Portland General Elec : Company
121 SW Salmon Street, Portland, Oregon 97204
PortlandGeneral.com

June 14, 2007 o7
RCT-06-07

Mr. John White

Oregon Department of Energy

625 Marion Street, NE

Salem, OR 97301-3742

Re: Proposed Temporary Crane Path: Reqr~-* for Depz—~~-* of Energy
Determination Pursuant to ™4™ ?45-027. “<"5) — Ch~~~~ Request #2

Dear John:

As you know, Portland General Electric Company (PGE) is the holder of the
Second Amended Site Certificate for the Biglow Canyon Wind Farm (the “Site Certificate”).
Construction of the Biglow Canyon Wind Farm has commenced. PGE is proposing to modify
the approved facility as shown on the attached Figure 1. Specifically, PGE proposes to construct
a new temporary crane path between Helm Lane and the northern end of Turbine String 10, and
eliminate the approved, but not constructed, permanent access road between Turbine 3 and
Turbine 4 in Turbine String 9.

The proposed new crane path would extend north from the vicinity of Turbine 28
to cross the upper course of Box Canyon; the crane path then turns westerly to connect with
Helm Lane, as shown on the “Revised Facility Layout” on Figure 1. The crane path would be
approximately 1,416 feet long. The new crane path allows PGE to avoid dismantling the crane
in traveling between the northern ends of Strings 9 and 10. Helm Lane in the area between
Turbines 28 and 30 is not passable to a crane; therefore, the new temporary crane path provides a
route for moving the crane between the northern ends of St-~~gs 9 and 10 without dismantling it.
PGE would not construct the approved permanent access rvad between Turbine 3 and Turbine 4,
approximately 3,167 feet in length, as shown on the “Original Facility Layout” on Figure 1.
Instead of the permanent access road, PGE would construct turnarounds approximately 100 feet
in diameter within the approved corridor near Turbine 3 and Turbine 4.

As discussed below, the new temporary crane path would not increase the overall
permanent disturbance area and habitat impacts, nor would it impact any other protected
resources. Elimination of the segment of permanent access road in Turbine String 9 would
decrease the | manent disturbance area and habitat impacts. The result of the proposed facility
changes, therefore, is a net reduction in permanent impacts.

Pursuant to OAR 345-027-0050(5), PGE requests a determination by the Oregon
Department of Energy that the change outlined above does not require an amendment to the Site
Certificate. OAR 345-027-0050(5) provides:

A certificate holder may ask the Department to determine whether
a proposed change requires a site certificate amendment by
submitting a written description of the proposed change, the
certificate holder’s analysis of the proposed change under sections
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(1) and (2) and the written evaluation described in section (3). The
Department shall respond in writing as promptly as possible. The
Department may refer its determination to the Council for
concurrence, modification or rejection. At the request of the
certificate holder or a Council member, the Department must refer
its determination to the Council for concurrence, modification or
rejection.

1. Analysis Under OAR 345-027-0050(1)

PGE requests a determination that the proposed change does not meet the
threshold requirements for an amendment to the Site Certificate under OAR 345-027-0050(1).
OAR 345-027-0050(2) is not directly relevant to PGE’s request. OAR 345-027-0050(1)
provides:

Except as allowed under sections (2) and (6), the certificate holder
must submit a request to amend the site certificate to design,
construct or operate a facility in a manner different from the
description in the site certificate if the proposed change:

(a) Could result in a significant adverse impact that the Council has
not addressed in an earlier order and the impact affects 2 :source
protected by Council standards;

(b) Could impair the certificate holder’s ability to comply with a
site certificate condition; or

(c) Could require a new condition or a change to a condition in the
site certificate.

A. The proposed change would not result in a significant adverse impact that
the Council has not addressed in an earlier order.

