn east. From SR 87, the
Interconnection Project — Subroute Option will extend east for 0.25 mile and then extend
north for 0.10 mile across Hohokam I[rrigation Drainage District (HIDD) and SCIDD
irrigation canals. From there, the Interconnection Project — Subroute Option will extend
northwest at roughly a 45-degree angle for approximately 0.30 mile across the proposed
SunZia Transmission ROW and the existing ROW for TEP’s Pinal Central — Tortolita 500-
kV line and then back to a point near the east side of SR 87 and back onto the Interconnection
Project — Preferred Route alignment. Next, the route will extend north along SR 87, along the
east side of the highway, for approximately 0.25 mile. I'rom this point, two options are
proposed. The Interconnection Project — Subroute Option from this point describing both
options as they enter into the existing Vah Ki Substation is described in greater detail below.

o The proposed route for the Interconnection Project Route — Option A (“Option A”) starts at
SR 87, just north of the proposed SunZia Transmission ROW and the existing ROW for
TEP’s Pinal Central — Tortolita 500-kV line. Option A extends north along the east side of SR
87 for approximately 0.5 mile before turning east into the Saint Solar field. Option A would
extend east for approximately 0.25 mile before turning south for approximately 0.10 mile to
connect to the Vah Ki Substation. As noted previously, a portion of Option A may be
installed underground, depending on the final engineering design.

o The proposed route for the Interconnection Project Route — Option B (“Option B”) starts at
SR 87, just north of the proposed SunZia Transmission ROW and the existing ROW for
TEP’s Pinal Central — Tortolita 500-kV line. Option B extends north along the east side of SR
87 for approximately 0.25 mile before turning east into the Saint Solar field. Option B would
weave into the Saint Solar field towards the Vah Ki Substation. extending approximately (.10
miles northeast before extending approximately 0.10 mile east and then turning north for 0.10
mile. From the northwest corner of the Vah Ki Substation, the route would extend east for
approximately 0.05 mile to connect to the Vah Ki Substation. As noted previously, a portion
of Option B may be installed underground depending on the final engineering design.

o Table 1 includes the townships, ranges, and sections that intersect the CEC Corridor.

Table 1. Requested CEC Corridor Location

Township Range Section
6S 8E W% 27, E% 28, EY2 33, and W2 34
75 8E NWY 3, NEY 4,

o Funding source: Private (no state, federal, or other public funding sources)

Exhibit E-1f. SHPO Consultation.
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PROJECT AREA INFORMATION
o Project Area:

The Project Area is the CEC Corridor for which the Applicant is submitting a CEC application.
The CEC Corridor is described above and shown in Attachment 2.

o Tolal Acres in the Project Area: Approximately 418 acres

e Landownership tall involved, acres by land jurisdiction): See Table 2 below.

Table 2. Project Area (CEC Corridor) Land Jurisdiction

Jurisdiction Area (approximate acres) Percent of Total

Private 418 100%

SCOPE OF WORK

The Interconnection Project will be an approximately 2.5-mile-long transmission line located in the
CEC Corridor (Attachment 2, Figure 3). The Applicant anticipates that structures for the Interconnection
Project will be spaced between 100 and 1,000 feet apart, depending on structure type, terrain, turns, and
other factors. The above ground transmission structures for the Interconnection Project will be
approximately 60 to 110 feet tall, will be made of weathering steel, and will be either self-supporting or
guyed. The structure types proposed for the Interconnection Project are anticipated to include tangent
monopoles, deadend monopoles, riser deadend monopoles, and A-frame deadend. The Applicant will,
depending on the final engineering design, install an up to 1.1-mile segment of the Interconnection
Project as underground. Where the underground segment is necessary, the Applicant would install
overhead-to-underground transition structures (riser and/or A-frame deadend) at each end of the
underground segments. The Applicant also notes that it may refine minor design characteristics for the
Interconnection Project during its final engineering phase.

The Interconnection Project is sited adjacent to existing linear features, including roadways (SR 87 and
East Selma Highway), a railroad (Union Pacific Railroad), existing energy (solar) facilities (Saint Solar
and Storey Solar, both owned and operated by the Applicant), and other distribution and high voltage
transmission lines.

SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATIONS WITHIN THE
STUDY AREA

SWCA prepared a cultural resources inventory of the requested CEC Corridor (i.e., Project Area) in
support of the CEC application. Exhibit E of the CEC application describes scenic areas and visual
resources, as well as historic sites and structures, and archaeclogical sites within the Project Area and a 1-
mile radiug around it (herein called the Study Area). SWCA’s studies included a records review of the
Study Area.

A records review of AZSITE identified 37 previous cultural resources surveys that took place within the
Study Area. These projects occurred from 1985 to 2019 in support of projects relating to electrical and
fiber optic transmission, pipeline maintenance, electrical generation, transportation, geotechnical drilling,
lake development, and both SCIP and HIDD distribution line installation and maintenance. Of these
surveys, 17 cultural surveys intersect the Project Area and cover approximately 334 of the 418 total acres
(80 percent) of the Project Area (Table 3).

Exhibit E-1g. SHPO Consultation.
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Out of the 17 cultural surveys within the Project Area, only two surveys were conducted within the last
10 years. The SHPO has provided guidance for the reliance on survey data that are 10 years or older
(SHPO 2004). Two surveys (1987-222.ASM and 11.136.SHPO) conducted before 1995 did not use the
current Arizona State Museum (ASM) site definition criteria (ASM 1995). Of the remaining 13 surveys,
SWCA believes 11 used survey strategies that would meet current methodological standards as set forth
by SHPO for full coverage in Arizona with principal investigators meeting current professional
qualification standards, and it is unlikely that there are additional resources present in the current Project
Area that have become at least 50 vears old since the previous surveys were conducted. The 13 surveys
that have been evaluated as adequate cover approximately 258 of the total 418 acres (62 percent) of the
Project Area and can be relied on for current inventory purposes.

Table 3. Previous Cultural Resource Projects Intersecting the Project Area

Project No. Project Description Reference
11.136. SHPO/Temp. Tucson Agueduct Phase A Survey Sites Czaplicki 1984
No. 93
1987-222. ASM U.S. Telecom Buried Fiber Cptic Cable O'Brien et al. 1987
1997-209.ASM SFPP Arizana Reconditioning Project Self 1997
1998-443.ASM SR 87 Oracle Maintenance Coolidge Woodall 1999
1699-587.ASM PBNS Level 3 Fiber Optic Line Doak 1999
2000-140.ASM KMEP Arizona Anomaly Repair Project Self 2003
2000-723.ASM ATE&T NexGen/Core Project Link 3 Class 3 Survey Kearns et al. 2001
2001-406.ASM Surveys of Six Proposed Reroutes for a Proposed Fiber Optic Cable Baker and Webhb 2001
ROW
2003-910.ASM Cultural Resources Survey of the 360Networks Fiber Optics Lines Railey and Yost 2001
2004-627.ASM Add. D: El Paso to Los Angeles Fiber Optic Cable Project: GRIC Alt B Newsome and Berg 2001
Reroute
2004-679.ASM AT&T NexGen/Core Project Baker 2004
2007-692.ASM Pinal West to Dinosaur Transmission Line Surveys Henderson et al. 2009
2009-170.ASM Picacho Energy Project Environmental Hedquist 2009
2011-203.ASM Class |ll Cultural Resources Surveys in Pima and Pinal Counties, Rago 2011
Arizona; SCIP 2011 Second Quarter
2012-363.ASM TEP Pinal Central to Tortolita Survey WRI 1610.86 CR 520 White et al. 2012
2019-218.ASM East Line Sclar Hayden 2019
Saint Solar Saint Solar Records Review and Site Inspection Swanson 2019

Note: Shading denotes surveys that SWCA believes cannot be relied on for current inventory purposes.

IDENTIFICATION OF CULTURAL RESOURCES WITHIN THE STUDY AREA

Archaeological Sites

The records review identified five archacological sites within the Study Area (Table 4), none of which
intersect the Project Area. The sites consist of an archaic lithic scatter, a Hohokam artifact scatter,
Hohokam trash mounds and an associated artifact scatter, a historic-era homestead, and a historic-era
water pumping station complex.
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Table 4. Previous Archaeological Sites within the Study Area

Site Number

Cultural/Temporal
Affiliation

Site Type

Eligibility Status

Reference

AZ AA:2:84(ASM)

Hohokam Pre-Classic period
(A.D. 750-1100}

Artifact scatter

Recommended eligible

(D)

Newsome and Berg
2001

AZ AA:2:329(ASM)

Euro-American/ Late Historic-
era ca. 1938

Hess Homestead.

Determined not eligible

Luhnow and Schilz
2010

AZ AA2:339(ASM)

Euro-American/ Late Historic-
era ca. 1954-1982

Field irrigation pumping
system

Recommended not
eligible

Luhnow and Schilz
2010

AZ AA3T17(ASM)

Unknown Indigenous Archaic
(8,000 B.C-A.D. 200}

Lithic scatter

Not evaluated (likely
destroyed)

Van Nimwegen and
Henderson 1991

AZ AA3:316(ASM)

Hohokam Santa Cruz to

Trash mounds and

Deatermined eligible (D)

White et al. 2012

Sacaton phases (A.D. 800-
1150)

artifact scatter

Historic-era In-Use Structures

The records review identified 19 historic-era in-use structures within the Study Area (Table 5).

These structures consist of seven roads/highways, eight canals/ditches, one railroad, two powerlines,

and one farmstead. AZ AA:2:341(ASM) consists of 22 historic-era concrete-lined field ditches adjacent to
agricultural ficlds. Four of the ditches are abandoned; however, the majority are in-use or temporarily
inactive (Luhnow and Schilz 2010). Eight of the overall 19 in-use structures intersect the Project Area.
These are original SR 84 alignment (now SR 87}, SR 87, Selma Highway, the Florence Casa Grande
Canal Extension, the Casa Grande Canal, the SCIDD No. 1 Cross-cut Canal, the Southern Pacific
Railroad: Wellton-Phoenix-Eloy Spur, and a utility line.

Table 5. Previously Recorded Historic-Era In-Use Structures within the Study Area

Site Number

Cultural/ Temporal Affiliation

Site Type

ARHP/NRHP Eligibility
Status

Associated
Reference(s)

AZ AA:2:118(ASM)

Euro-American/ Late histeric-era
(A.D. 1936—present)

SR 84

Segments determined
eligible (Criterion D)

Fenicle et al. 2015

AZ AR2:132(ASM)

Euro-American/ Middle to late
historic-era (A.D. 1800-present}

Maintained gravel road

Determined not eligible

White et al. 2012

AZ AA:2:133(ASM)

Euro-American/ Late historic-era
(A.D. 1928—present)

Florence Casa Grande
Canal Extension

Segments determined
eligible (Criteria A and D)

Young 2015a

AZ AA:2:149(ASM) Euro-American/ Late historic-era SR 287 Segments determined Young 2015b
(ca. A D. 1900-present) eligible (Criterion D)
AZ AA:2:213(ASM) Euro-American/ Late historic-era Steele Road Determined not eligible Young 2015b
(A.D. 1900—present)
AZ AA:2:219(ASMY Euro-American/ Late historic-era Selma Highway/Selma Recommended net eligible  Tactikos et al. 2010;
AZ AA:2:333(ASM) (A.D. 1922—present) School Road Luhnow and Schilz
2010
AZ AA:2:297(ASM) Euro-American/ Middle to late Utility line Determined not eligible Luhnow and Schilz

historic-era (A.D. 1800—present)

2010

AZ AA2:305(ASM)

Euro-American/ Late historic-era
(A.D. 1900—present)

Historic Farmstead

Determined eligible
{Criterion D)

Henderson et al.
2009

AZ AA:2:330(ASM)

Euro-American/ |ate historic-era
(ca. A.D. 1920s—present)

Laughlin Read

Recommended not eligible

Luhnow and Schilz
2010

AZ AA2:338(ASM)

Euro-American/ late historic-era
(ca. A.D. 1940s—present)

Transmission line

Recommended not eligible

Luhnow and Schilz
2010
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Site Number

Cultural/ Temporal Affiliation

Site Type

ARHP/NRHP Eligibility

Status

Associated
Reference(s)

AZ AA2:341(ASM)

Euro-American/ |late historic-era
(ca. A D. 1935-present)

Discontinuous irrigation

lateral canals

Recommended not eligible

Luhnow and Schilz
2010

AZ AA:3:209(ASM)

AZ AAG:63(ASM)

AZ T.10:84(ASM)

Euro-American/ middle to late
historic-era (A.D. 1889—present)

Euro-American/ late historic-era
(ca. A.D. 1920s—present)

Euro-American/ late historic-era
(A.D. 1926—present)

Casa Grande Canal/
SCIP/SCIDD “No. 16
Lake Outlet”

SR 87

Southern Pacific
Railroad: Wellton-
Phoenix-Eloy Spur

Segments determined

eligible (Criteria A, C, D)

Segments determined

eligible (Criteria A and D)

Segments determined
eligible (Criterion A}

Moreno et al. 1996

White et al. 2012;
Prasciunas et al.
2012

White et al. 2012

No. 1 Cross-cut
Canal/ SCIP
Sublateral17-37

Euro-American/ late historic-era
(ca. A.D. 1920s—present)

