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Copy sent via U.S. Postal Service to:
Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary
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Re:

Docket No. 15035 – Premium Energy Holdings’ Preliminary Permit Application for
the Isabella Pumped Storage Project, FERC [Project No. 15035–000], printed in the
Federal Register /Vol. 85, No. 221 /Monday, November 16, 2020

Dear Ms. Bose:
The undersigned conservation organizations are submitting these comments concerning the
Isabella Pumped Storage Project, FERC Project No. P-15035 (Isabella Project or proposed
project). See also https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2020/11/16/2020-25208/premiumenergy-holdings-llc-notice-of-preliminary-permit-application-accepted-for-filing-and.
We strongly oppose the issuance of this preliminary permit. We have a number of concerns
about the application by Premium Energy Holdings, LLC, particularly with regard to the
potential impact of activities that could be granted under the preliminary permit on sensitive
federal lands, which are eligible for inclusion in the National Wilderness Preservation System,
and which are currently classified as Inventoried Roadless Areas, Wilderness Study Areas, and
eligible Wild and Scenic Rivers. The proposed project would be located on public lands with
highly sensitive resources managed by the U.S. Forest Service (Sequoia National Forest) and the
Bureau of Land Management (BLM), state lands managed by the California Department of Fish
and Wildlife, as well as lands owned by Non-Governmental Organizations and other private
lands.
This ill-conceived project proposes to pump water uphill into an artificial reservoir to store
renewable energy in California wildlands.
The proposed Isabella Project would make use of the existing Isabella Lake reservoir and the
existing Isabella Main Dam and Auxiliary Dam as a lower pool and proposes a new reservoir in
one or more Inventoried Roadless Areas (IRAs) of Sequoia National Forest, in the Greenhorn
Mountains, on the Kern Plateau, or in the Piute Mountains, to serve as upper pool. The proposal
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would fill these reservoirs during the seasonal high flow from the existing Isabella Reservoir
which received flow from Kern River watershed streams.
The proposal would create an upper reservoir by constructing a new dam at one of three
alternative locations (Erskine Creek, Cane Creek, or Fay Creek) with capacities between 19,073
and 34,459 acre-feet, at elevations between 4,500 and 5,960 feet above mean sea level. A tunnel
system of steel penstocks and concrete pressurized tunnels would connect the upper and lower
reservoirs to the powerhouse. The underground powerhouse would include pump-turbine units
with a generation capacity of 2,000 megawatts (MW) located at one of the three alternative
locations and would house transformers chamber adjacent to the powerhouse. The proposal
would use the existing Isabella Reservoir as the lower reservoir, with a storage capacity of
568,000 acre-feet. Finally, the proposal would construct new electrical switchyards and high
voltage transmission lines to tie into the electrical grid at several alternative locations.
The Federal Register specifically states that “[a] preliminary permit does not authorize the permit
holder to perform any land-disturbing activities or otherwise enter upon lands or waters owned
by others without the owners’ express permission.” If licensed, the ultimate construction and
operation of the project would likely violate the existing federal law, regulation, standards, and
guidelines that provide for the protective management of these sensitive public lands, and
particularly the areas that are eligible for Wilderness protection as Inventoried Roadless Areas or
Wilderness Study Area. The magnificent and scenic lands in Kern County are the basis of the
region’s tourism and outdoor recreation economy, and there are serious public concerns about a
project that could harm the natural and recreational resources so essential to that economy.
Water Resource Shortages in California Will Be Significantly Impacted
In addition, the extreme water shortages across California, made more severe by recent
prolonged droughts and climate change, make the proposal to use so many tens of thousands of
acre-feet of water for energy storage highly questionable. As our agricultural water needs
continue to grow, water basins like the Kern become over-drafted and state groundwater plans
are stretched to the limit. Existing dams on reservoirs are proposed to be raised to increase water
supplies for agriculture and new reservoirs are proposed at the same time that California’s runoff
from snowmelt is becoming increasing erratic, unpredictable, and potentially lower with climate
change. The Isabella Project’s proposal to use so much valuable water for energy storage is
incompatible with these competing water demands in an arid region such as southern California.