The certificate holder has evaluated the potential impacts of the new temporary
crane path through studies designed to determine whether the new crane path would adversely
impact any resources protected by Council rules. No adverse impacts were identified. The
following summarizes the studies that have been performed and that are attached to this request:

(i) Threatened, Endangered and Sensitive Wildlife Species

Attached as Exhibit 1 is a Technical Memorandum from West, Inc., describing
surveys performed in May 2007 for threatened, endangered and sensitive wildlife species. The
location of the new temporary crane path is “Area D”. The surveys found no threatened,
endangered or sensitive wildlife species in Area D.

(ii) Habitat Impacts
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The proposed change involves the construction of a temporary crane path between
Helm Lane and the northern end of Turbine String 10. The crane path does not create any
permanent impacts, and the net impact of eliminating the permanent road segment in Turbine
ing 9 (and adding the two turnarounds) would be to reduce permanent impacts to Category 6
habitat by 1.74 acres and to reduce permanent impacts to Category 4 habitat by 0.07 acres, for a
total reduction of 1.81 acres in permanent habitat impacts. Changes in permanent disturbance
are summarized on the table attached as Exhibit 2.

(iii)  Cultural Resource Impacts

Attached as Exhibit 3 is a Cultural Resource Survey by Archaeological
Investigations Northwest, Inc. (AINW). The AINW report addresses two possible changes in the
Biglow Canyon Wind Farm. With respect to the proposed temporary crane path between Helm
Lane and the northern end of Turbine String 10, the survey by AINW found no archaeological or
historical resources, and AINW concludes that the area does not have a high probability of
prehistoric archaeological resources based on where such resources have been recorded in
previous surveys.

(iv)  Wetlands and Rare Plant Habitat

Attached as Exhibit 4 is a report from CH2M Hill, Inc. describing the results of
surveys for wetlands or other jurisdictional waters of the United States or the State, and for rare
plant habitat. As described in the report, the temporary crane path (Study Area D) would cross
one intermittent stream, identified as Drainage D, which is a tributary of the John Day River.
Drainage D is potentially a jurisdictional water under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act and the
Oregon Removal-Fill Law. However, no fill or removal would occur in Drainage D. The only
activity that would occur is the movement of a crane over the path. The report (at p. 4) notes:
“Impacts to this potentially jurisdictional water could be avoided by implementing best
management practices (BMPs) such as silt fencing and other erosion control measures to ensure
no fill entered the channel.” The certificate holder is required by Condition 26 of the Site
Certificate to comply with an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan under an NPDES Storm Water
Discharge General Permit #1200-C. In addition, Conditions 27-35 also ensure that the certificate
holder will protect against erosion such that fill will not enter Drainage D.

No federal or state listed plant habitat or species were identified in Study Area D.

B. The proposed change would not impair the certificate holder’s ability to
comply with any site certificate condition.

The proposed change does not result in permanent disturbance in any area not
previously evaluated. Moreover, as described above, the change does not create any net impacts
to habitat, and does not create any adverse impact to other resources protected by Council rules.
The Site Certificate already contains adequate conditions to address the potential impacts of the
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temporary disturbance associated with the additional crane path (for example, Soil Protection
conditions 26-35 and Historic, Cultural and Archaeological conditions 69-73). Construction of
the temporary crane path would not impair PGE’s ability to comply with those conditions.

C. The proposed change would not require a new condition or a change to a
condition of the site certificate.

As described above, the Site Certificate already contains adequate conditions to
address  impacts (soil impacts, restoration of temporary disturbance areas, and impacts to
previously undiscovered archaeological resources) that might arise from the facility changes
addressed in this request.

2. Evaluation required by OAR 345-027-0050(3)

OAR 345-027-0050(3) requires that if the certificate holder concludes that a
change does not require a site certificate amendment “based on the criteria in section (2), the
certificate holder shall, nevertheless, complete an investigation sufficient to demonstrate that the
proposed change in the design, construction and operation of the facility would comply with
applicable Council standards.” The certificate holder’s justification for not requiring a site
certificate amendment arises under OAR 345-027-0050(1), rather than OAR 345-027-0050(2).
However, in order to ensure that the Department and the Council have all relevant information,
we are providing the evaluation of compliance with applicable Council standards.