Lateral water
conveyance structure

Recommended not eligible

Pfaff 1996

SCIP Sublateral 17-22

Euro-American/ late historic-era
(ca. A D. 1920s—present)

Lateral water
conveyance structure

Determined net eligible

Pfaff 1996

SCIP Sublateral {1)
17-37-9

Euro-American/ |ate historic-era
(ca. AD. 1920s—present)

Lateral water
conveyance structure

Determined not eligible

Pfaff 1996

SCIP Sublateral {2)
17-37-11

Euro-American/ |late historic-era
(ca. A.D. 1920s—present)

Lateral water
conveyance structure

Determined not eligible

Pfaff 1996

SCIP Sublateral (3)
17-37-13

Euro-American/ late historic-era
(ca. A.D. 1920s—present)

Lateral water
conveyance structure

Determined not eligible

Pfaff 1996

Note: Shading indicates historic-era in-use structure intersects the Project Area
Historical Map Research

The original GLO survey plat map of Township 6 South, Range 8 East, filed in 1890 depicts the
FLORENCE CANAL (now the Casa Grande Canal) and an OLD ROAD 10O TUCSON intersecting the

proposed CEC Corridor in sections 27 and 34. A well and the Desert Land Claims of William J.
Hunsuker, J.L. Copeland, and Chas. A. Shibell are depicted within the Study Area. An area labelled

O1.1 RUINS is depicted within the Study Area around the approximate location of AZ AA:3:316(ASM).
The dependent resurvey GLO plat map of Township 6 South, Range 8 East, filed in 1930, depicts the
Florence Canal, labelled on the 1890 survey plat as the CASA GRANDE FLORENCE CANAL, along with an
adjacent unimproved road. SR 87 is present within the Project Area in addition to one unimproved road
along the modern alignment of Selma Highway and one other unnamed unimproved road. The SOUTHERN
PACIFIC railroad is depicted within the Project Area and lined with parallel utility lines. There are three
structures depicted within the Project Area. Within the Study Area, the surrounding area of La Palma has
become much more developed, with multiple utility lines and/or fence lines crossing through each
section. There are three unnamed, unimproved roads, 10 structures, McDowell School, and an agricultural
field within the Study Area.

The original GLO survey plat map of Township 7 South, Range 8 East, filed in 1915, depicts a FRAME
HOUSE within the southern portion of the proposed CEC Corridor. Within the Study Area, there are two
north-south trending roads (the westernmost one is within the Project Area) that converge in the southern
portion of Section 3 and continue just south of the Study Area to Roy S. Ward’s house. Additionally, the
plat depicts R. H. Miller’s house in the northwest corner of Section 4 within the Study Area.

The 1922 USGS Signal Peak, Arizona, 1:62,500 and 1922 Red Rock No. 2, Arizona 1:48,000 quadrangle
maps depict the Casa Grande-Florence Canal as well as SR 87, SR 287, an unimproved road along the
modern alignment of Steele Road, an improved/unimproved road along the modern alignment of Selma
Highway, five wells, and three structures within the Project Area. Within the Study Area, the maps depict
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13 structures, the Pinal School (labelled on the GLO plats as McDowell School), 10 wells, five
unimproved roads, and a structure/well in the approximate location of AZ AA:2:305(ASM). Many of the
historic-era features depicted on these maps likely correspond to others on the GLO plat maps.

The 1965 USGS Eloy North, Arizona, the 1965 Coolidge, Arizona, and the 1965 Picacho Reservoir,
Arizona, 1:24,000 quadrangle maps depict the majority of the modern roads and highways as well as the
unimproved agricultural access roads present in modern aerial imagery. There are an increased number of
wells and structures present. Both the Florence-Casa Grande Canal Extension and the Casa Grande

Canal are depicted, with a north-south oriented sublateral canal (No. 1 Crosscut) connecting the two.
SCIP sublateral canals 17-53, 17-37-13, 17-37-11, and 17-37-9 are depicted.

Historic aerial imagery from 1961 depicts the Project Area and surrounding area as primarily agricultural
with residences throughout. AZ AA:2:329(ASM) is visible, however AZ AA:2:305(ASM) is not. There
are at least four sets of structures visible within the Project Area, only one (remnants) of which is visible
on modern aerial imagery (NETROnline 2024).

The National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) database maintained by the National Park Service was
also consulted to ascertain if any cultural resources previously listed in the NRHP are located in the
Project Area or Study Area. No NRIP-listed properties were identified. Additionally, the National Scenic
and National Historic Trail webmap indicates that the Congressionally-designated,

1,200-mile-long Juan Bautista de Anza National Historic Trail (1775—1776) is approximately 2 miles
west of the Project Area (outside of the Study Area) (National Park Service 2024).

SUMMARY AND ASSESSMENT OF EFFECTS

The records review identified that approximately 62 percent of the Project Area has been previously and
adequately surveyed for cultural resources, Five historic properties (all historic-era in-use structures)
intersect the Project Area. These are SR 84, SR 87, the Florence Casa Grande Canal Extension, the Casa
Grande Canal, and the Southern Pacific Railroad: Wellton-Phoenix-Eloy Spur. Four of these properties
also intersect the Interconnection Project route (SR 84, SR 87, the Florence Casa Grande Canal
Extension, and the Casa Grande Canal). The Casa Grande Canal also intersects the proposed
Interconnection Project Subroute Option. These properties are all in-use, and the Interconnection Project
would avoid directly impacting these historic properties through engineering controls.

An additional four historic properties are located within the Study Area and don’t intersect the Project
Area. These are all archaeological sites and historic-era in-use structures recommended or determined
eligible under Criterion D. Construction of overhead elements of the Interconneetion Project would not
introduce visual, atmospheric, or auditory elements to the setting that would diminish the integrity of the
characteristics which make them, or the five historic properties identified in the direct effects section,
eligible for the ARHP/NRHP. The underground portion of the Interconnection Project would not
introduce indirect effects to historic properties.

To ensure that other potential historic properties would not be impacted within the Project Area, the
Applicant will complete a cultural resources inventory of the portions that have not been previously
adequately surveyed. The inventory will identify and evaluate any cultural resources that may be present.
If any historic properties are encountered, the inventory would provide recommendations on how to
mitigate any adverse effects on those historic properties.

The Applicant respectfully requests your review and comments for the Interconnection Project. CEC
hearings before the Siting Committee are anticipated to start on October 21%, 2024, Tf possible, please
provide comments or concurrence by August 8, 2024. Please feel free to contact me (cagner@swea.com),

Exhibit E-1k. SHPO Consultation.
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or our Cultural Resources Director — Andrew Vorsanger { Andrew.Vorsanger(@swca.com), should you
have any further questions.

Sincerely,

Colin Agner
Project Manager

Exhibit E-11. SHPO Consultation.

Selma Energy Center, LLC E-28 September 2024
Interconnection Project
CEC Application — Exhibit E



Request for Consultation — Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project, Application for a Certificate of
Environmental Compatibility

REFERENCES CITED/LITERATURE CITED

Arizona State Museum (ASM)
1995 Revised Site Definition Policy. Arizona State Museum, University of Arizona, Tucson.

Fenicle, Diane L, Scott O'mack, and J Simon Bruder
2015 Cultwral Resource Survey Report for the Thornton Road Reconstruction Project, Between
Gila Bend Highway (SR 84) and Cottonwood Lane (SR 238), Casa Grande, Pinal County,
Arizona. Ecoplan Cultural Resources Survey Report No. 14-510. Ecoplan Associates,
Tucson, Arizona.

Hendersen, Kathleen T., Michacl W. Lindeman, and Tiffany C. Clark.
2009  Cultural Resources Survey for the Pinal Wesi to Dinosaur Extra-High Voltage Transmission
Line, Pinal County, Arizona. Report Number 08-109. Desert Archaeology, Inc., Tucson,
Arizona.

Luhnow, Glennda Gene and Allan J. Schilz (editors).
2010 A Cultural Resource Survey of 379 Acres for the Avizona Natural Gas Project Pipeline
Header and Laterals, near Eloy, Pinal County, Arizona. ACS Project 09-166 Task 8.
Archaeological Consulting Services, Tempe, Arizona.

Moreno, Jerryll L., Ruth Van Dyke, Dawn, S. Snell, Janet Griffitts, Amenia C. Wiggins, and Gary M.
Brown.
1996 An Intensive Cultural Resource Inventory of the Western Area Power Administration
Maricopa-Suguaro 113-kV Transmission Line, Pinal County, Arizona. Report No. 95AZ003.
Western Cultural Resource Management, Boulder, Colorado.

National Park Service (NPS)
2024 National Scenic and Historic Trail Webmap. Available at hitps:/nps.maps.arcgis.com/
apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=d89951079a374f28ab4a3b9fc41025dd.
Accessed June 2024,

NETROnline
2024  Historic Aerials. Available at https://www.historicaerials.com. Accessed May 2024,

Newsome, Daniel K. and Adam M. Berg
2001 Addendum D The GRIC Alternative B Reroute: A Cultural Resources Survey of a
Supplemental Reroute to the Arizona Segment of the El Paso to Los Angeles Fiber Optic
Cable Project. SWCA Environmental Consultants. Cultural Resources Report No. 00-178D.
SWCA Environmental Consultants, Flagstaff, Arizona.

Pfaff, Christine
1996  Historic American Engineering Record, San Carlos Irrigation Project. HAER No. AZ-50.
National Parks Service, San Francisco, California.

Prasciunas, Mary M., William A, White, and Cannon S, Daughtry
2012 A Cwltural Resources Inventory of 48.57 acres of Arizona Siate Trust Land for Geophysical
Testing for the TEP Pinal-Tortolita 500-KV Transmission Line, Pinal County, Arizona.
Report 2 of 2, Volumes T and 1. WestLand Resources, Tucson, Arizona.

State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)

10

Exhibit E-1m. SHPO Consultation.

Selma Energy Center, LLC E-29 September 2024
Interconnection Project
CEC Application — Exhibit E



Request for Consultation — Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project, Application for a Certificate of
Environmental Compatibility

2004 SHPO Position on Relving on Old Archaeological Survey Data. SHPO Guidance Point No.
5. Arizona State Parks, Phoenix.

Tactikos, Joanne C., Emily Higgins, Kristin L. Fangmeier, and Thomas E. Jones
2010 A Culrurdal Resource Survey and Inventory for the Casa Grande to Saguaro Portion of
Western's Test Track (Formerly Maricopa) Saguaro 115-kv Transmission Line, Pinal
County, Arizona. Archaeological Consulting Services, Ltd., Tempe, Arizona.

Van Nimwegen, Lanita and T. Kathleen Henderson
1991 Management Summary: Archacological Assessments of the Central Arizona Irrigation and
Drainage District, Pinal County, Arizona. Northland Research, Tnc., Flagstaff, Arizona.

White TIT., William A., Su Benaron, Mary M. Prasciunas, and Cannon S. Daughtrey
2012 A Cultural Resources Inveniory of Approximately 41 Miles for the TEP Pinal-Tortolita 500-
KV Transmission Line, Pinal County, Arizona. Report 1 of 2, Volumes T and IT. Cultural
Resources Report 2012-55. WestLand Resources, Tucson, Arizona,

Young, Jessica.
2015a  Class I Cultural Resources Surveyvs and Monitoring, Customer Service Projects and
Trouble Reports, Pinal County, Arizona. San Carlos [rrigation Project, Coolidge, Arizona.

2015b  Class {1 Cultural Resources Surveys and Monitoring Customer Service Projects and
Trouble Reports Gila, Pima, and Pinal Counties, Arizona. 2015 First Quarter Report. San
Carlos Irrigation Project, Coolidge, Arizona.

1"

Exhibit E-1n. SHPO Consultation.

Selma Energy Center, LLC E-30 September 2024
Interconnection Project
CEC Application — Exhibit E



Request for Consultation — Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project, Application for a Certificate of
Environmental Compatibility

12

Exhibit E-10. SHPO Consultation.

Selma Energy Center, LLC E-31 September 2024
Interconnection Project
CEC Application — Exhibit E



ATTACHMENT 1

ACC-SHPO Consultation Checklist for Compliance with the State
Historic Preservation Act

Exhibit E-1p. SHPO Consultation.
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ACC-SHPO CONSULTATION CHECKLIST
FOR COMPLIANCE WITH THE STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION ACT
(September 2022)

Projects requiring a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility are subject to the Arizona State
Historic Preservation Act and consultation with the Arizona State Historic Preservation Officer.
All submissions must include a letter on letterhead, addressed to:

Kathryn Leonard, State Historic Preservation Officer
1110 W. Washington St., #100
Phoenix, AZ 85007

The letter should be one or two pages (as needed) and include:

[ Project Name

[ Project location (please include legal description and UTMs)

[ Funding source for the project, and/or the state or federal agency or program, as
applicable

[ Project Area description (project area dimensions, and include all alternatives, access
roads, gen-tie connections, staging areas, etc)

[ Total Acres in Project Area

O Landownership (all involved; provide acres by land jurisdiction)

[ Scope of work (detailed description of the project)

[J Summary of previous archaeological investigations within the Project Area

O Identification of cultural resources within the Project Area (brief description of site and
eligibility status)

[0 Request for SHPO review and comment

Attachments should include:

[ Location map showing where the project area is located and land jurisdiction

[0 Map(s) showing Class | research results for projects and cultural resources

Email to: azshpo@azstateparks.gov (no hard copies accepted)
Additional questions: cklebacha@azstateparks.qov

ATTACHMENT 1 - ACC-SHPO Consultation Checklist for Compliance with the State Historic
Preservation Act

Attachment 1 -1

Exhibit E-1q. SHPO Consultation.
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Attachment 1 -2

Exhibit E-1r. SHPO Consultation.
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ATTACHMENT 2

Location map showing the Interconnection Project

Exhibit E-1s. SHPO Consultation.
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Exhibit E-1t. SHPO Consultation.
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Exhibit E-1v. SHPO Consultation. Class | Previous Research Maps not provided to prevent
disclosure of cultural resources.
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EXHIBIT F. RECREATION

As stated in the Arizona Corporation Commission Rules of Practice and Procedure R14-3-219, Exhibit 1,
the intent of this exhibit is to:

State the extent, if any, the proposed site or route will be available to the public for recreational
purposes, consistent with safety considerations and regulations and attach any plans the applicant
may have concerning the development of the recreational aspects of the proposed site or route.

