
February 25,2008 

Mr. Gerardo Rios 
Chief, Permits Office (AIR 3 J 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
75 Hawihorne Street 
S ~ I  FTSU~CISCO. CA 94 105 

1454.3 (iivic Drive 
PO. Hox 500 I 

Victorville. (lalifornin 92.)0.)-50() I 

DOCKET 
I j 07-AFC-1 

DATE FEE 0 5 2m 

>RECD.m 2 7 

RE; Victorville 2 Hybrid Power Project fVV2.I A p p l i ~ ~ ~  Permitan-4 
------- -- 

Biological Op~nion Under Endangered Species Act Section 7 

Deal Mr. Rios. 

On May 3. 2007, Inland Energy, Inc., on behalf of the City of Victorville, submitted an application for a 
Prevention of Significal~t Deterioration (PSD) perm~t tbr the Victorville 2 Hybrid Power Proiect (VV2 
Project) to the U.9. Ent~iroomental Protection Ageray (EPA). The VV2 Project IS a hybrid p w e r  plrtr~t 

conststing of combined-cqcle power plant integrated with 50 M W  of soiar arrays for a combined nominal 
output =f 57G MW. lncludea with the PSD permit application was a rqvesl that the EPA initiate consultation 
with the I1 .S.  Fiqh and Wildlife 9er\ficr (USFW5) tor the project under Section 7 of the federai El~dangered 
Species Act !ESA). 

d n  January 23, 2068, the USrWS issued to the EPA the atrached Biological Opinion for the L~cr~rville 2 
1 ipbrid Power Project. San Bernardino County, Calitornia (1-8-07-F-67) (Biologics: Opinion), pursuant t c ~  

5:ction 7 of the ESA. This letter is to request that the Biological Opirrion be included as part af the PSD 
permit applicaiion for the VV2 Project, ar~d to ctrnfirm that the City of Victorrrlle kreby commits to 
irnplement all the reasonable and prudent measures,   he terms ~urd conditivns. and the i~otiGcation 
requiren~rnts cnt~tained in the Biological Opinion. 

Please cal! me at (760) 955-5000, or Sara Head of EXSR a: (895) 388-3775, if you have any questians or need 
additlofial information. We zppreciate yourassistanmwifh thismaw- ----- -- - - - 
------- . . 

w 
Jon B . Roberts 
Ci3 Mwager, City of Victurville 
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Mr. Tony Pcrrna IIsnd tncqy, Inc. 
bjr Mike Cm01l. L&WP Waolrins 
Ms. Lim M;omiek Law OftSccs of lCEm MeCmlcic 
Ms '%Fa ticrrd. EN* 
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Alr Division, AIR - 3 
U.S. EPA, REGION 9 - United States Department of the Interior 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE Tm PmE 
Ventura Fish and Wildlife Office .LNAMEWA - 

2493 Portola Road, Suite B 
Ventura, California 93003 

January 23,2008 

Gerardo C. Rios 
Chief, Air Permits Office 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
75 Hawthorne Street 
San Francisco, California 941 05 

Subject: Biological Opinion for the VictoMlle 2 Hybrid Power Project, San Bernardino 
County, California (1 -8-07-F-67) 

Dear Mr. Rios: 

This document transmits the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's (Service) biological, opinion based 
on our review of the Environmental Protection Agency's proposal to issue a prevention of 
significant deterioration permit to the City of VictoMlle for the construction and operation of the 
Victorville 2 hybrid power project. At issue are the effects of the construction of this facility on 
the federally threatened desert tortoise (Gopherus agassizii). This document was prepared in 
accordance with section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 
153 1 et seq.) (Act). Your request for formal consultation was dated June 1 1,2007. 

This biological opinion is based on information in the biological assessment for the proposed 
facility (AMEC Earth and Environmental 2007), the addendum to the biological assessment 
( W C  Earth and Environmental 2008a), and various reports and publications. A complete 
administrative record of this consultation is on file at the Service's Ventura Fish and Wildlife 
office. 

The proposed action is not located within the boundaries of critical habitat of the desert tortoise 
and will not affect the nearby Fremont-Kramer Critical Habitat Unit. Consequently, we will not 
discuss critical habitat again in this biological opinion. 

CONSULTATION HISTORY 

In its June 11,2007, correspondence, the Environmental Protection Agency requested our 
concurrence that the proposed action is not likely to adversely affect the federally endangered 
least Bell's vireo (Vireo belliipusillus) and southwestern willow flycatcher (Empidonax traillii 



Gerardo C. Rios (1-8-07-F-67) , 2 

extimus). Riparian habitat in the Mojave River that could be used by these two species will not 
be affected by construction. Small amounts of salts would be present in the evaporative mist 
emitted by the power plant's cooling tower. These salts are unlikely to adversely affect riparian 
habitat because the amount of salt (less than 0.09 microgram per cubic meter) that would 
potentially reach the portion of the Mojave River situated closest to the project is insignificant, 
particularly in relation to the amount of salt that naturally occurs in the river (AMEC Earth and 
Environmental 2008a). Additionally, the plant species that are most important to the least Bell's 
vireo and southwestern willow flycatcher are deciduous; consequently, the leaves would not 
remain on the plants sufficiently long for the small amount of salt to build up and cause adverse 
effects. For these reasons, we concur with the Environmental Protection Agency's determination 
that the proposed action is not likely to adversely affect the least Bell's vireo or southwestern 
willow flycatcher. 

The Environmental Protection Agency also requested our concurrence thatpthe proposed action is 
not likely to adversely a e d  the bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus). The Service recently 
removed the bald eagle from the list of threatened and endangered species; consequently, we no 
longer include it in section 7(a)(2) consultations. 

We provided a draft biological opinion to the Environmental Protection Agency and California 
Energy Commission on December 12,2007 (Service 2007). The Environmental Protection 
Agency and California Energy Commission provided comments on the draft biological opinion 
by electronic mail on December 27,2007, and January 2,2008, respectively (Environmental 
Protection Agency 2007 and California Energy Commission 2008). The City of V ic to~ l l e  
provided an addendum to the biological assessment and comments on the draft biological 
opinion by electronic mail on January 22, 2008 (AMEC Earth and Environmental 2008a, b). We 
incorporated their comments into this final biological opinion, as appropriate. 

BIOLOGICAL OPINION 

DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION 

Description of the Proposed Facility 

The City of Victorville proposes to construct and operate a hybrid electrical facility consisting of 
natural gas-fired power plant integrated with solar thermal generating equipment using parabolic 
collector arrays. The proposed project would be located on primarily undeveloped lands within 
the northernmost portions of the City of Victorville, adjacent to the Southern California Logistics 
Allport. 

The footprint of the proposed power plant would total 338 acres; developed areas and non-native 
grassland cover 53 acres of this total (AMEC Earth and Environmental 2008b). An additional 50 
acres of temporary-use lands would be required for construction staging adjacent to the proposed 
power plant. One 30-acre construction staging area would be located north of Colusa Road and 
west of Helendale Road; with a second 20-acre staging area located south of Colusa lioad and 




















































