For the reasons described above, the certificate holder’s proposal to use a
temporary crane path between Helm Lane and the northern end of Turbine String 10, to eliminate
over 3,000 feet of permanent access road in Turbine String 9, and to construct two turnarounds in
Turbine String 9, does not alter the Council’s prior findings that the Biglow Canyon Wind
Project will comply with Council standards for Soil Protection (OAR 345-022-0022), Threatened
and Endangered Species (OAR 345-022-0070), Fish and Wildlife Habitat (OAR 345-022-0060),
and Historic, Cultural and Archaeological Resources (OAR 345-0220-0090). The proposed
facility changes would not involve the construction of additional turbines, transmission facilitis
or other structures, and would decrease the area of permanent disturbance associated with the
Biglow Canyon Wind Farm. Therefore, the changes do not alter the Council’s prior findings of
compliance with standards regarding Organizational Expertise (OAR 345-022-0010), Retirement
and Financial Assurance (OAR 345-022-0050), Land Use (OAR 345-022-0030), Protected Areas
(OAR 345-022-0040), Scenic and Aesthetic Values (OAR 345-022-0080). Recreation (OAR
345-022-0100), Public Health and Safety for Wind Energy Facilities .. 4  345-024-0010),
Siting Standards for Wind Energy Facilities (OAR 345-024-0015), Siting Standards for
Transmission Lines (OAR 345-024-0090), Structural Standard (OAR 345-022-0020), Public
Services (OAR 345-022-0110), Waste Minimization (OAR 345-022-01: ), and Noise Control
(OAR 340-035-0035).
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For the reasons set forth in this letter, we request the Department’s determination
that the proposed addition of the temporary crane path and elimination of the approved (but not
constructed) permanent access road segment do not require an amendment to the Site Certificate.

Sincerely,
A
Rick Tetzloff
Attachments

cc: Richard Allan (via email)
Kelley Marold (via email)
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TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM

Date: May 24, 2007
To: Rick Tetzloff, PGE
From: Jay Jeffrey, WEST, Inc.

Subject: Biglow Canyon Wind Farm
TES Wildlife Spring 2007 — Additional Areas Survey

We have completed surveys for threatened, endangered, or sensitive (TES) wildlife species that
could potentially occur in those areas identified as not being previously surveyed in the
permitted Biglow Canyon Wind Farm (Figure 1 and 2). This memorandum reports results of
No state or federally protected or sensitive-classified species were
observed. Details of the surveys are as follows. The areas identified were each surveyed twice
in May 2007 following the same methods identified in the 2005 Oregon EFSC Site Certificate
Application for the Biglow Canyon Wind Farm, Sherman County, Oregon. These methods were
previously discussed and approved by the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW).

spring 2007 surveys.

Results of the surveys are as follows.

¢ _Western EcoSystems Technology, Inc. P.O. Box 2095, Walla Walla, WA 99362
Z Phone & Fax: 509.529.7523. WWW.west-inc.com

Table 1. Biglow Canyon Additional Areas Survey — TES Wildlife, May 2007.

Dates )
Area Surveyed General Habitat TES
Presence
A PREVIOUSLY - --
SURVEYED 2006
B May 7 and 15, 2007 Narrow draw surrounded by NU LES
ag fields; degraded with non-
native veg
C May 7, 2007* 100% Wheat NO TES
D May 8 and 15, 2007 Native veg in patches and NO TES
small draws within ag field;
_ Annendad svorith nan 'native o _
C FxevivuoLr -- -
SURVEYED 2005
F May 15 and 17, 2007 | Limited native habitat at Fox NO TES
road and east in Fox Canyon
drainage; degraded

"No second survey conducted due to lack of habitat.
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PGE Biglow Canyon Wind Farm
Technical Memo, TES Results, May 2007