Recreation information for the Study Area was obtained from Pinal County and the City of Coolidge.
The Pinal County We Create Our Future: Pinal County Comprehensive Plan (Pinal County 2021) does not
identify any recreation/conservation, major open space, or restricted open space land use categories within
the Interconnection Project or Study Area. The Pinal County Open Space and Trail Master Plan (Pinal
County 2007) identifies proposed open space (associated with the Picacho Reservoir), which is 0.28 mile
east of the Study Area. Pinal County identified one proposed land use trail that intersects the Interconnection
Project and one proposed land use trail that intersects the Study Area (Pinal County 2007). The proposed
land use trail that intersects the Interconnection Project follows the Florence Casa Grande Canal, which
crosses the southern portion of the Interconnection Project and connects to the other mentioned proposed
land use trail, outside of the Study Area. The second proposed land use trail intersects the northern portion
of the Study Area and follows Saddleback Road, connecting the Arizona Trail to Interstate 10. Finally,
Pinal County did not identify any parks maintained by Pinal County within the Interconnection Project or
Study Area. The closest park to the Study Area is the Pinal County Fairgrounds and Event Center
(Fairgrounds) located approximately 2 miles to the west of the Study Area.

The City of Coolidge 2025 General Plan: The Future Today (2025 General Plan) (City of Coolidge 2014)
does not identify any recreational land use categories. The Interconnection Project and Study Area do not
contain any parks managed or maintained by the City of Coolidge. The Open Space Chapter in the 2025
General Plan identifies the Fairgrounds as an “Existing Activity Center” recreational element, the Mary C.
O’Brien Elementary School as an “Existing School” recreational element, and the Casa Grande Canal and
Central Arizona Project as canal “trail & open space opportunities” (City of Coolidge 2014). The Casa
Grande Canal intersects the northern portion of the Interconnection Project. The Fairgrounds, as described
above, is not located within the Study Area, and the Mary C. O’Brien Elementary School is approximately
2.2 miles northwest of the Study Area. No other recreational elements, parks/open space, or trails/open
space opportunities were identified by the 2025 General Plan in the Interconnection Project or Study Area.

Of all the recreational facilities identified by Pinal County and the City of Coolidge, the Interconnection
Project only crosses the two planned land use trails and two canals. The Interconnection Project will parallel
the proposed land use trails and canals, and no long-term disturbance features will be placed in the proposed
land use trails or canals.

Other land uses in the Interconnection Project and Study Area, which currently provide limited recreational
opportunities, include agricultural, vacant, commercial, and utility. Recreational users may occasionally
use public roadways for walking, biking, and general transportation, as well as incidental uses. Within the
surrounding region, recreational opportunities, such as off-road vehicle use, hiking, bird watching, and
horseback riding, are available, primarily informally on vacant lands. Generally, all Arizona State Land
Department-administered lands, which provide similar recreation opportunities, can be accessed by the
public with a Special Use Permit.

The Interconnection Project will not be fenced. Implementation of the Interconnection Project will have
minimal impact to existing recreational use in the Interconnection Project because long-term disturbance
features will avoid the proposed land use trails and canals, and the Interconnection Project will not interfere
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with their use. Similarly, the Interconnection Project implementation will have minimal to no impact to
recreation in the Interconnection Project or Study Area because implementation will not block access to
recreation areas.
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EXHIBIT G. CONCEPTUAL DRAWINGS OF TRANSMISSION
FACILITIES

As stated in the Arizona Corporation Commission Rules of Practice and Procedure R14-3-219, Exhibit 1:

Attach any artist’s or architect’s conception of the proposed plan or transmission line structures
and switchyards, which applicant believes may be informative to the committee.

Exhibit G-1 — Typical 230-kV tangent monopole structure
Exhibit G-2 — Typical 230-kV angle monopole structure
Exhibit G-3 — Typical 230-kV underground structures
Exhibit G-4 — Typical 230-kV A-frame dead-end structure

Exhibit G-5 — Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project — Option A from Key Observation Point
(KOP) 1 — aboveground

Exhibit G-6 — Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project — Option B from KOP 1 — aboveground
Exhibit G-7 — Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project from KOP 1 — underground

Exhibit G-8 — Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project — Option A from KOP 2 — aboveground
Exhibit G-9 — Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project — Option B from KOP 2 — aboveground
Exhibit G-10 — Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project from KOP 2 — underground

Exhibit G-11 — Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project from KOP 3

Exhibit G-12 — Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project from KOP 4
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Front Elevation Side Elevation

Exhibit G-1. Typical 230-kV tangent monopole structure.
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Front Elevation Side Elevation

Exhibit G-2. Typical 230-kV angle monopole structure.
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Front Elevation Side Elevation

Exhibit G-3. Typical 230-kV underground structures.
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Front Elevation

|

Side Elevation

Exhibit G-4. Typical 230-kV A-frame dead-end structure.
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Exhibit G-5a. Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project — Option A from KOP 1 — aboveground (page 1).

Selma Energy Center LLC

Interconnection Project

CEC Application — Exhibit G

G-7

September 2024



KOP 1: View from East Steele Roa

Exhibit G-5b. Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project — Option A from KOP 1 — aboveground (page 2).
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Exhibit G-5c. Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project — Option A from KOP 1 — aboveground (page 3).
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Exhibit G-6a. Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project — Option B from KOP 1 — aboveground (page 1).
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Exhibit G-6b. Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project — Option B from KOP 1 — aboveground (page 2).
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Exhibit G-6¢c. Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project — Option B from KOP 1 — aboveground (page 3).
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Exhibit G-7a. Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project from KOP 1 — underground (page 1).
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Exhibit G-7b. Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project from KOP 1 — underground (page 2).
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Exhibit G-7c. Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project from KOP 1 — underground (page 3).
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Exhibit G-8a. Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project — Option A from KOP 2 — aboveground (page 1).
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Exhibit G-8b. Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project — Option A from KOP 2 — aboveground (page 2).
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Exhibit G-8c. Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project — Option A from KOP 2 — aboveground (page 3).
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Exhibit G-9a. Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project — Option B from KOP 2 — aboveground (page 1).
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Exhibit G-9b. Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project — Option B from KOP 2 — aboveground (page 2).
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Exhibit G-9c. Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project — Option B from KOP 2 — aboveground (page 3).
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Exhibit G-10a. Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project from KOP 2 — underground (page 1).
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Exhibit G-10b. Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project from KOP 2 — underground (page 2).
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Exhibit G-10c. Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project from KOP 2 — underground (page 3).
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Exhibit G-11a. Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project from KOP 3 (page 1).
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Exhibit G-11b. Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project from KOP 3 (page 2).
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Exhibit G-12a. Photosimulation of the Interconnection Project from KOP 4 (page 1).
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EXHIBIT H. EXISTING PLANS

As stated in the Arizona Corporation Commission Rules of Practice and Procedure R14-3-219, Exhibit 1:

To the extent applicant is able to determine, state the existing plans of the state, local government,
and private entities for other developments at or in the vicinity of the proposed site or route.

Overview

Existing and future land uses are mapped in Exhibits A-2 and A-3 and discussed in Exhibit B. The Pinal
County Comprehensive Plan, the City of Coolidge 2025 General Plan, and the Pinal County interactive

mapping service were evaluated as part of the land use study.

Outreach Letters

On May 30, 2024, letters were sent to the jurisdictions (listed in Table H-1) to provide Interconnection
Project information and request new or additional information on planned developments within the Study
Area. Exhibits H-1a and H1-b provide a copy of the letter and Exhibit H-2 includes the written response

provided.

Table H-1. Entities that Received Letters with Project Information

Contact Name

Title

Agency/Organization

Rick Miller City Manager City of Coolidge
Gilbert Lopez Development Services Director City of Coolidge
Jon Thompson Mayor City of Coolidge
David Malewitz City Manager City of Eloy
Mackenzie Letcher Assistant City Manager City of Eloy

Jon Vlaming Community Development Director City of Eloy
Brent Billingsley Community Development Director Pinal County
Stephen Miller District 3 Supervisor Pinal County

Roderick Lane

Southcentral District Engineer

Arizona Department of Transportation

Courtney King

ADOT North-South Study Contact

Arizona Department of Transportation

SkyDive Arizona

Alexander Smith

Phoenix Area Office Manager

Bureau of Reclamation, Lower Colorado Basin
Region

Grace Garcia

District General Manager

Hohokam lIrrigation and Drainage District

Ron McEachern

General Manager

Central Arizona Irrigation and Drainage District

Brandi Ogle

General Manager

San Carlos Irrigation and Drainage District

Juan (Johnny) Federico

San Carlos Irrigation Project

Kyle Varvel Branch Manager San Carlos Irrigation Project
Brian Pugh TEP Supervisor of Environmental & Land Use Tucson Electric Power
Planning
David Felix Manager of Regulatory Affairs Salt River Project
Selma Energy Center, LLC H-1 September 2024
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Contact Name

Title

Agency/Organization

Jayson Carpenter

Supervisor, Land

Salt River Project

Jason Spitzkoff

Manager, Transmission Engineering

Arizona Public Service

Eduardo Uribe

Electrical Engineer

Western Area Power Administration, Desert

Southwest Region

Natalie Ortega

Environmental Manager

Western Area Power Administration, Desert

Southwest Region

Ken Robbins

General Manager

Electrical District No. 2

Jose Perez

Electrical District No. 2

Charles Kenney

Electrical District No. 2

Brian Beazer

Manager, Arizona

Union Pacific Railroad

Matt Rencher

Public Works Director/City Engineer

Eloy Public Works

Benjamin Navarro

Public Works Director

Coolidge Public Works

Celeste Garza

Deputy Director

Pinal County Public Works

Ginger Ritter

Project Evaluation Supervisor

Arizona Game and Fish Department

Arizona State Land Department

Selma Energy Center, LLC
Interconnection Project
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«#Record»

SWCA

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS

2136 Sound Science. Creative Solutions.”

May 29, 2024

«Contact»
«Titlen
«Agency»
«Address»
«Address2y
«Cily/State/Zip»

Dear «Contacty,

20 Eost Themas Rood, Suite 1700
Phoenix, Arizona 85012

Tel 602.274.3831 Fax 602.274.3958
WWW.SWCa.com

Re: Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project

Selma Energy Center, LLC, a wholly-owned indirect subsidiary of NextEra Energy Resources, LLC
(NEER), plans to file an application for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility (CEC) for the Selma
Energy Center Interconnection Project (Interconnection Project) with the Arizona Power Plant and
Transmission Line Siting Committee (Line Siting Committee) in September 2024. The Interconnection
Project involves a new, approximately 2.5-mile-long, 230-kilovolt (kV) electrical generation-tie
transmission line that would connect a new project substation at the proposed Selma Energy Center
project Lo the regional electric grid at the existing Vah Ki Substation. Further information about the
project is available at: www.selmasolarproject.com.

the Interconnection Project 1s en
the CEC application at a public |

Selma Energy Center, LLC 1s working with SWCA Environmental Consultants (SWCA) to prepare
environmental studies for the Interconnection Project’s CEC application. A map of the proposed route for

closed on the following page. The Line Siting Committee will evaluate
hearing i late 2024.

Arizona Administrative Code Rule R14-3-219 requires that CEC applications include an exhibit that
identifics “the existing plans of the state, local government, and private entities for other developments at
or in the vicinity of the proposed site or route.”

This letter 1s an opportunity for your organization to provide any inlormation or comments regarding

development plans for inclusion in the CEC application. We respectfully request your response in writing;
spectlically, please advise us of any relevant existing or [uture development plans that you can idently at
this time.

For Selma Energy Center, LLC to include your information in the CEC application, please forward your
written comments to SWCA by July 10, 2024, via email at cagner{@swea.com, or by physical mail: Attn:

Thank you for your cooperation.

Respectiully,

Colin Agner, Project Manager

Colin Agner, SWCA Environmental Consultants, 20 E Thomas Road, Suite 1700, Phoenix, AZ 85012.