Water resources are in critically short supply across California. Plans for increasing agriculturaluse waters in San Luis Reservoir in the San Joaquin valley edge are underway, 1 as well as the
controversial proposed Shasta Dam raising project on the northern edge of the Central Valley
region. 2 New reservoirs for agricultural water usage are in planning stages as well, such as the
proposed Sites Reservoir in northern California, 3 and the proposed Del Puerto Canyon
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https://www.usbr.gov/newsroom/newsrelease/detail.cfm?RecordID=73366
https://www.usbr.gov/newsroom/newsrelease/detail.cfm?RecordID=73146
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https://www.usbr.gov/newsroom/newsrelease/detail.cfm?RecordID=73325
2

2

Reservoir. 4 There is simply no additional water availability in California for energy water
storage projects that compete with agricultural uses, water for wildlife refuges and waterfowl,
critically low anadromous fish populations, and at-risk wetland and riparian species habitat.
Finally, FERC should also consider the adverse effects on the aquifer, seepage from the new
reservoirs, and the potential that remediation for water quality impacts may be necessary.
Impacts to Federally Threatened and Endangered Species Would Be Significant
The Kern River and its tributaries support rare extensive riparian habitat for the federally
threatened Western Yellow-billed cuckoo (Coccyzus americanus), federally endangered Least
Bell’s vireo (Vireo bellii pusillus), federally endangered Southwestern willow flycatcher
(Empidonax trailii extimus), and other imperiled species. Dams constructed for energy storage
reservoirs in the watershed could significantly impact water input to the river and associated
riparian habitats. The Cane Creek alternative would further imperil the endangered Pacific fisher
(Pekania pennanti).
Tunneling could adversely affect groundwater flows that feed the Kern River. In addition, the
preliminary permit fails to mention the proposed location for the disposal of tunneling debris.
Impacts to Potential Wilderness/Inventoried Roadless Areas on the Sequoia National
Forest Would Be Significant
The construction of the proposed Fay and Cane Reservoirs would have significant effects on two
inventoried roadless areas (IRAs), both of which are proposed for Wilderness in several
alternatives in the Sequoia National Forest Land and Resources Management Plan (LRMP).
The proposed Cane Reservoir would be located in the Chico Inventoried Roadless Area (IRA),
which is protected from road construction under the Roadless Area Conservation Rule. See 36
C.F.R. § 294.11. Because road construction is necessary to construct the dam and service the
proposed project, the proposed reservoir could not be located within the Chico IRA. Moreover,
the Roadless Rule also prohibits the cutting or removal of trees unless it “will maintain or
improve one or more of the roadless area characteristics as defined in § 294.11.” 36 C.F.R. §
294.13. Because the purpose of the reservoir is not to maintain or improve the area’s roadless
characteristics, the necessary tree cutting and removal to construct the Cane dam and reservoir
would be prohibited. Also, the Sequoia LRMP has recommended the area where the Cane
Reservoir is proposed to be constructed as Wilderness in Alternatives C and E. See LRMP
RDEIS, Appx. B-74-75 (Ex. A, attached). Because a dam and reservoir would have significant
impact on potential Wilderness values and make the area ineligible for future Wilderness
designation, a reservoir could not be located within this area.
The proposed Fay Reservoir is located in the Cannell and/or Domeland Addition IRAs, which
are protected from road construction under the Roadless Area Conservation Rule. See 36 C.F.R.
§ 294.11. Because road construction is necessary to construct the dam and service the proposed
4
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project, the proposed reservoir could not be located within the Cannell and/or Domeland
Additions IRA. Moreover, the Roadless Rule also prohibits the cutting or removal of trees
unless it “will maintain or improve one or more of the roadless area characteristics as defined in
§ 294.11.” 36 C.F.R. § 294.13. Because the purpose of the reservoir is not to maintain or
improve the area’s roadless characteristics, the necessary tree cutting and removal to construct
the Fay dam and reservoir would be prohibited. Also, the Sequoia LRMP has recommended the
area where the Fay Reservoir is proposed to be constructed as Wilderness in Alternatives C. See
LRMP RDEIS, Appx. B-68 (Ex. B, attached). Because a dam and reservoir would have
significant impact on potential Wilderness values and make the area ineligible for future
Wilderness designation, a reservoir could not be located within this area.