Results of the surveys do not raise additional concems for the project. No raptor nests,
burrowing owls, or shrub-steppe obligate species were located that may have required
construction delays, avoidance, or mitigation. This letter is intended to report completion of the
sensitive wildlife species surveys for all areas of the final layout of the Biglow Canyon Wind
Farm. Please address any questions regarding this report to myself:

Jay D. Jeffrey
WEST, Inc

Office: 509.529.7523
Cell: 509.386.0450
Email

Sincerely,
)

Jay Jeffrey
Research Coordinator/Ecologist

cc: Wally Erickson, WEST
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TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM CH2MHILL

Biglow Canyon Wind Farm - Supplemental Wetlands
and Waters Determination and Rare rlant Habitat
Survey

PREPARED FOR: Rick Tetzloff/ PGE

PREPARED BY: Nichole Coulter, Peggy O'Neill and Joel Shaich/ CH2M HILL
COPIES: Mike Pappalardo/CH2M HILL

DATE: May 24, 2007

Summary

CH2M HILL conducted a wetland and waters determination for the proposed Biglow
Canyon Wind Farm in the summer of 2005. Supplemental determinations were performed
in both the summer and winter of 2006 based on the addition of a collector line in the project
area. Results of previous field work efforts can be found in the original wetland and rare
plant tech memo (July 2006), the EFSC Application (February 2006), and the collection line
and access roads tech memo (December 2006). This memo serves as an amendment to the
three existing reports discussed above.

The purpose of this determination was to investigate additional changes to the December
2006 facilities layout (Site Certificate Amendment 2) and to satisfy the site certificate
Condition 55 criteria of performing a spring survey for rare plant species. CH2M HILL
conducted site visits on May 7 and May 22, 2007 to determine the presence and extent of
wetlands and/ or jurisdictional waters, as defined under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
and the Oregon Removal-Fill Law. Suitable habitat for and presence of federal and state
listed plant species were also investigated. Study Areas A, B, C, D, E and F (Figure 1) were
investigated for the potential presence of federal and/or state listed plant species. Study
Areas C, D and F were also investigated for the presence of potentially jurisdictional
wetlands and/ or waters (Figure 1).

No jurisdictional wetlands were identified within the study areas. One potentially
jurisdictional water was identified at Study Area D. Study Area D includes one intermittent
stream (Drainage D), which is a tributary of the John Day River. Impacts to the potentially
jurisdictional water identified at Drainage — will be avoided as no fill or removal will occur
at this drainage. Study Area F includes one intermittent str (Draini :F), whichis a
tributary of the John Day River. However, the . 2partment of State Lands previously
determined (Appendix B) that this drainage is non-jurisdictional and exempt from state
permit requirements.

PDX/WETLANDS_RARE PLANTS SURVEY MEMO_05_25_07_FIN.DOC 1
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No federal or state listed plant habitat or species were identified within any of the study
areas (A-F).

Methods

Office Review

Prior to conducting the site investigation, the following documents were reviewed:

e U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) Topographic Map, Klondike, Oregon quadrangle (USGS,
1971); Quinton, Oregon quadrangle (USGS, 1976); Rufus, Oregon quadrangle (USGS,
1971); Wasco, Oregon quadrangle (USGS, 1987)

¢ National Wetland Inventory (NWI) Map, Klondike, Oregon quadrangle (USFWS, 1991);
Quinton, Oregon quadrangle (USFWS, 1983); Rufus, Oregon quadrangle (USFWS, 1983);
Wasco, Oregon quadrangle (USFWS, 1988)

¢ Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) Soil Survey of Sherman County, Oregon
(NRCS, 1992)

e Hydric Soils List: Sherman County, Oregon (NRCS, 2000)
¢ Oregon Natural Heritage Information Center (ORNHIC) Species List (April 2007)
e US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) County Species List (March 2007)

e A facilities map provided by PGE Energy (March 2, 2007), indicating the location and
extent of the five survey areas (Figure 1).