Cotin Ogree

SWCA Environmental Consultants

Exhibit H-1a. Example May 2024 Exhibit H letter (1 of 2).
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July 10, 2024

Ms. Ashley Johnson

Lead Project Manager

20 E Thomas Road, Suite 1700
Phoenix, AZ 85012

Electronically submitted to: SelmaSolar.SharedMailbox{@nexteraenergy.com

RE: Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project
Dear Ms. Johnson:

The Arizona Game and Fish Department (Department) appreciates the opportunity to review the
Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project (Project). The Department understands that the
Project would involve the construction of a new 2.5-mile long, 230-kV Gentie line within
1,042-acres of private agricultural land, that will connect to a new project substation and to the
existing Vah Ki Substation. The Project will involve the use of heavy equipment to grade and
level the site, installation of solar panels, construction of above ground power lines. construction
of perimeter fences and large scale soil disturbance.

Under Title 17 of the Arizona Revised Statutes, the Department, by and through the Arizona
Game and Fish Commission, has jurisdictional authority and public trust responsibilities to
conserve and protect the state fish and wildlife resources. In addition, the Department manages
threatened and endangered species through authorities of Section 6 of the Endangered Species
Act and the Department’s Section 10(a)(1)(A) permit. It is the mission of the Department to
conserve and protect Arizona's diverse fish and wildlife resources and manage for safe,
compatible outdoor recreation opportunities for current and future generations. For your
consideration, the Department provides the following comments based on the agency's statutory
authorities, public trust responsibilities, and special expertise related to wildlife resources and
recreation.

Arizona has recently seen an increase in the number of proposed and in-development renewable
energy generation projects and associated infrastructure. A number of solar projects have been
built or proposed within the vicinity of this project. Although each of these projects individually
may have a minimal impact on the broader landscape, these projects cumulatively could result in
loss of habitat, impact wildlife movements, and affect wildlife-related recreation. Additionally,
long-term effects to wildlife can extend several kilometers beyond the footprint of a solar project
area (Sawyer et al. 2022"). It is important to consider all potential cumulative effects and to

azgfd.gov | 480.981.9400
MESA OFFICE: 7200 E. UNIVERSITY DRIVE, MESA AZ 85207

‘GOVERNOR: KATIE HOBBS COMMISSIONERS: CHAIRMAN CLAY HERNANDEZ, TUCSON | MARSHA PETRIE SUE, SCOTTSDALE | JEFF BUCHANAN, PATAGONIA
JAMES E. COUGHNOUR, PAYSON | TODD GC. GEILER, PRESCOTT DIRECTOR: TY E. GRAY DEPUTY DIRECTOR: TOM P. FINLEY

Exhibit H-2a. AGFD response letter (1 of 3).
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AZGFD Comments - Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project
July 10, 2024
Page 2

evaluate this project in association with other projects in the area. Department staff are available
to assist in identifying potential cumulative impacts to wildlife and associated voluntary
conservation measures that can be implemented for the project.

e The canal present along the northern portion of the Project is a proposed multi-use trail
corridor along the Florence-Casa Grande Canal. Department staff remain available to
assist the County and the Developer in identifying wildlife needs in these areas such as
vegetative cover and appropriate setbacks for wildlife movement across the project area.
Once implementation is complete, the associated open space surrounding the canal
systems will provide for wildlife connectivity through the project site to associated
riparian habitats and to Picacho Reservoir. Additionally, the Department recommends
incorporating unfenced areas along the canal entrances and exits to the project area to
allow for wildlife movement through the project area.

The Department recognizes the importance of planning efforts to develop energy storage
facilities that contribute to regional and state economic growth needs for renewable energy. The
Department recognizes that appropriate coordination, proper planning, and voluntary
implementation of best management practices allow projects to be developed that avoid,
minimize, or offset potential impacts to wildlife and recreational access during development,
maintenance, and operation of the facilities. For your consideration, the Department provides the
following general and preliminary comments based on the agency's statutory authorities, public
trust responsibilities, and special expertise related to wildlife resources and recreation.
Additionally, please refer to the attached Online Environmental Review Tool report
(HGIS-22251) created by SWCA Consultants for recommendations on artificial lighting and
actions that could be taken to reduce the spread of invasive species.

e The western burrowing owl, a special status species that is regulated under the Migratory
Bird Treaty Act (MBTA), has been documented within the project area. The Department
recommends conducting occupancy surveys for this species following guidelines found in
Burrowing Owl Project Clearance Guidance for Landowners®. Please note that the survey
should be conducted by a surveyor who is certified by the Department or has similar
training and qualifications. If an active burrowing owl burrow is detected, please contact
the Department and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service® (USFWS) for direction, in
accordance with the guidelines.

e Burrowing mammal species could occur within the project area and could be influenced
by construction activities and by loss of habitat. Surveys for these species are
recommended to determine their presence and to inform pre-construction activities.
Department staff are available to assist in identifying suitable conservation measures,
such as one-way exclosures on burrows that allow wildlife to exit the burrows and
disperse to adjacent lands in advance of construction.

® Large-scale solar PV facilities can result in bird mortality due to habitat loss, collision
with panels, attraction due to an optical illusion of water, and unknown causes (Kosciuch
et al. 2020%). The Department recommends conducting avian surveys during the planning

[l

2 https://s3 amazonaws com/azpfd-portal-wordpress/Portallmages/files/wildlife/nongame/eagles/BurrowingOwlClearanceProtocol

2009 D¢ [

Exhibit H-2b. AGFD response letter (2 of 3).
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AZGFD Comments - Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project
July 10, 2024
Page 3

stage in order to better understand species presence and to inform potential conservation
measures. Point counts are the preferred method for breeding bird surveys. These surveys
are conducted twice a year during the peak breeding season, which is mid-January
through late June in this area; McLaren et al. (2019)° outline protocols. Department staff
are available to assist in developing survey protocols for these species.

e The Department recommends following standards established by the Avian Power Line
Interaction Committee (APLIC) for the gen-tie line and any other new powerlines, which
can be found in Suggested Practices for Avian Protection on Power Lines: The State of
the Art in 2006° and Reduced Avian Collisions with Power Lines: The State of the Art in
20127, Birds of prey, such as raptors, owls, vultures, and cagles, are vulnerable to
powerline strikes and electrocution during construction and operation of transmission
lines; power poles can also serve as perches for birds of prey. The Department also
encourages burying all connecting power lines associated with the solar development,
and utilizing previously disturbed areas as feasible. Tuk Jacobson, the Department’s
Raptor Coordinator, can provide further information on specific design features and best
management practices; he can be contacted at raptors@azgfd.gov or 623-236-7575.

e In addition, a variety of other Arizona Species of Greatest Conservation Need (SGCN)
have the potential to occur within the project area. If wildlife are encountered during
project activities, the Department recommends moving them out of harm’s way, no more
than 0.25 mile outside the project boundary within similar habitat. Please note that the
Arizona State Wildlife Action Plan was recently updated, and the Department has an
interactive website, Arizona Wildlife Conservation Strategv®, that includes the most
recent list of SGCN to help navigate and identify conservation opportunities.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input on the Selma Energy Center Interconnection
Project. For further coordination, please contact Bobby Lamoureux at rlamoureux(@azgfd.gov or
480-262-9427

Sincerely,

]as‘ﬁma. w. Ha ret

Joshua Hurst
Regional Supervisor, Mesa

cc: Ginger Ritter - Project Evaluation Program Supervisor
Kelly Wolff - Habitat, Evaluation, and Lands Program Manager, Region 6
Jessica Potter - Project Evaluation Renewable Energy Specialist

Attachment: ERT Species Report HGIS 22251
AZGFD #M24-06123328

% https://www. birdconservancy. org/wp-content/uploads/2021/03/2020-Field-Protocol-for-Spatiallv-Balanced-Sampling pdf

o/ s/files/2643 opeste 22006 )

7 hitps://www.aplic org/uploads/files/]15518/Reducing_Avian_Collisions_2012watermarkl.R pdf
. .

hs//awes.azg 5

Exhibit H-2c. AGFD response letter (3 of 3).
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EXHIBIT I. NOISE

As stated in the Arizona Corporation Commission Rules of Practice and Procedure R14-3-219:

Describe the anticipated noise emission levels and any interference with communication signals
which will emanate from the proposed facilities.

Exhibit I outlines common electrical and noise emissions associated with high-voltage transmission lines,
encompassing phenomena such as corona discharges, audible sounds, and electromagnetic fields (EMFs).
Additionally, this exhibit describes the permissible noise emission levels and outlines the anticipated
impacts arising from the Interconnection Project.

Corona

Corona discharge is an electrical phenomenon resulting from the ionization of nearby fluids, often air,
around conductors carrying high voltage, such as those in a 230-kV transmission line. Notably, traces of
corona discharge can be found in all active high-voltage transmission lines.

When corona discharge forms around an electrified conductor, it can become concentrated enough to cause
small electrical discharges. These discharges can have various effects, including producing audible noise,
such as faint humming or crackling sounds, causing interference in radio transmissions, generating heat, or
even triggering chemical changes in the air's components.

Several factors influence the occurrence and intensity of corona discharge:
e Voltage Magnitude: The overall voltage carried by the conductor is a central factor.

e Physical Attributes of the Conductor: The shape, diameter, and small surface imperfections, such
as dust accumulation, scratches, or nicks, can affect the electrical gradient on the surface and,
consequently, the corona activity.

o Environmental Context: Wet conditions or foul weather can amplify corona discharges.
Additionally, site elevation and air pressure can significantly impact corona discharge.

Given the localized nature of corona discharge and its typically minor effects, it is expected that its impacts
will be negligible beyond the Interconnection Project's right-of-way.

Audible Noise

Sound is a type of energy transmitted through pressure changes, detectable by the ears of animals and
humans. In contrast, noise is any unwanted or intrusive sound that disrupts a preferred auditory
environment. For humans, noise can cause communication disruptions, hinder learning, disturb rest or
sleep, and even lead to physiological health issues.

Sound is characterized by two primary attributes: amplitude and frequency. Amplitude refers to the energy
level reaching the ear, determining how loud a sound is perceived. Frequency describes the rate at which
the sound source oscillates or cycles within a specific time frame, typically measured in hertz (Hz).

Other important concepts include sound power and sound pressure. Sound power refers to the total energy
emitted by a sound source over a given period. It represents the inherent "strength" or "loudness potential”
of any sound source and remains constant regardless of the surrounding environment or distance from the
source.

Selma Energy Center, LLC I-1 September 2024
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Conversely, sound pressure is associated with the variations in air pressure caused by a propagating sound
wave. As this wave travels through a medium, often air, it creates local disturbances. Unlike sound power,
sound pressure changes based on the distance from the sound source and environmental factors such as
reflections, absorptions, and obstructions.

Humans typically perceive sounds within a range of 0 A-weighted decibels (dBA) to 120 dBA. A-weighted
decibels adjust for the human ear's sensitivity to different frequencies, ensuring that sound measurements
reflect what people hear. Sounds exceeding 120 dBA can be extremely loud and harmful, posing potential
risks to the human eardrum.

Understanding how sound levels combine is crucial for assessing the cumulative impact of different noise
sources. Decibels are logarithmic units, meaning they don't add up arithmetically. For example, two sources
each producing a sound level of 30 dBA would combine to create a sound level of 33 dBA, not 60 dBA,
due to the logarithmic nature of decibels.

For practical reference, Table I-1 presents various familiar noise sources and their corresponding sound
levels in dBA. Table I-1 can be used to gauge and compare the relative loudness of everyday sounds.

Table I-1. Sound Levels of Representative Sounds and Noises

Common Outdoor Activities Sound Level (dBA) Common Indoor Activities

110 Rock band

Jet fly-over at 1,000 feet

100
Gas lawn mower at 3 feet

90
Diesel truck at 50 feet at 50 miles per hour Food blender at 3 feet

80 Garbage disposal at 3 feet
Noisy urban area, daytime
Gas lawn mower, 100 feet 70 Vacuum cleaner at 10 feet
Commercial area Normal speech at 3 feet
Heavy traffic at 300 feet 60

Large business office

Quiet urban daytime 50 Dishwasher next room
Quiet urban nighttime 40 Theater, large conference room (background)
Quiet suburban nighttime

30 Library
Quiet rural nighttime Bedroom at night, concert hall (background)

20

Broadcast/recording studio
—10 —
Lowest threshold of human hearing —0— Lowest threshold of human hearing
Source: California Department of Transportation (2020).
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Existing Sound Levels

The Interconnection Project is a proposed 230-kV alternating current gen-tie line that will be located above-
and underground in the city of Coolidge and unincorporated Pinal County, Arizona. The Interconnection
Project aims to deliver up to 150 MW of solar power from the Energy Facility, situated west of SR 87 and
south of East Selma Highway, to the existing Vah Ki Substation. The gen-tie line will be located
aboveground, with an undetermined portion of the line located underground. The intended route for the
Interconnection Project is detailed as follows:

o The gen-tie line will commence at the Project Substation, south of East Selma Highway.

e From the Project Substation, the gen-tie will extend 0.6 mile east along East Selma Highway until
it reaches the southeast corner of the intersection of East Selma Highway and SR 87.

e At this point, the gen-tie will turn north, proceeding for approximately 1 mile along the east side of
SR 87.

e From here, the Interconnection Project has a route preferred by the Applicant (Interconnection
Project — Preferred Route) and a proposed option (Interconnection Project — Subroute Option). Only
one of these routes will be constructed.

e The Interconnection Project — Preferred Route continues to proceed north along the east side of SR
87 for an additional 0.5 mile.

e The Interconnection Project — Subroute Option turns east at the intersection of SR 87 and East
Earley Road, continuing for approximately 0.25 mile.

e The line will then turn north, proceeding for approximately 0.1 mile.
e Next, it will take a northwestern turn, continuing for approximately 0.25 mile until reaching SR 87.

e From either the Interconnection Project — Preferred Route or Interconnection Project — Subroute
Option, the gen-tie line will proceed north along SR 87 for approximately 0.2 mile. From this point,
two possible route options exist, Option A and Option B, both terminating at the same location at
the Vah Ki Substation.