Finally, the same applies to portions of the Erskine reservoir, which would partially be located in
the Woolstaff IRA in the Piute Mountains. Any new road construction or tree cutting and
removal would be prohibited in areas of the IRA on the fringes of the proposed reservoir. See 36
C.F.R. § 294.11 & 294.13.
Impacts to BLM Wilderness Study Areas and Areas of Critical Environmental Concern
Would Be Significant
Cyrus Canyon Area of Critical Environmental Concern
The tunnel supporting the Fay Reservoir would traverse the Cyrus Canyon Area of Critical
Environmental Concern (ACEC) administered by the U.S Bureau of Land Management.
ACEC designations highlight areas where special management attention is needed to protect
important historical, cultural, and scenic values, or fish and wildlife or other natural resources.
This 4,299 acre Cyrus Canyon ACEC was established to protect the natural and cultural values
unique to this area (see figure below).
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BLM’s Piute Cypress ISA Wilderness Study Area and Erskine Creek Area of Critical Concern
The Piute Cypress area was designated under section 603(a) of the 1976 Federal Land Policy and
Management Act (FLPMA) (see figure below). Section 603(a) directed the Secretary of the
Interior to identify areas of BLM land that have wilderness characteristics and to ascertain the
suitability or non-suitability of the areas for inclusion in the wilderness system. Only the
Congress may release the areas identified under section 603 from wilderness consideration.
The BLM’s Erskine Creek ACEC (see figure below) overlaps the Piute Cypress ISA WSA on
the eastern side and encompasses most of Erskine Creek.
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The tunnel supporting the Erskine Reservoir would traverse both the Erskine Creek ACEC and
the Piute Cypress ISA Wilderness Study Area. The location of tunneling would be prohibited by
law and regulation in these areas.
Impacts to Eligible Wild and Scenic River Segments Would Be Significant
The South and Middle Forks of Erskine Creek are both eligible as Wild and Scenic Rivers
(WSR) with designations of “wild” and “scenic,” respectively, and their confluence is located
directly in the center of the proposed Erskine Reservoir. See Sequoia LRMP RDEIS, Vol. 2
Appendices, Map C-10: Sequoia National Forest Wild and Scenic River Evaluation Map H (see
below). The confluence area for these segments is in lower portions of these eligible WSR
portions. Id. Proposals that could damage or diminish an eligible or suitable river must be
scrutinized by the federal land managers involved. The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act requires
managers to either reject such proposals or require modifications to them in order to maintain
recognized rivers values. Because inundation of these rivers could not “maintain” the rivers’
values, law prohibits the inundation.
The Middle Fork Erskine Creek is eligible because botany, geology, and wildlife population and
habitat are outstandingly remarkable values. Id., Appx. C-82. The South Fork Erskine Creek is
eligible because botany, geology, and wildlife population and habitat are outstandingly
remarkable values. Id., Appx. C-105. These values would be significantly affected by inundation
of the confluence area where the Middle and South Forks meet, and a reservoir would eliminate
the eligibility of these river segments at those locations and would therefore not be permitted
under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.
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The Proposal Must Address Climate Change Impacts
The proposal must consider and analyze the expected greenhouse gas emissions from the
proposed pumped-storage reservoir. This includes methane from decomposing organics, of the
new project vs. avoided emissions from the fossil fuel infrastructure it replaces before
concluding it was actually emitting less GHG than it would use.
The analysis must also consider the emissions required to complete a tunneling project as well as
the method and process and location to where the materials/rock, gravel, and sand would have to
be disbursed and how much energy of what type (fossil fuels) and acreage for equipment and
staging would be required to complete operations as well as the impacts to hydrologic function
of the area.
These pumped-hydro energy storage projects appear to use a great amount of cement and
concrete in the construction phase. The life cycle emissions of waterproof roller compacted
concrete proposed to be used to construct the upper reservoir dam, tunnels lined with concrete,
and powerhouse cavern concrete must be considered, as concrete manufacture is a very high
emissions industry.