Site investigation

The site investigation was performed to complete the following:

e Conduct a preliminary estimate of the area of potentially jurisdictional wetlands and/or
waters within Study Areas C, D and F that may be affected by construction.

e Document occurrence of and/or potential habitat for sensitive plant species within the
vicinity of Study Areas A-F.

Qualified CH2M HILL biologists conducted the site investigations for Study Arr ~ A-E on
May 7, 2007 and fo1 __udy Aree . on May 22, 2007.

Results

Office Review

USGS Topographic Map

The site is located in the Klondike, Quinton, Rufus, and Wasco, Oregon 7.5-minute
quadrangle of the USGS topographic maps. Potentially jurisdictional waters were identified

PDXA NDS_R LANTS SURVEY 0_05_25_07_FIN.DOC 2
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on the USGS map as occurring within Study Area D and F. No jurisdictional wetlands or
waters were identified on the USGS map within Study Area C.

Sherman County Soil Survey

A review of the soil types mapped within Study Areas D and F determined that none are
listed as hydric (Table 1).

TABLE 1

Mapped Soils Study Areas D and F (Sherman County, OR)

Hydric
Soil ID Soil Name Hydric
Inclusions

3D Anderly silt loam, 15 to 35 percent south slopes No No
16D Lickskiliet very stony loam, 7 to 40 percent south slopes No No
31C Wailla Walla silt loam, 7 to 15 percent No No
32D Walla Walla silt loam, 15 to 35 percent north slopes No No
33D Walla Walla silt loam, 15 to 35 percent south slopes No No
36D Wato very fine sandy loam, 15 to 35 percent south slopes No No

PGE Facilities Map (March 2007)

The map provided by PGE indicated potentially jurisdictional waters within the boundary
at Study Area D and F (Figure 1).

Site investigation

The site investigation was conducted on May 7, 2007 at Study Areas A-E. Weather during
the site investigation was warm (~65 F) and sunny, with no precipitation. Study Area F was
investigated on May 22, 2007. Weather was warm (~70 F) and sunny. Representative site
photos are presented in Appendix A.

Wetlands and Waters Survey

No vegetated wetlands were identified within Study Areas C, D or F. Other waters were
present in Study Areas D and F.

Drainage D

to corre e to the study area in which it is located.

Drainage D is an intermittent stream located within Box Canyon in Study Area D and is a
tributary of the John Day River. This drainage is located east of Helm Lane at the
northernmost portion of the project site (Figure 2). Vegetation within the channel included

PDX/WETLANDS_RARE PLANTS SURVEY MEMO_05_25_07_FiN.DOC 3
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species such as cheat grass (Bromus tectorum, NI), bulbous bluegrass (Poa bulbosa, NI), and
Russian thistle (Salsola kali, UPL). There was no flow in the channel during the site visit.
Indicators of hydrology including evidence of flow, bed and banks, eroded soil and exposed
rock were observed at the time of the site investigation. A large box culvert is located at this
drainage, indicating that the channel may receive high flows during the wet months.
(Appendix A, Photos 4 and 5).

Potential temporary impacts to the jurisdictional water identified at Drainage D may occur
during construction of the adjacent turbines (turbines 28-33). Impacts to this potentially
jurisdictional water could be avoided by implementing best management practices (BMPs)
such as silt fencing and other erosion control measures to ensure no fill entered the channel.
If impacts are unavoidable, mitigation for temporary impacts to this resource would be
required by the regulatory agencies.

Drainage F

The potentially jurisdictional channel identified on the USGS map at Study Area F was
verified to be potentially jurisdictional in the field. This channel is identified as Drainage F
to correlate to the study area in which it is located.