Route Option A
e Option A continues north along SR 87 for an additional 0.5 miles.
e Next, it turns, heading east along a service road for approximately 0.25 mile.

e Completing the line, Option A then turns south, proceeding for approximately 0.1 mile before
turning west to enter the Vah Ki Substation from the eastern side.

Route Option B

e From the same initial position as Option A, Option B instead makes a slight north-northeast
deviation along a service road for about 0.1 mile.

e Route option B then turns east, proceeding for approximately 0.1 miles.

e Finally, route option B turns north, extending for approximately 0.1 miles before turning east to
enter the Vah Ki Substation from the western side.

Only one of the two routes mentioned above will be chosen to complete the gen-tie.

The Interconnection Project is located in unincorporated Pinal County, Arizona, known for its mix of urban
and rural areas, rapid growth, and suitability for solar energy projects. The area surrounding the
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Interconnection Project features vast farmlands, open desert landscapes, and renewable energy
infrastructure.

The American National Standards Institute (ANSI) has published a standard that approximated typical
background noise levels for a variety of land uses (ANSI 2013). For locations that can be classified as "very
quiet suburban and rural residential", ANSI's estimations for daytime and nighttime background noise levels
are 40 dBA and 34 dBA, respectively. Considering the land uses near the Interconnection Project, these
estimations serve as an apt representation of the prevailing conditions.

Noise-Sensitive Receptors

Assessing the potential noise impact is crucial, especially in areas containing noise-sensitive receptors.
Such receptors are locations inhabited by individuals or sites where intrusive sounds might disrupt the
typical land use, deteriorating its quality or value. Examples of noise-sensitive receptors include residences,
educational institutions (e.g., schools), informational hubs (e.g., libraries), religious institutions
(e.g., churches), healthcare centers (e.g., hospitals and nursing homes), cultural venues (e.g., auditoriums),
and leisure spaces (e.g., parks and outdoor recreational zones).

In the context of the Interconnection Project for the 230-kV line, it is noteworthy that the line will be
contained within a 150-foot ROW. The closest noise-sensitive receptor to the Interconnection Project is a
residence. This residence is situated approximately 210 feet north of the Interconnection Project.

Anticipated Noise During Project Construction

Constructing a transmission line involves the use of various ground-based equipment, including heavy-duty
earth-moving machinery, cranes, air compressors, generators, and numerous transport trucks. These
machines inherently generate considerable noise, with typical construction equipment producing noise
levels in the range of approximately 70 to 90 dBA at 50 feet (FHWA 2011).

It is imperative to note that all construction-related noise will rigorously conform to the local regulations
and guidelines set forth by Pinal County, Arizona. Furthermore, to mitigate potential disturbances to
residents and adhere to best practices, most construction activities are scheduled to take place during
daylight hours.

A significant aspect of construction noise is its rapid reduction in intensity with increased distance from the
source. As the distance from the noise source increases, the sound level decreases significantly.
Additionally, the noise generated during construction is transient and temporary in nature.

Anticipated Noise During Project Operation

The Interconnection Project will involve a 230-kV transmission line established within a 150-foot ROW.
Using the corona noise modeling results from the Burlington-Wray 230-kV Generation Intertie Project
(USDA 2013), conducted using the EMF Workstation: ENVIRO (Version 3.52), as a proxy for the audible
noise from the Interconnection Project, we can conclude that the noise levels from the operation of the
transmission line will be lower than the assumed daytime background noise levels (40 dBA) for the
Interconnection Project site.

The primary consideration in utilizing modeling results from the Burlington-Wray 230-kV Generation
Intertie Project as a representative dataset for the Selma Energy 230-kV Interconnection Project hinges on
similarities in infrastructure. Both projects involve 230-kV transmission lines, suggesting comparable
technical designs and functional parameters.

Another significant factor supporting this justification is the elevation of the two projects. The Burlington-
Wray transmission line was modeled at an elevation of 4,000 feet, significantly higher than the 1,483-foot
average elevation of the Interconnection Project. Elevation plays a crucial role in corona noise generation,
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with higher elevations typically experiencing increased corona effects due to the reduced density of the
atmosphere compared to sea level. Using the relationship A/300, where A represents the elevation in meters
above sea level, we can deduce that corona noise at 600 meters elevation would be double that at 300 meters
(EPRI 2005). Therefore, the corona noise produced from the Burlington-Wray's transmission line will be
higher than that of the Interconnection Project due to the difference in elevation.

The results from the Burlington-Wray 230-kV Generation Intertie Project showed various noise levels
under different weather conditions, as illustrated in Exhibit I-1. Under fair weather conditions, the noise at
the ROW edges was approximately 17 dBA, while in wet conditions, it increased to 42 dBA. The maximum
noise observed within the ROW was 22 dBA in fair weather and surged to 47 dBA during wet conditions.

For the closest residential receptor, located 210 feet north of the Interconnection Project, and without
accounting for the differences in elevation, the noise levels were estimated at 13 dBA in fair weather and
38 dBA in foul conditions.
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Exhibit I-1. Corona Audible noise for 230-kV transmission line.

Communication Signal Interference

Overhead transmission lines have been extensively studied for their potential impact on communication
signal quality, particularly concerning radio and television reception. Generally, these lines do not interfere
with standard communication signals. However, when interference does occur, it can usually be attributed
to two primary sources: corona discharges and gap discharges.

Corona discharges from transmission lines can sometimes produce unintended electrical noise.
The intensity of this noise diminishes with increased distance from the transmission line. For the AM radio
spectrum, which operates at lower frequencies, corona discharges might cause disruptions. For instance, a
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humming sound, which fades as the distance from the line increases, may be heard on an AM radio near a
power line.

Conversely, FM radio receptions, with their higher frequencies (88 to 108 megahertz), are rarely affected.
The inherent interference rejection capabilities of FM systems also render them resistant to such
disturbances. Additionally, since the Interconnection Project's voltage does not exceed 230 kV, TV
receptions are generally not subject to corona-induced disruptions.

Unlike corona discharges, gap discharges can occur at any voltage level on power lines. Gap discharges
arise from small electrical separations or gaps that might form between mechanically connected metal parts.
When these gaps are bridged by small electric sparks, unwanted electrical noise can be produced.
The impact of this noise depends on various factors, including the quality of the received radio or TV signal
and the proximity of the receiver to the power line. However, many interference complaints are often traced
back to non-power line sources, such as household appliances or poor-quality antennas.

High-voltage transmission lines usually experience fewer gap discharge problems due to their structural
features and maintenance standards. The design and construction of these lines play a pivotal role in
minimizing such disturbances. Properly designed hardware, electrical bonding where necessary, and
diligent tightening of connections during construction can help avoid most interference issues. For those
rare instances of interference, they can typically be traced to specific sources, such as corroded or damaged
hardware, and rectified.

Additionally, transmission lines generally do not interfere with other critical communication
infrastructures. Specifically, they do not disrupt the functions of cellular phone towers or the
communication pathways of microwaves. This non-interference is evident from the widespread practice of
mounting cellular antennas and microwave receivers directly onto transmission structures. The height of
these structures, which often enhances signal range and quality, encourages such co-use without any
reported complications.

Given the proximity of a residential receptor to the Interconnection Project and other existing power lines,
no additional radio interference is anticipated. The inherent design specifications, combined with the
project's adherence to construction best practices, will ensure minimal disruptions to nearby communication
systems.

Electric and Magnetic Fields

Electric fields occur naturally in the world and typically range from 12 to 150 kilovolt/meter (kV/m).
For example, electric fields created by televisions and other video display units typically occur in the range
of 20 kV/m. Exhibit -2 shows typical EMF levels and dissipation of this energy the further removed from
a transmission facility. For a standard 230-kV transmission line, the electric field directly beneath it is
around 2.0 kV/meter. Magnetic fields naturally occur and are typically in the range of 0.01 nanotesla (nT).
Magnetic fields that occur under a transmission line typically occur in the range of 3 to 9 microtesla (uT),
or 30 to 90 milligauss (mG). These EMFs reduce quickly the further removed from the source.
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Typical EMF Levels for Power Transmission Lines*

115 kV Approx. Edge
of Right-of-Way
15m 30 m 61 m 91m
(50 ft) (100 ft) (200 ft) (300 ft)
L 1 1 1 i
Electric Field (k\/m) 1.0 0.5 0.07 0.01 0.003
Mean Magnetic Field (mG) 29.7 6.5 1.7 0.4 0.2
230 kv Approx. Edge
of Right-of-Way
15 m 30m 61 m 91 m
(50 ft) (100 ft) (200 ft) (300 ft)
1 1 1 i
Electric Field (kV/m) 2.0 1.5 0.3 0.05 0.01
Mean Magnetic Field (mG) 57.5 19.5 7.1 1.8 0.8
500 kV
Approx. Edge
of Right-of-Way
20 m 30 m 61 m 91 m
(65 ft) (100 ft) (200 ft) (300 ft)
L1 I I I
Electric Field (kV/m) 7.0 3.0 1.0 0.3 0.1
Mean Magnetic Field (mG) 86.7 29.4 12.6 3.2 1.4

Magnetic Field from a 500-kV Transmission
Line Measured on the Right-of-Way Electric fields from power lines are relatively

Every 5 Minutes for 1 Week stable because line voltage doesn’t change
very much. Magnetic fields on most lines

60 fluctuate greatly as current changes in
n response to changing loads. Magnetic fields

50 \ must be described statistically in terms of
40 /\ \ A A A MA ’ n averages, maximums, etc. The magnetic fields
Y \J Vv above are means calculated for 321 power

30 lines for 1990 annual mean loads. During peak
loads (about 1% of the time), magnetic fields
are about twice as strong as the mean levels

70

Milligauss

20 — For This 1-Week Period:
Mean field = 38.6 mG

10 |— Minimum field = 224 mG above. The graph on the left is an example of
M e A how the magnetic field varied during one week
0 T T T T I I 1 for one 500-kV transmission line.

Thurs  Fri Sat sun  Mon Tue Wed Thur

*These are typical EMFs at 1 m (3.3 ft) above ground for various distances from power lines in the Pacific
Northwest. They are for general information. For information about a specific line, contact the utility that
operates the line.

Source: Bonneville Power Administration, 1994.

Exhibit I-2. Typical EMF levels for power transmission lines.
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EXHIBIT J. SPECIAL FACTORS

As stated in the Arizona Corporation Commission Rules of Practice and Procedure R14-3-219, Exhibit 1:

Describe any special factors not previously covered herein, which applicant believes to be relevant
to an informed decision on its application.

Public Involvement

Informational Letters

The Applicant sent public notification letters to approximately 128 landowners, residents, and stakeholders
within 1 mile of the Interconnection Project as part of the CEC public involvement process. The first
notification letter was mailed on May 30, 2024 (Exhibits J-1a and J1b). This letter introduced the
Interconnection Project and announced opportunities for comment, including a virtual open house that was
launched June 19, 2024, and an in-person open house at the Pinal County Fairgrounds on June 19, 2024.
A second letter will announce the filing of the CEC application as well as the dates of the Interconnection
Project’s Arizona Power Plant and Transmission Line Siting Committee public hearings.

Website and Social Media

A Project website hosted at www.SelmaSolarProject.com served as a central location to provide
stakeholders and interested parties with Interconnection Project information and opportunities for public
comment. The website included general information regarding the Energy Facility and the Interconnection
Project in its entirety. The website was advertised through informational letters, newspaper advertisements,
the telephone information line, the virtual open house, and the public in-person open house. Screenshots of
the Interconnection Project website are in Exhibits J-2a through J-2d.

A Facebook page was created to provide additional information to the public, available at
www.facebook.com/SelmaEnergyCenter. A screenshot of the Facebook page is included in Exhibit J-3.
As part of the Facebook page, the Applicant announced the in-person open house and included
opportunities for comment. To enhance the visibility of the Facebook page to the local communities, the
Applicant “boosted” the Facebook page from June 3, 2024, to June 19, 2024, in the three zip code areas
that intersect the Study Area (including 85131 [Eloy], 85128 [Coolidge], and 85194 [Casa Grande]). During
this boosted period, there were 77,131 accounts reached, 247,847 impressions, and zero likes, comments,
or shares on the Facebook page open house announcement.

Virtual Open House

An online virtual open house was hosted at http://SelmaEnergyOpenHouse.com to provide general
information on the Interconnection Project. The virtual open house was announced in the informational
letter and paid newspaper advertisements, the Interconnection Project website, and through the telephone
information line.