Extreme droughts across California and the Western U.S. may be increasing in regularity and
severity with climate change. The region of the southern Sierra Nevada where the proposed
Isabella Pumped Storage Project dams and reservoirs are being considered is currently in drought
phase. The applicant should be aware that water to fill these proposed reservoirs may be in ever
shorter supply.

Drought conditions on
December 31, 2020. Source:
https://www.usbr.gov/newsroo
m/newsrelease/detail.cfm?Rec
ordID=73146
(Legend on next page)
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The Potentially Adverse Impacts to Human Communities and Socioeconomics Would be
Significant and Could be Extreme
Impacts to the communities of Kernville, Weldon, Lake Isabella, and Wofford Heights could be
extreme if the dams overflow or the dams burst. Overflow spillways of any new dams on upper
reservoirs should be detailed. Will underground surge tanks be installed in tunnels to
accommodate flood events and not overwhelm the system and threaten downstream
communities?
Seismic studies should be detailed for all underground tunnels.
Any new dams, reservoirs, and flooded habitats on lands above human communities would be
immediately harmful to wildlife species and could eventually be threatening to the human
communities below.
Creating dams above communities would bring the risk of catastrophic dam failure, and residents
would be required not only to buy increasingly unaffordable fire insurance but also to buy
FEMA mandated flood insurance because the homes would be in a human-created flood zone.
There will be no benefit to the environment or to those who would have to endure the immediate
and long-term impacts of the projects.
Project Efficiency Is Low
Capacity factor 5 is the ratio between what an energy generation unit is capable of generating at
maximum output versus the unit's actual generation output over a period of time. The project
proponent admits in its “First Amendment of the Application” letter to FERC dated August 25,
2020, written “to address the deficiencies identified in Schedules A and B on FERC’s letter dated
August 3, 2020,” that the capacity factor of the proposed pumped hydro storage project would
only be 40%. Thus the project rated at 2,000 MW actually has a capacity factor of only 800 MW,
barely enough to balance the grid and provide energy storage for more than a one to three utilityscale solar projects currently operating in the California and Nevada deserts. Upon build-out the
dozens to hundreds more solar projects proposed for public lands at 100-900 rated MW, such
inefficient, costly, and impactful energy storage projects like Isabella Pumped Storage Project
will not help balance the grid or store much energy capacity in reality. The huge impacts to
natural resources, greenhouse gas emission, and human communities are not worth the relatively
small storage capacity.
5
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If the U.S. Department of Energy or any other agency, has $2.3 billion to incentivize the
construction of an energy storage project and offered to cover 70 percent of the project's cost of
$3 billion for this Isabella Pumped-Storage Project, as purported by the Bakersfield Californian, 6
those taxpayer dollars should, instead, be applied to a Distributed Generation Renewable Energy
Alternative, like rooftop solar and home battery storage systems that do not cause impacts to
IRAs, Wilderness and Wilderness Study Areas, eligible Wild and Scenic Rivers, Areas of
Critical Environmental Concern, wildlife habitats, pristine creeks, down-stream aquatic species,
the hydrologic function of the soil, and to down-stream communities.
Proponents also state in the Bakersfield Californian article that, “[m]embrane would be installed
beneath the water's downward flow to reduce water loss to percolation.” Any new dams,
reservoirs, and flooded habitats on lands above human communities would be immediately
harmful to wildlife and plant species in the reservoir inundation zone, could remove 100 percent
of the flow from the stream below the dam and reservoir, which would kill aquatic species, and
could eventually be threatening to the human communities below the dam should the dam fail.
What will happen to the natural water flow, water percolation into the aquifer, natural hydrologic
function of the watershed, and down-stream sediment transfer in the natural stream bed in the
wildland areas of Sequoia National Forest during construction and after this project is
completed? How many years will it take to pay for the manpower, energy and time expended,
and fossil fuels consumed and CO2 produced and methane released into the atmosphere over a
period of perhaps five years, just to construct this inefficient, massive dam, reservoir, tunneling
system? These analyses and calculations need to be disclosed up front.