Drainage F is an intermittent stream located within Fox Canyon within Study Area F and is
a tributary of the John Day River. This drainage is located south of Helm Lane at the
northern portion of the project site (Figure 3). Vegetation along the channel banks was
primarily cheat grass (Bromus tectorum, NI. There was no flow in the channel during the site
visit. Indicators of regular flow included a scoured unvegetated bed, sediment deposits on
the bed, and eroded banks (Appendix A, Photos 8 and 9).

Rare Plant Habitat Survey

Existing literature and scientific data were reviewed to determine species distribution and
potential for occurrence within Study Areas A-F. The ORNHIC database and USFWS were
consulted for documented and potential occurrences of candidate, proposed, and listed
species.

ORNHIC and USFWS database searches revealed four listed or candidate plant species that
might occur within the study area: Northern wormwood (Artemisia campestris var.
wormskioldii), , Laurence’s milk-vetch (Astragalus collinus var. laurentii), Henderson’s

ricegrass (Achnatherum hendersonii), disappearing monkeyflower (Mimulus evanescens) (Table
2).

POX/ ANDS_RARE PLL RVEY MEMO_05_25_07_FIN.DOC 4
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TABLE 2

Federal and State Listed or Candidate Plant Species Potentially Occurring Within the Study Areas (based on April 2007
ONHIC data)

Common Name Scientific Name Federal State Notes on Habitat Occurrence
Status' Status’

Northern wormwood Artemisia campestnis C LE No suitable habitat
var. wormskioldii

Laurence’s milk-vetch Astragalus collinus  SOC LT No suitable habitat
var. laurentii

Henderson's ricegrass Achnatherum SoOC C No suitable habitat
hendersonii

Disappeanng monkeyflower Mimulus evanescens SOC C No suitable habitat

1 State and Federal Status Definitions

LE—Listed Endangered. Taxa listed by the USFWS or National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) as
Endangered under the Endangered Species Act (ESA), or by the Departments of Agriculture (ODA) and Fish
and Wildlife (ODFW) of the state of Oregon under the Oregon Endangered Species Act of 1987 (OESA).
Endangered taxa are those which are in danger of becoming extinct within the foreseeable future throughout
all or a significant portion of their range.

LT—Listed Threatened. Taxa listed by the above agencies as Threatened; defined as those taxa likely to
become endangered within the foreseeable future.

C—Candidate. Candidate taxa for which NMFS or USFWS have sufficient information to support a proposal to
list under the ESA, or which is a candidate for listing by the ODA under the OESA.

SoC—Species of Concern. Former Category 2 candidates for which additional information is needed in order
to propose as threatened or endangered under the ESA; these species are under review for consideration as
Candidates for listing under the ESA.

Study Area A

This study area is located within Conservation Reserve Program (CRP) land north of Herin
Lane. Vegetation includes species such as cheat grass, cultivated wheat, bluegrass, big
sagebrush (Artemisia tridentate), Russian thistle, common yarrow (Achillea millefolium),
whitlow grass (Draba verna), crested wheatgrass (Agropyron cristatum), rabbitbrush
(Chrysothamnus nauseosus), and blue wildrye (Elymus glaucus) (Appendix A, Photo 1).
Suitable habitat was not identified within the study areas for any of the listed plant species.

Study *--a B

This study area is located west of Oehman Road and south of Herin Lane. Vegetation
includes species such as cheat grass, cultivated wheat, bluegrass, Russian thistle, common
varrow. crested wheatgrass, blue wildrve. common eroundsel (Senecio vulgaris), and

witl © thes ly for any of t
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Study Area C

This study area is located south of Herin Lane and south of the on-going construction for
the substation and O&M facility in a cultivated wheat field. Suitable habitat was not
identified within the study areas for any of the listed plant species (Appendix A, Photo 3).

Study Area D

This study area is located east of Helm Lane at the northernmost portion of the project site.
Vegetation includes species such as cheat grass, bulbous bluegrass, and Russian thistle
(Appendix A, Photos 4 and 5). Suitable habitat was not identified within the study areas for
any of the listed plant species.