The virtual open-house format included an interactive website with Interconnection Project information
provided in clickable modules, which allowed interested parties to visit and review the materials at their
convenience, ask questions, request information, or provide comment through embedded comment forms.
The clickable modules included large maps and text displays with highlighted details of the Interconnection
Project and images simulating the appearance of the facilities after construction. Following the online
publishing of the virtual open house, the Applicant initiated a 1-month comment period, requesting that
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stakeholder comments or questions be provided by July 17, 2024. During this period, 36 viewers attended
the virtual open-house meeting. No comments were submitted through the website during the formal
comment period, but comments will continue to be accepted throughout the duration of the Interconnection
Project. Screenshots of the virtual open house website and informational display boards are included in
Exhibit J-4a through J-4d.

In-Person Open House Meeting

An in-person public open-house meeting was held for the Interconnection Project on Wednesday, June 19,
2024, from 6:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. at the Pinal County Fairgrounds (512 S. Eleven Mile Corner Road, Casa
Grande, AZ 85194). The format of the meeting was an informal open house, allowing community members
to attend at their convenience, review informational displays, and communicate with members of the
Interconnection Project team. Exhibit J-5a shows the meeting sign-in sheet. At the open house, one person
attended but did not sign in. The attendee spent time with the Applicant and discussed surrounding property
use and ownership, a general support of solar and willingness for their property to be utilized for solar use
(see Table J-1 for detailed comment and response). The comment form provided during the in-person public
open-house is provided in Exhibit J-5b. The attendee did not provide a formal comment. Information
relayed at the meeting can be found in Exhibits J-6a through J-6m.

Based on the discussions during and comments received from the in-person open house meeting, no
concerns, issues or problems were identified that required additional mitigation. If any concerns, issues, or
problems arise during the permitting process that require additional mitigation, the Applicant will address
those to the extent feasible.

Newspaper Advertisements

The Applicant placed advertisements in the 7ri Valley Dispatch on June 6 and 13, 2024, and the Casa
Grande Dispatch on June 4 and 11, 2024 (Exhibits J-7a through J-f). These advertisements provided
information regarding the Interconnection Project and announced the in-person open house and additional
opportunities for comment through the telephone information line, postal mail, and the Interconnection
Project website.

Email and Telephone Line

The Applicant created a telephone information line and email address to provide additional opportunities
for members of the public to learn about the Interconnection Project and express questions or comments.

The telephone number and email address were provided in informational letters, the Facebook page, and
newspaper advertisements as well as at the virtual and in-person open house meetings. Initially, the
telephone line gave a summary of the Interconnection Project and announced the Interconnection Project
in-person open house and the associated 30-day comment period. Following the completion of the comment
period, the telephone line was updated to inform callers to leave a message with their name and number
and the Applicant would return their call. The telephone line also invited the caller to visit the
Interconnection Project website for additional information. The telephone line will continue to provide
callers with the opportunity to comment or request information throughout the entirety of the CEC
permitting process. Five comments were provided through the Interconnection Project email (Table J-1).

Public Comment

To date, six comments have been received about the Interconnection Project. All comments and responses
are provided in Table J-1. One comment received was in general support of the Interconnection Project.
The second comment was from the Arizona Game and Fish Department, whose letter is included in Exhibit
H. The third comment was related to the Energy Facility detailed design, which the Applicant could not
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provide at this time given that the Energy Facility is in a conceptual design phase. The fourth comment was
a potential unsolicited contractor asking to bid on the Project, which the Applicant did not respond to this
request. The fifth comment was a request on how to stay updated on the Project, which the Applicant
directed the commenter to the Facebook page and Project website. The final comment was a request to
consider additional property for the Project, which the Applicant did not respond to this comment.
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Table J-1. Comments Received

Comment Method of Comment Comment Response
number
1 Verbal Comment at In-  General support of the project as a current landowner in the area. Listened, answered questions and thanked them for their
Person Open House Asked general questions regarding property use, interest of other support.
locals, and the project details. Expressed a general support of solar.
2 Project Email Good afternoon, Applicant thanked the Arizona Game and Fish Department for
Attached you will find our Departments comments for the Selma their response and provided their letter in Exhibit H.
Energy Center Interconnection Project, along with the referenced
ERT species report. Please let me know if you have any questions
and thank you for the opportunity to review.
-Bobby
3 Project Email Ashley, Applicant let the commenter know that the project is still in
We are the property owners to the South of your proposed project. conceptual phase of planning the physical layout, however, they
) . . directed the commenter to visit the project website for the
Could not make it to the meeting last night available project information.
Can you send me the high level plans of what your team is
proposing? Need to make sure there is adequate buffers
Thanks
Tanner Petersen
4 Project email Howdy, Applicant did not respond.
Do you have a contractor that takes cares of the weeds growing in
your solar fields? Would you entertain another bid?
Thanks,
Hunter
5 Project email Hello, Applicant directed the commenter to visit the project website and

| recently received a letter inviting me to attend the project open
house meeting that was held on June 19th. Unfortunately, | was not
able to attend it, so is there a community forum | could sign up for to
receive any updates on it.

Thank you,

Meena

Facebook page for updates. Applicant also provided the project
virtual open house link to view the project information.
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Comment

Method of Comment
number

Comment

Response

6 Project email

Good afternoon Ashley,

My name is Buck REDACTED and | am part of the disposition team
for the 160 Acre site immediately due south of the Selma Energy
Center in Coolidge. | am writing to let you know our site is currently
being marketed and should NextEra Energy have an interest in all
or part of the site, our client would be interested in a discussion.
We've been approached by data centers, traditional industrial
distribution centers, and other contemplated development uses, so
having your project sharing our immediate northern most boundary
is something we’d be interested in learning more about so that we
can actively seek potential complimentary development uses for the
site.

My client received your letter (attached) and asked me to connect
with you to find out how we might be able to potentially work
together on this.

Give me a call when you have some time to discuss. I'd love to
learn more about how our listing might be able to help support your
project. | have included our most recent marketing collateral for your
review. Looking forward to speaking with you.

Applicant did not respond.
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Selma Energy Center, LLC

May 29, 2024
Invitation to learn about the proposed Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project
Dear Interested Party,

This letter provides notice of the Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project public open house
meeting Wednesday, June 19, 2024, from 6:00-7:00 p.m. at the Pinal County Fairgrounds, 512 S. Eleven
Mile Cormner Road, Casa Grande, AZ 85194,

Selma Energy Center, LLC, a wholly-owned indirect subsidiary of NextEra Energy Resources, LLC,
plans to construct a new transmission line, referred to as the Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project
(Interconnection Project). The Interconnection Project involves a new, approximately 2.5-mile-long, 230-
kilovolt (kV) electrical generation-tie transmission line that would connect a new project substation at the
proposed Selma Energy Center project to the regional electric grid at the existing Vah Ki Substation. The
northern end of the proposed Interconnection Project would be located approximately three (3) miles
south of the community of Randolph, Arizona. The Interconnection Project would originate at the Selma
Encrgy Center project substation and parallel East Selma Highway to State Route (SR) 87 for
approximately 0.5 miles, then traverse north along SR 87 for approximate one (1) mile, before heading
cast, north, and then northwest for another one-mile across lands north of East Earley Road and adjacent
to and across the property of the Saint Solar project, connecting into the Vah Ki Substation.

The Interconnection Project will be reviewed by the Arizona Corporation Commission and Arizona
Power Plant and Transmission Line Siting Committee (Siting Committee). Selma Energy Center, LLC
plans to apply for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility (CEC) in the coming months.

Selna Energy Center, LLC, welcomes feedback from the community and is soliciting public and
stakeholder input on the Interconnection Project. If you would like to learn more, have questions or
comments, you may talk with a project member at the in-person open house meeting or submit a comment
via writing, email or voicemail through the forums listed below:

Mail: Ashley Johnson
Lead Project Manager, Selma Energy Center, LLC
c/o SWCA Environmental Consultants
20 E Thomas Road, Suite 1700, Phoenix, AZ 85012
Email: SelmaSolar. SharedMailbox(@nexterasnergy.com
Voicemail: 1(520) 201-6289
Project Website: www.sclmasolarproject.com

In addition to an in-person open house, we are hosting an online virtual open house, linked below. The
virtual open house will be live on June 19, 2024.

Project Virtual Open House: hitp://SelmaEnergvOpentHouse.com

Comments received before July 17, 2024, will be included in the CEC application. We look forward to
receiving your input.

Sincerely,

Ashley Johnson, Lead Project Manager
NextEra Energy, Inc.

700 Universe Boulevard, Juno Beach, FL 33408

Exhibit J-1a. Project information letter (1 of 2).
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Selma Energy Center, LLC
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Exhibit J-1b. Project information letter (2 of 2).
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Exhibit J-2a. Project website (1 of 4).
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SELMA ENERGY CENTER

OVERVIEW  GETINFORMED  GETIN

About the Project

The Selma Energy Center project is an innovative solar and storage project proposed for Pinal County and the city of Coolidge, Arizona that
will have a capacity of up to 150 megawatts of clean, renewable, American-made solar energy. The Selma Energy Center project is more than
solar panels - it represents a significant capital investment in Arizona. Once operational, it will create good-paying jobs and additional
revenue for the local community.

Itis a subsidiary of NextEra Energy Resources, LLC, the world's largest generator of renewable energy from the wind and the sun.

)
( LEARN MORE )
\ J

Upcoming Open House
The Selma Energy Center Interconnection project is hosting an open house.

June 19 between 6-7 p.m.
Pinal County Fairgrounds
512 S. Eleven Mile Corner Road
Casa Grande, AZ 85194

Questions and comments can be submitted at

(520) 201-6289 or 20 E Thomas Road, Suite 1700, Phoenix, AZ 85012 before July 17, 2024.

Exhibit J-2b. Project website (2 of 4).
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NEXTEra
ENER ROECTOVERVIEW  GETINFORMED  GETINVOLVED  FAQ  CONTACTUS

Contact Us

Address Project Inquiries
700 Universe Blvd SelmaSolar@nexteraenergy.com
Juno Beach, FL 33408 Media Inguiries

Media.Relations@nexteraenergy.com

Get To Know Your Developer

Ashley Johnson is a lead project manager for NextEra Energy
Resources overseeing multiple projects across Arizona. She has
been in the renewable energy industry for four years. In her free
time, Ashley loves to go on hikes with her dog. She is excited to
‘work with local officials, landowners, and community members to
Telp bring homegrown energy, jobs, and additional revenue to the
community.

it J-2c. Project website (3 of 4).

Exhi

NEXTEera

ENERGY 2 PROJECTOVERVIEW  GETINFORMED ~ GETINVOLVED ~ FAQ  CONTACTUS

Project Overview

‘The Selma Energy Center project creates jobs, economic growth and clean energy.

SELMA ENERGY CENTER T

S

Google

Map data ©2024 Google  United States

‘boundaries.
SELMA ENERGY CENTER

150 Megawatts of Clean Energy in Pinal County and the city of
Coolidge, Arizona

For decades, NextEra Energy Resources' subsidiaries have been helping fuel America’s economic growth and quality of life and moving our
nation toward energy independence. To date, we operate solar projects in 31 states, including Saint Solar and Pinal Central Solar in Pinal
County, Arizona and Wilmot Solar in Pima County, Arizona. The energy storage component of this project uses batteries to store energy and

Exhibit J-2d. Project website (4 of 4).

Selma Energy Center, LLC J-9 September 2024
Interconnection Project
CEC Application — Exhibit J



Selma Energy Center ha
/ June3-Q

Meet the team, have your questions answered and learn more about
the Selma Energy Center Interconnection project June 19.

Selma Energy Center is an indirect, wholly owned subsidiary of NextEra
Energy Resources.

Learn more about the Selma Energy Center Interconnection project

A subsidiary of NextEra Energy Resources is proposing an energy center interconnection project in Pinal
County. Residents are invited to stop in and meet our team to leam more about the proposed project at the
upcoming neighborhood meeting.

June 19 between 6-7 p.m.

Pinal County Fairgrounds
512 S. Eleven Mile Corner Road

Casa Grande, AZ 85194 NEXTera’
Questions and comments can be submitted at ENER ?
SelmaSolar@nexteraenergy.com, (520) 201-6289 or 20 E Thomas Road, Suite

1700, Phoenix, AZ 85012 before July 17, 2024, RESOURCES =

Learn more at www.SelmaSolarProject.com

Exhibit J-3. Facebook advertisement.

Selma Energy Center, LLC J-10 September 2024
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Exhibit J-4a. Project virtual open house (1 of 4).

<

Exhibit J-4b. Project virtual open house (2 of 4).

Selma Energy Center, LLC J-11 September 2024
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Click to view morel

‘/-\
VY

Exhibit J-4c. Project virtual open house (3 of 4).

* Required

1. Name *

Enter your answer

Exhibit J-4d. Project virtual open house (4 of 4).

Selma Energy Center, LLC J-12 September 2024
Interconnection Project
CEC Application — Exhibit J



Selma Energy Center Interconnection NFXTera

Project Open House sign-in sheet ENERGY
duns:A9;2024 Please write legibly %
Full Name Email Address Telephone uhida Gt e

“By providing your information, you agres Nex1Era Enorgy Resources may contact you af the numbar you provided above with information about ihe projact in the fufure. We wili ot share your information with any 3rd party sources.

Exhibit J-5a. In-person public open house sign-in sheet.