The ‘so-called’ closed loop system would bring water from the highly polluted Isabella
Reservoir and could introduce pathogens, non-native aquatic species, and cyanobacteria to
pristine streams. Despite its claim that the project would add to California’s need for power, we
believe this would be not only harmful, but also expensive in many ways for the taxpayer.
FERC Must Explore Distributed Generation Renewable Energy Alternatives to Avoid
Significant Impacts from the Proposed Reservoirs
The project is proposed to interconnect with the existing Southern California Edison (SCE) or
Pacific Gas and Electric (PG&E) transmission grid to provide energy storage to intermittent
renewable resources such as large-scale solar and wind projects. The project proponent admits
that existing transmission lines would need to be upgraded or to construct new 500 kilovolt
transmission lines. Upgrading of existing transmission lines, as well as development of new
high-voltage transmission infrastructure to connect large-scale renewable solar and wind projects
to this pumped-hydro storage project is not the direction California should be heading toward, as
utility transmission lines crossing wildlands have ignited numerous expensive and deadly
wildfires. Better renewable energy alternatives should be considered, including Distributed
Energy Resources that maximize energy conservation, energy efficiency, and local microgrids
serving rooftop solar systems paired with local residential and commercial battery storage
systems.
6

Large energy storage project would create new reservoir above Isabella Lake - Dec 29, 2020
https://www.bakersfield.com/news/large-energy-storage-project-would-create-new-reservoir-above-isabellalake/article_a79ff7ee-4955-11eb-a6d5-5b06b053bb14.html
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The Project Would Not Comply with the Sequoia National Forest Land and Resources
Management Plan (LRMP)
Currently undergoing revision, the Sequoia National Forest LRMP includes extensive
management direction applicable to the public lands in the southern Sierra Nevada that would
likely not allow the construction of the upper dams and reservoirs. Moreover, new above-ground
utility rights of way and major utility corridors are not suitable in the Sequoia National Forest.
Water Resources: This includes (but is not limited to) direction to minimize the effects of stream
diversions and other flow modification and determine and recommend in-stream flows to
maintain and enhance habitat conditions for native aquatic species, maintain and restore riparian
resources, channel integrity, and aquatic passage.
Scenery: The Forest Plan also includes direction to maintain scenic character for high-quality
viewing experiences. The public lands where the proposed dams/reservoirs are located have very
high and high scenic integrity objectives in the plan. The proposed dams and reservoirs are
incompatible with this management direction.
The proposal would also likely cause night-time light pollution to visual resources during
construction and operations, as well as dust and air quality impacts.
Tunnels that transport water often require above ground vents and surge chambers. The aboveground portion of the surge chamber for the Castaic pumped storage plant in southern California,
which rises 160 feet above the ground and is 120 feet in diameter, is visible for miles. If this is
the case with this project, some of these vents/chambers may be visible from the Domeland,
Kiavah, and Owens Peak Wilderness areas, which would adversely affect the high scenic
integrity required for those areas.
Heritage Resources: The Forest Plan also includes direction regarding heritage and cultural
resources as well as their protection. Most areas of the Sequoia National Forest contain
countless archeological and other heritage sites, especially along waterways where the reservoirs
are proposed, and the construction of dams and inundation of these sites would represent a
permanent loss of these resources.
The forest has at least a span of 9,000 years of human occupation and use. People arrived in
California more than 13,000 years ago (Johnson et al. 2002). The exact date of Native American
arrival is unknown. Occupation of the lower southern Sierra Nevada foothills began prior to
9,000 years ago and would have been limited in many locations due to high-elevation glaciation.
Heritage surveys have identified a total of 2,836 sites in the Sequoia National Forest, and it is
likely that the reservoir locations include several of these identified sites.
The Tübatulabal and Kawaiisu tribes have continuously occupied the region for over 3,000 years
and countless sacred sites would be disturbed or destroyed by this project.
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Impacts to rare, sensitive, and listed species
Erskine Creek has a population of state threatened and under federal review, Kern Canyon
slender salamander (Batrachoseps simatus). It also has a population of rare Kern River rainbow
trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss gilberti), which CalTrout expects will be extinct within 50-years
unless their habitat is protected. Erskine Creek is also home to the sensitive yellow-blotched
salamander (Ensatina eschscholtzii croceater) and coast horned lizard (Phrynosoma blainvillii).