Study Area E

This study area is located west of Oehman Road and south of Helm Lane. Vegetation
includes species such as cheat grass, common yarrow, bluegrass, lupine (Lupinus sp.),
crested wheatgrass, yellow salsify (Tragopogon dubius), arrowleaf balsamroot (Balsamorhiza
sagittata), rabbitbrush, fleabane (Erigeron sp.), fiddleneck (Amsinckia spectabilis), and phlox
(Phlox sp.) (Appendix A, Photos 6 and 7). Suitable habitat was not identified within the
study areas for any of the listed plant species.

Study Area F

This study area is located south of Helm Lane at the northern portion of the project site.
Most of the study area is an active wheat field. Drainage F flows between the wheat field
and the road embankment of Helm Lane. Vegetation along the drainage banks and on the
road embankment was primarily cheatgrass (Bromus techtorum) (Appendix A, Photo 8). No
rare plant species or suitable habitat were observed.

Conclusion

An office review of USGS data, NWI and soils maps, and the PGE facilities map identified
two potentially jurisdictional waters within the Study Areas. A field visit performed on May
7, 2007 confirmed Drainage D as a potentially jurisdictional water of the U.S. and the State
of Oregon (see Figure 2-Drainage D). A field visit performed on May 22, 2007 confirmed
Drainage F as a potentially jurisdictional water of the U.S. and the State of Oregon (see
Figure 3-Drainage F).

Impacts to the potentially jurisdictional water identified at Drainage D will be avoided as no
fill or removal will occur at this drainage. Avoiding impact at this drainage obviates the
need for subsequent wetland delineation reports, modifications totl : * ing permit
authorizations, and the submittal of a mitigation and restoration plan to the resource
agencies. Since there are no impacts at Drainage D, there is no need to revise the existing
state and federal permits.

Impacts to the potentially jurisdictional water identified at Drainage F may include
installation of a culvert and fill material for an access road. The Corps of Engineers
previously authorized activities associated with drainage crossings for the Biglow Canyon
Wind Farm Project. A Regional General Permit- Category E was issued on September 26,

POX/WETLANDS_RARE PLANTS SURVEY MEMO_05_25_07_FIN.DOC 6
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2006 (Cor; No: 200500689). Modifications to the existing Corps of Engineers permit is 1
necessary as the activities associated with placing a culvert at this drainage F are covered
under the existii [~ and the threshold of 0.5 acres of impa: ~ to waters of the U.S. will
not be exceeded. Tt 'partment of State ds has previously deter1 * ed (Appendix B)
that this drainage is non-~ sdictional and exempt from state permit requirements.

No jurisdictional wetlands were identified within the study areas. No rare plants or rare
plant habitat were identified within the study areas.
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OREGON DEPARTMENT

OF ENERGY

625 Marion St. NE
Salem, OR 97301-3737
Phone: (503) 378-4040
Toll Free: 1-800-221-8035
FAX: (503) 373-7806
WWWw.oregon.gov/energy

Oregon

Theodore R. Kulongoski, Governor

June 27, 2007

Mr. Rick Tetzloff

" Portland General Electric

121 SW Salmon Street

- Portland OR 97204

Re:  Biglow Canyon Wind Farm
Crane Path

Dear Rick:

We have revieWéd your request, dated June 14, for a Department determination

~under OAR 345-027-0050(5) that a proposed new crane path does not require an

amendment of the site certificate.

The new crane path would extend from the north end of String 10 to Helm Lane.
This would allow moving the crane between Strings 9 and 10 (via Helm Lane and the
access road to String 9) without dismantling the crane. Although there is an access road
that runs west from Turbine 30 to Helm Lane where it parallels String 10, you have
explained that the crane cannot travel the segment of Helm Lane to the north of that
access road (due to topography) :

The crane path track would be approxunately 30 feet wide, and the path would
be approximately 1,416 feet long. It would follow a route that, in part, consists of
existing dirt access road (“jeep trail” on USGS maps). The remainder of the route would -
traverse a field that is currently planted in wheat. The crane path would be used in the .
late summer or fall. If the crane path were used before summer harvest of the wheat,
PGE would compensate the property owner for any crop damage. You have stated that

‘both the landowner and the farmer have no objection to the crane path.