Selma Energy Center, LLC J-13 September 2024
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era’

ENERGY 2%

RESOURCES
Comment Form
NextEra Energy Resources
Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project
Open House Meeting — Certificate of Environmental Compatibility
Wednesday, June 19, 2024
6:00 -7:00 p.m.
Name:
Organization (if applicable):
Email:
Phone:
Address:
City State Zip
Comment(s):
Please write on the back of this form if more space is needed.
Exhibit J-5b. Comment form.
Selma Energy Center, LLC J-14 September 2024

Interconnection Project
CEC Application — Exhibit J



Welcome

We are here to:
Provide an overview of NextEra Energy Resources
Provide information about the proposed solar energy project
Receive your comments

Answer your questions

NEXTera

Exhibit J-6a. Open house display.

Selma Energy Center, LLC
Interconnection Project
CEC Application — Exhibit J
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NextEra Energy
Resources Overview

A Leader in Clean Energy

NextEra Energy Resources is the world's largest generator of
renewable energy from the wind and sun, and a world leader in
battery storage. The company had approximately 24,600
megawatts of total net generating capacity primarily in 38 states
and four Canadian provinces as of year-end 2021. In 2022, NextEra
Energy was again ranked No. 1 in its industry on Fortune’s list of
“Most Admired Companies” for the 15th time in 16 years. The
company was also reccgnized on Fortung’s list of companies that
“Change the World” and named to the TME100 Most Influential
Companies list as a disruptor that is shaping a sustainable energy
future.

Legond

= uma + naresr Dpeire
o Ul Selar
o e Sisge ¥ e

S Wulisl Gy —— Tanmission

sisted wilh 5

Fls sl sl veas s

seatne: 31

NEXTera
ENERGY 2%

RESOURGES

Exhibit J-6b. Open house display.
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PROJECT AREA —
INTERCONNECTION PROJECT

Selma Energy Center, LLC proposes to construct an approximately
2.5- mile long 230-kilovolt (kV) transmission line.
(Interconnection Project)

The Interconnection Project includes two potential Interconnection
Options to connect into the existing Vah Ki Substation. Only one
option would be constructed.

The Interconnection Project will connect the proposed Selma
Energy Center Project to the existing Vah Ki Substation and
the regional electric grid.

The Selma Energy Center Project consists of a ~150 MW solar
energy generating facility and 150 MW battery storage project
(energy center) in the City of Coolidge and Pinal County.
The Interconnection Project involves:

Overhead transmission structures and conductors.

Potential underground transmission structures and conductors.

« Access roads.

NEXTera

Exhibit J-6¢c. Open house display.

Selma Energy Center, LLC J-17 September 2024
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PROJECT AREA —
INTERCONNECTION PROJECT

% The Interconnection
Project will cross
private property in
unincorporated Pinal
County and the City
of Coolidge. Canal
and state highway
crossings will also
be required.

The Interconnection
Project will be
reviewed by the
Arizona Corporation
Commission through
its Certificate of
Environmental
Compatibility
hearing process:

NEXTera

ENERCY 2

Exhibit J-6d. Open house display.

Selma Energy Center, LLC J-18
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EXISTING LAND USE

& Map showing
existing land use
with a 1-mile study
area around the
Interconnection Project.

Existing land uses
include agricultural,
solar generation
facilities, vacant,
residential, commercial,
and transportation.

NEXTera

ENERCY 2

Exhibit J-6e. Open house display.

Selma Energy Center, LLC J-19 September 2024
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PINAL COUNTY
AND CITY OF COOLIDGE —
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

% Map showing planned
land use, as designated
by the respective
Comprehensive Plan,
with a 1-mile study
area around the
Interconnection Project.

Planned land uses
include residential,
employment, industrial/
manufacturing, and
general public
facilities/services.

ENERCY 2

Exhibit J-6f. Open house display.

Selma Energy Center, LLC J-20 September 2024
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KEY PERMITTING REQUIREMENTS

Interconnection Project

Local — Pinal County, City of Coolidge
% Commercial building permits

State — Arizona Corporation Commission
% Certificate of Environmental Compatibility

— Arizona Department of Transportation

% Encroachment permit for overhead highway crossing

Federal — Irrigation Districts

% —Encroachment permits and/or road use agreements

NEXTera

ENERCY 2

Exhibit J-6g. Open house display.
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(Sun and Weather

Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project

Date:
4-10-24
Photo Time:

Visibility:
Good

Air Quality: Good

Sun Azimuth (degrees):
st
200

N | 101.29

Sun Angle {degrees): 30.19

Lighting Angle on Project:
Side Lit

N

o

Wind:
7 mph

0 %
73F

Cloud Cover:

Temperature ( °F):

(Approximate Distance Neareast Transmision
Structure:

0.25 miles )

s

Project Location

Tangent Structure

Simalalion was prepaied using informalion provided
by eliont. Locabions, colors, and hesghis may very
based on final engineering and design.

KOP 3 - East Earley
Road and Arizona State
Route 87

Base Photographic Documentation
Latitude, Longitude (degrees):
32.864933,-111.515293
Viewpoint Elevation {feet). 1,485
Camera Height (meters): 1.5

Camera Heading (degrees):

Camera Make & Model:
Canon EOS 5D Mark IV
Camera Sensor Size {(mm):
36 x 24 Full Frame
Crop Factor:
Ix
Lens Make & Model:
AF-P Nikkor
Lens Focal Length (mm):
50

Image Size (pixels):
6720 x 4480

Viewing instructions: Printed at 100% fhe resuling
simulation is 18 inches wide by 10 inches high. Af fhis
size and facal length, the Simudation should be viewed

&l anns lengih (24 inches). If viewed on a compuder
monitos, scafe should be 100%.

SWCA

ENVIIONM ENTAL CONSU L'IANTS

Exhibit J-6h. Open house display.

Selma Energy Center, LLC J-22
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NEXTera

Exhibit J-6i. Open house display.

Selma Energy Center, LLC J-23 September 2024
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Exhibit J-6j. Open house display.
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(Sun and Weather

Selma Energy Center Interconnection Project

i Date:

-O- 4-10-24
AT Photo Time:
Sunny 10:00 am

Visibility:
)
(9‘ Poor

Air Quality: Good

Sun Azimuth (degrees):

N

PoN

N 105.7

Sun Angle (degrees): 35.46

Lighting Angle on Project:
Side Lit

N

(" Tangent Structure

[,

Turning Structure

75-

Wind:
7 mph
Cloud Cover
0%

Temperature { °F);
73°%F

(Approximate Distance Neareast Transmision )

Structure:

% 600 feet |

Project Location Structure Diagram

muiaii prepared provided
by chient. Locafions, colors, end helghts may vary
based ont final coginoeraig and gesign.

‘ =
KOP 4 - Arizona State
Route 87

Base Photographic Documentation

Latitude, Longitude (degrees):
32.84854, -111.515214

Viewpoint Elevation (feet): 1,495

Camera Height (meters): 1.5

Camera Heading (degrees):

335
Camera Make & Model:
Canon EOS 5D Mark IV
Camera Sensor Size (mm):
36 x 24 Full Frame
Crop Factor:
1x
Lens Make & Model:
AF-P Nikkor
Lens Focal Length {(mm): %6

Image Size (pixels):
6720 x 4480

Printed at 100% ty
simuiation is 16 nches wide by 10 inches high. At this
‘size and focal length, the similafion shoukd be viewsd

at avms lengeh (24 inchas). if viswed on a computer
mondor, scale showid be 100%.

SWCA

\EMV!RONMENTAL CONSULTANTS 2

Exhibit J-6k. Open house display.
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KOP 4: View from A

Exhibit J-6l. Open house display.

Selma Energy Center, LLC
Interconnection Project
CEC Application — Exhibit J
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KOP 4: View from Atri;

Exhibit J-6m. Open house display.

Selma Energy Center, LLC
Interconnection Project
CEC Application — Exhibit J
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OPPORTUNITY FOR COMMENT

Project Phone
(520) 201-6289

Project Website Project Virtual Open House
www.selmasolarproject.com http://selmaenergyopenhouse.com

Email
SelmaSolar.SharedMailbox@nexteraenergy.com

Mail

Ashley Johnson - Lead Project Manager
Selma Energy Center, LLC
C/O SWCA Environmental Consultants
20 E Thomas Road, Suite 1700
Phoenix, AZ 85012

Please provide comment by July 17, 2024 for it
to be included in the CEC Application

NEXTera

Exhibit J-6n. Open house display.

Selma Energy Center, LLC September 2024
Interconnection Project
CEC Application — Exhibit J




Report

all oo e sulkd Fach
In Relrigusalos, Il 6
deques, sdsa— I8 degress
ol | folding, refrica b

— 137 degroes Prep Couder,
sliced sanduich mesat — 36 _

2 s s, Az TR VAL

—
Continued from TVDT

seATCI

ey, Juzs 6 50340

listhe kbeled oo mecly. Per-
son InChage (PIC wohinrly
scarded th com and Ebekd
Ihe ather cont
menl. food-Conlat Sorlaoss,
Hontoo-Gontct Surkaces, an
Ubnsils (P Osorved omd
mrlhllnnd neateod contact
st sphas s g
wwlr!m airvents, f

s Riach In Reigesator,
red il 38 degrees, shred
dod cheese — A1 degrees
Conking, Bjas— 185 degrons
ook, el b 15
derezs, menudo —

iees, Cerllied [vnd Hulwlmn
Warager i) e Certifed Food
Manager present, in order b
ke bk staff and food
items

i buiing. FIC agteed o sesl
hese openings.

W ool 2 6o S1or
BID WL LS. Hhary, 60,
of Corrplanes proper oouing
e & lerrperalure-oorrectad
Inan sffartto kewsr the nsk of
Tood bome iness autirzaks,
L requited el etrployezs

515,
ut

Obisenved
displayy g to reach the oo o surfaces sich as foars and
oar deains thal were nof chean
? sightand touch, &l nonfoord
rep sink withoul rmiing conbecd sun s musL by
waler ot clean and sanitized i

S0 dreus, Ao bsutved red  proventpossible eiwss saniam
chil hat s Iozen ared siting mlmnurrmxh Uistasssd lhis
outefrefigenation onaprep  issue with Persen In Charge
conter Thersing faods must 1PIL- ity e o o aver

deguess, siced fomabe
dequees: Gloves, Use Limition
{7} Obssnae fod senice:
atnploges Using b gl

storage areas,

wash their

ar  proper

gt b
Tatyas ot dean 1o sightand
Touch Al surloces, pspeviedly

on safe food handling, &I
el o i 0 s
card witin 30

plior 1o working ¢
1o ke gowss Lo avond bar
hend ekt vt ey e e

PIC maved Lt
The ing faodds badk to the it <taff and emsure a clesner
coolor o keep then ol e oor— emdronment guing forvad

o
T o, o prop o

@
Sysolbiond alestons

X
(e et et o 15e
d st oo du fa The i

ey, Person In Chags
replaed e gloves with nen-b
leglorves. T lamperalu
Contrl for Satety Foce, Hotan
Cold Holding (7 Dbz TS
faadls Siich1s G Beratoes,
CUtlEmE, A oTiees,

e a

ordsr bl cross

Foo Salely Marags

emplayeines poiy e
prefibits amplayees from
wotking vl loerd when Uy

Temperaniie.
Couprmonl, [ood Coniaet Su1-— Reging Ligend — £ Excefient
faes ootk ke N e

e, nd Utensils (1 4-002 13 igfactorys U Cinsadigctory:
Surkns (€ PICC ymnmdmm

contaminaficn. Discussed fis
st Poron n s
It

fion.
oilabilty {Pf) Obsered 2
hand sinks which &4 nulhme

gious iness: or condiion, such
asvoniting, danhea, sare

muﬂ saaring prucz e

Stagy must be a\raild:p\eirl order
o

alrlice Or i
faced cuts ar soies. One Food
¢ Marager G

dical
and salsa hat

dtwﬁs [di‘cnhnh.T-f. Toods.