There is a drainage in the area that a CH2M HILL report has identified as a
“potentially jurisdictional water” (Biglow Canyon Wind Farm - S;lppl_emental Wetlands and
Waters Determination and Rare Plant Habitat Survéy, May 24, 2007). The report describes
the drainage as an intermittent stream that is a tributary of the John Day River.
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Jurisdictional status has not been confirmed by the Department of State Lands or the US
Army Corps of Engineers. There was no flow in the drainage channel at the time of the
survey. Although the crane path would cross the drainage, no removal or fill would be
done. Accordingly, a Removal/Fill Permit is not needed. Site certificate Condition 26 -
requires PGE to implement appropr1ate erosion and sedlment control measures to
protect the drainage.

The CH2M HILL survey also investigated the area for the presence of federal or
state-listed rare plants. There were no observations of rare plants or suitable habitat.

In your request, you included a technical memorandum from WEST, Inc.,
regarding a survey of the area for the presence of threatened, endangered and sensitive
wildlife species (TES Wildlife Spring 2007, May 24, 2007). No state or federally-protected
or State Sensitive species were observed in the area of the proposed crane path

You also included a report from Archaeological Investigations Northwest Inc.,
on a survey for cultural resources in the area (A Cultural Resource Survey for the Biglow
Canyon Wind Farm, May 24, 2007). No archaeological or historic resources were
observed in the area, and the area is not considered to have a high probability for
prehistoric resources. Any resources discovered during construction would be subject
to the requirements of Condition 72.

The crane path would increase the area of temporary construction impacts on
habitat. The overall area of impact would be less than one acre. Most of the affected
habitat is Category 6 (0.95 acres) and the remainder is Category 4 shrub-steppe (0.03 -
acres). Mitigation of any adverse impact to the Category 6 area (a wheat field) would be
addressed by PGE in negotiation with the landowner. No vegetation would be removed
in the Category 4 habitat area, and the impact of the crane path is not expected to be
significant. '

In your request, you have also proposed the elimination of a previously-

- approved access road. The road has not been built. The previously-approved road

-would have provided access between Turbines 3 and 4 in String 9 (as shown on Figure 1
of your request). Without this road, there would be no route of access from Turbine 3 to
Turbine 4. Access to Turbines 1, 2 and 3 would be from the north, off Helm Lane, and

* access to Turbines 4, 5 and 6 would be from the south. Turn-arounds approximately 100

feet in diameter would be constructed near Turbines 3 and 4.

The effect of not building the road would be a reduction in the area of permanent
and temporary habitat impact. The net habitat impact of eliminating the road and
adding the turn-arounds would be a reduction of permanent impact by approximately
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1.81 acres. Most of the reduction would be in Category 6 farmland habitat (1.74 acres),
with the remainder in Category 4 grassland (0.07 acres). In addition, there would be a
net reduction in temporary impact to Category 6 habitat (0.43 acres) and Category 4

~ habitat (0.03 acres). These reductions in habitat impact more than offset the new

temporary impact of the proposed crane path.

The Department agrees with your conclusion that the new crane path is
consistent with Council standards. The current site certificate conditions adequately

“address the impacts of the crane path. For the reasons described above, we have

determined that a site certificate amendment proceeding is unnecessary and that you
may use the crane path as proposed in your request. Please include a description of this
change request and our determination in the next semi-annual construction progress
report and in the next annual report required under OAR 345-026-0080. Include in your
report a description of any unanticipated impacts resulting from the use of the crane
path and how those impacts were addressed by PGE.

Sincerely,

| %&w@&

White
Senior Analyst
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