{ermparalurs of 41 degrees or
baliet Discussed oohl haking

the achin mnuemror'mm
ke labds. Foods had

{Pfy Cb the rea
in refigeratar being keptin
i

e oo b
Ready-lo-La i ey ading oo, Safe, Unadolb s, & food oot
ol 56 e Control for Safely Food, alod and Prosenied s prosenL. Slall was able b
"’J""'”'d“h""""“h’” U8 e Main ) Clsarl 1202 19 ke il i, sgban e doneer

strate eafe oocking and chean-
duting i

st wilh Petson In Chiarge
1F\Eﬂl'hn:mma]hd rd
All e T

ben frozen and the date fahels
had nit bien revised to reflet
Il» Tmu- tirrw. Disaarssod

o
Muifipls ponainers of oo
b fotind b ot Feaue oirit
el [ouds s Lbo kel

i

inspecion. Gobl holding focds
il AT déqiiees o oobler, The
hot holding foods were 135

degress: o wannes. The oods

pw\n ke, Sce Food Enmu
Hobee for detals on foods that
Contra

Farton bt () o

in safe foor
and st bis Bbeled oot

ding | resked oy Porsn b Ghage 1)
asls (P, ) C
e R ool and bl e ol mrllau
Tood 1L kod o bl
were fund to ot | q ipment, Ch
ey i Faod et o gt B st Fitegent-Sanitzers

At pest. Mstisaed m
probleen vt PIC. P staled

@
10 be 10 high in the man-
i

in osdor o
sl iy foud, Persen [n
Charge tPIC] corteety bkl

Sanilize ewels should be used
accaiiing to man e

o prolsions el contid U119 P 4
D o HG R e i ki
and Propen AdjwimentLquip- e ssue vl skl i age
"‘* D e MentiC) Obuemied etk & dsavss theproblem i e
m s moming o stlna st ah r
I bing e

s abgraions: lal Dy
Faller Display. hot dogs — 137
dogross, T Tompeaure
Conbol for Safely Food, Hol
and Gald Holding (1% Oeered
the hotdoy robers tat vere not
hobing the panect amperr-
ture. Talked with staffand ey
agresd 1o o the lepe e
up oot s coneed leampera:
Rt ater i eortecdion.
W Superion Markel & L
B Westem Ave S Cul of
Campliance-Cemtifisd Fiset]
Protestion banager. Praper
cooling fime & mpera-

estbisfment excinta oormpi-
ance. Fepipment Food-Con'act
Conkact S

faces,and Uensils (C)4-662.13
Honfooed Contact Surbs ()
[)t/v.l.udnnnfwlwnhd
auil s e dry geod
st opmnLind
uleesis i al 27s ot

A niried
contant surfaces, especially

s, Sealsnesd 1 b in
yond reger in oder for cold
Pokdng e 0 oo fod i
i1k ekt A portect cold
ki g, Prkoe
Caer o1 Desice (C)
riseog vors o el o :
licor drais. Hoor tiains must
ofed in ordes

sanitizer ouput Izl 4601.11
Equipement, Faod Gontart
Surtaces, Nonfonet-Cantact
Suurtaes, i Uterisis (P1)
Chisprve uod conksed and

ngmethod used coneeted on
sile. Mon-food contact srfaces
ol Inan offor o ower

e sk of food bom illsss
ulbedks, s reguired hat

as handles, light serlohes.air
an, st sogs s
ligh ind

nvcugh e nes. 1G agrosd
Roorand

by egdtyses, Mutbe dean
and saniized in arder 1 prevent
possibll 0 conlainalion
o pest b isiarssed
Prson In Charg

gl dmci
Lncdased o
setved areas
Hichenwhich

Coved, and

e {Cy
thewials of the
et ol staded

eopipment
not dean to S\g’vlm] touch. All
surtazes, espeially thoseareas
tha are et fo food stotage,
fonl e o1 ol by
S, 1 Tbe lean and
sanilized in ok o prowenl

proper
ol nienilnod ookl suraes.
h sttt and ensure ‘.Mnﬂ

o pronipest o
i, PICapred

sed

et e

W Los Hemanos Tartilk

Sariize
mmnw 0o peg e in

issie with Persan In Uarge
{PIG wha anieed & go ol

omployes
Horcughly priot lo-wotking
“wifh food, st nen-latex: geves
Tz bere hend contact with
randy b eat boods and have
an effeciive emphoyse liness
podcy: thal prabibits cnploees
ik il |uw v.hm
6 o
cuagious s 1 wmuuu.
such s womiling. darhea,
sore hruatwith fever, pundios
orinfecled culs o1 sores_Four
food handier's cards wiere
presented. i food themnummetes
s present. Sanibzg! test
St wers present, Staffwas
ables 0 ol explain and

fron

W Lo
rant, F{ﬁ W. US Hng 60,1
s Cerificd

"II talf and

deanansl

Fa oy, B3 WL LIS h‘\W. m.
ific

< wl Prelocion Maugur
o

T Protucli
Fuord contact surfaces: cleancd

ke & saniliaad Proper dalo
o kg & dsposonoo
&hi"‘ “‘..“W“;L dalls e
-y

Feadin .,md condition, safe &

i
emitcomentgoing orvard.
fleay o Ll

o
ture Gt o
Die Marking {Pf) Cbserved

muitiple pontaiers of o in
the rerhin refrigaralor wih

e ofinspeion, Cumlw
ing feors viara A1 degress or
crdder. Thehot holding feods
wele 138 deqrees arvamer
afer eomction. The foods
e prupert dated. Ten-

ed.
failifes supplid & amessible.
Food in good condiin, safe

aper i outhicaks, it s
rb:uled thal employses wash

kg wilh i s o
e gionzs b i

o gloves o ol e
ounlact with ready 1 eat oods

N
INFBRNTINGROURE

£ EIPLONEES #’,’%
HAPPY BIRTHDAYI,,

/, Lila Biro Carlos Montij
i June §th Junefith

Aryeon Archambault  Luis Cervantes
% June13th June 18th

= Gabriel Sanchez Burt Rogers’
June 211

Andy Espmoza Jalma Garza y
o]

e © Cortez Johnson  Shane W

“’a 5 Years 1 Year

{CARDINALCT ¢

1108 N_Jetferson Ave. » Casa Grande. AZ 85122 %/
9’*“”’ N mecerdinaloorp.oom 5

WooD E YL
W deliver the unbeatable style. quality
value you
Everyday Low Prico:
Meswe doing Metorhomes & Travel Tralers!
o by Ibssl serace

winstalled orerapramium 172 pad
LUXURY PREMIUM VINYL PLANK
elustall
ur Foarig H
ous!

Grlzzly s

Chirge {PIC), weha correcied
e e e, Gool o
an

ilness polioy e profitits

mmllU- a.w.mriesai,
hin

ottt ready o eatfoads
and b an effctive eniploee

el g
faod when they hae s~
o fin

o
were broken and partally
i

oo Inan aids
Ireadteratad-oreted Food P00 [ovor the ik of food i beenfuzen and e date oy g i 37 Floorin g
gyt el an Lo i e L gz 3o . .
o ot e Urcugh Wf, Dlsakecd poper bbeing iyt ook shiod i Ht com
. it s Uoroughly prior a0 degrees,
o plamer 1, oo - otz Porson 124 eheese— 4D dearees. Showrooms Open

tomaloes — 40 degiss Nexh
InFrosa, all lods o
el Het Holding Display, fist
ohicken. Gartified Faod Protes-
i Mateage (€3 No Centfedd
Pl Marager present, in
orde W kesp Kichen st and
fo 4

iIness iy

tms of,
il i i

i ey b syplons of &
cantagions liness.of cenlice
suds wormilng, darrhea,

iianthea, e | mmrwmw 1,

issin
oo tepai i 1 For o0kl

ol it e b msics
e ookl

an
mangess should be socaled
on st fpod handing, All

%] h

el o inf

Ieolive

5o,

Cerfisates ot food handler's
canls wers presented. A bood
HeTrmmeter ws pressnt.

Sanilzor st ships
presnt. bt ol oo
11 dugroes or oo, The
ot g oads et 155
jarmer. Tempers
une obrsenaliores: Roach n
Freezets, all ks rozen scid
Feach In e erstor, it pots-
toess — A de s, Shidded
chicken —389 daress Vilk Iy
Fiigeratar, ki com— 60
degues, Rz In Rofrigesator,
e chi — 36 degrens. s -

Carilied ) Profsion
Warsager (C} Ho Certfed Focd
Marajerpresent. inarerts
keep kitchen skl an oo
items e employees and
rar)ers sholhl b ezt
oxnsade food beanling. 4l
emploges are regiied 1 hers
a foar fendler's card within 30
dhays of g and al ksl o
petson presenlmustbe e a
T ood Saloly Wmager l»\iFu:\
e sty U
sty (79 Obsered s
b sinks vetich did not Fenee
any sesp asilable forus:
Stp wiIstbe bl in arkr
To properhywash b and
ool gre i
mmwmg . S8, Uit
o | {oncally Presend
Chserved oo in e reach
xmnﬂluemmrmng keptin
adish delergent conlainer.
Muliplz scriainers of food
wers foumd o not have oorrect
ek Fands st be keptin
o] s conainers and

sote Broaluith Tever, pundce mﬁ&qﬁmﬁorhm
ot Faod Sy Mepagr + el Afood emomete vzs

[resent Sanitizer tst suips
were piesent. Cold holdng
foods were 41 deqiees or
oelek The hot olding faads
vt 135 dogrtes ofwiarmni,
empaahure obsa ralions
Feah In Foseers, all foods fro

fure. Prof
Cover or e (] Ohserved
missing overs-or giales an 2
feor tiain. Floar drains st
b poversd or geated in arter to
hr:ver\luan Fram coming g
hrangh T s, PIC aqrieed
Itk B s For o
Wal Junchies, G and
[w-\usmﬂor‘}u A(C) b
areasin e vallsof the

2 solid
culpoliloes — 40 degiees,
shreddad chicken —

A were open o e auside.
Walls must e sealed in arder

a
Smh‘ha{hi\emdallmr
ne pezcnpizzentmustbe
Rt S Mg
citicamn. Tum'rmenmre
Gonlrol far Sty Foad, Hol
and Gald Holding (7 Ohnarnd
frcal ch thi ot halding
display hal v o 414
errpessture of 110 degrees.
Hol Holinng loods neod o e
s ta tampesaturs of 155
degrezs: o higher. Ferson
I Charye {FIC) Bimed fhe:

1519 N. Pinal Ave., Casa Grar AZ B5122

296 N, Arizona Blvd.. Coolidge IZHSTZH
{520) 725-1003 Mon. - Fri. 94

78 F Mair &t Masa A7 BA20T (430] 23R-5771
Saturdays & Sundays by a men only

CARPET - LAMINATE

Learn more aboutthe Selma Energy Center Interconnection project

A subsidiary of NextEra Energy Resources is proposing an energy center interconnection project in Pinal
County. Residents are invited to stop in and meet our team to leam more about the proposed project at the
upcoming neighborhaod mesting.

June 18 between 6-7 p.m.

Pinal County Fairgrounds
512 8. Elaven Mile Corner Road
Casa Grands, AZ 85184

Questions and somments san be submi
oraonat gy oom. (520)
T700" Pheenix. A7 86012
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Learn more at v SelmaSolarProject.com
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Be in the know if the power goes out.

SUMer SO s2ason 1s here, To prepars, we work year round 1o be ready, vet, an outage can happen,
We gare about your safety and want to keep you informed with alerts if there’s an outage in your area.
“ou can heli us by making sure your conlac vation is ups Lo date, Learn more aboul managing
VEUT AlerT preferences at aps.com/alerts,

View our outage map. And report an cutage.
YGU Gan feport an cltags at aps com/outagecenter, by using our fres APS mobile app of by calling
(£02) $71-3680 ¢(matra Phoanix) or (855) 688-2437 {other areas).

Learn more aboul slaying safe and informed this summer al aps.com/outagecenter.
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Kara K. Cooper, first being duly sworn deposes and says:
That he/she is a native born citizen of the United States of
America, over 21 years of age, that I am an agent and/or
publisher of the Tri-Valley Dispatch, a newspaper published at
Casa Grande, Pinal County, Arizona, Thursday of each week;
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Learn more about the Selma Energy Center Interconnection project

A subsidiary of NextEra Energy Resources is propaosing an energy center interconnection project in Pinal
County. Residents are invited to stop in and meet our team to leam more about the proposed project at the:
upcoming neighborhood meeting.

June 19between6-7 pam.

Pinal Gounty Fairgrounds

512 8. Eleven Mile Corner Road

Casa Grande, AZ 85194
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Learn more about the SelmaEnergy CenterInterconnection project

A subsidiary of NextEra Energy Resourcss is proposing an energy center interconnection project in Pinal
County. Residents are invited to stop inand meet aur team to leam more about the proposed project at the
upcoming neighborhood meeting.

June 19 between 6-7 p.m.

zina\ County Fairgrounds

Elavan Mils Gornar Road

Casa Granda, AZ 85194

Questions and comments can be submitied at

SolmaSolarchexprasnorgy e

m,
700, Phoenix, 4Z §5012 before July 17, 2024

{520} 201

Learn moro at winy. SelmasolarProjectcom

280 or 20 [ Thomas Foad. Suite

NEXTera

ENERGY %

RESOURCES

Exhibit J-7e.
(2 of 2).

Newspaper advertisement- Casa Grande Dispatch

Selma Energy Center, LLC J-33
Interconnection Project

CEC Application — Exhibit J

September 2024



STATE OF ARIZONA

COUNTY OF PINAL

Afhidavit of Publication

Kara K. Cooper, first being duly sworn deposes and says:
That he/she is a native born citizen of the United States of
America, over 21 years of age, that I am an agent and/or pub-
lisher of the Casa Grande Dispatch, a newspaper published at
Casa Grande, Pinal County, Arizona, Tuesday, Thursday, and
Saturday of each week; that a notice, a full, true and complete
printed copy of which is hereunto attached, was printed in the
regular edition of said newspaper, and not in a supplement
thereto, for TWO issues. The publication thereof having been
on the following dates:

06/04/2024
06/11/2024
. CASA GRANDE DISPATCH
e P
w~— & C g/

/
! agent and/or publisher of the Casa Grande Dispatch

Sworn to before me‘this / %
S YV =
C///CK! /. /W VAN

Notary Public in and for the County
of Pinal, State of Arizona

Exhibit J-7f. Newspaper affidavit— Casa Grande Dispatch.

Selma Energy Center, LLC
Interconnection Project
CEC Application — Exhibit J

J-34 September 2024
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