Erskine Creek watershed has a population of Forest Service sensitive, Southern California
legless lizard (Anniella stebbinsi). Erskine Creek is within the range of nesting sensitive;
northern harrier (Circus hudsonius), white-tailed kite (Elanus leucurus), and American peregrine
falcon (Falco peregrinus anatum).
Sensitive and rare plants in footprint of Erskine dam and tunnel
Sylvan scorzonella
Microseris sylvatica
Piute mtns. jewel flower Streptanthus cordatus var. piutensis
Piute cypress
Hesperocyparis nevadensis
Cuyamaca cypress
Hesperocyparis stephensonii
Kern county milk vetch
Astragalus subvestitus
Kern canyon clarkia
Clarkia xantiana ssp. parviflora
Great basin eriastrum
Eriastrum sparsiflorum
Tracy's eriastrum
Eriastrum tracyi
Inland gilia
Gilia interior
Panamint mtns.
Eriogonum microthecum var.
buckwheat
panamintense
California androsace
Androsace elongata ssp. acuta
Kern county larkspur
Delphinium purpusii
Bluish spike moss
Selaginella asprella
Cane Creek is within the range of the endangered southern Sierra Nevada population of Pacific
fisher (Pekania pennanti). Cane Creek has populations of Forest Service sensitive Fairview
slender salamander; (Batrachoseps bramei), and Greenhorn slender salamander (Batrachoseps
altasierrae. Cane Creek is within the range of the Species of Special Concern; Mount Pinos
sooty grouse (Dendragapus fuliginosus howardi), northern goshawk (Accipiter gentilis), golden
eagle (Aquila chrysaetos), prairie falcon (Falco mexicanus), flammulated owl (Psiloscops
flammeolus), California spotted owl (Strix occidentalis occidentalis), and red-breasted sapsucker
(Sphyrapicus ruber).
Sensitive and rare plants in footprint of Cane dam and tunnel
Fragile pygmy daisy
Pentachaeta fragilis
Oak leaved nemophila
Nemophila parviflora var. quercifolia
Chaparral popcornflower Plagiobothrys torreyi var. perplexans
Piute cypress
Hesperocyparis nevadensis
Cuyamaca cypress
Hesperocyparis stephensonii

11

Kern county larkspur
Bluish spike moss

Delphinium purpusii
Selaginella asprella

Fay Creek is within the range for both the endangered Mountain yellow-legged frog (Rana
muscosa) and the sensitive foothill yellow-legged frog (Rana boylii) and Kern Plateau slender
salamanders (Batrachoseps robustus), which are under federal review for listing as a threatened
or endangered species. Fay Creek is also the historic home to California golden trout
(Oncorhynchus mykiss aguabonita). The Fay Creek watershed is home to the critically imperiled
Southern Sierra legless lizard (Anniella campi). Fay Creek is within the range of the Species of
Special Concern; northern goshawk (Accipiter gentilis), golden eagle (Aquila chrysaetos), prairie
falcon (Falco mexicanus), flammulated owl (Psiloscops flammeolus), black swift (Cypseloides
niger), red-breasted sapsucker (Sphyrapicus ruber), and western white-tailed jackrabbit (Lepus
townsendii townsendii).
Sensitive and rare plants in footprint of Fay dam and tunnel
Kern county evening primrose
Camissonia kernensis ssp. kernensis
Pygmy poppy
Canbya candida
Muir's tarplant
Carlquistia muirii
Kern ceanothus
Ceanothus pinetorum
Alpine dusty maidens
Chaenactis douglasii var. alpina
Short bracted bird's beak
Cordylanthus rigidus ssp. brevibracteatus
Tulare cryptantha
Cryptantha incana
Mojave tarplant
Deinandra mohavensis
Limestone dudleya
Dudleya abramsii ssp. calcicola
Great basin eriastrum
Eriastrum sparsiflorum
Tracy's eriastrum
Eriastrum tracyi
The needles buckwheat
Eriogonum breedlovei var. shevockii
Tulare county buckwheat
Eriogonum polypodum
Kelso Creek monkeyflower
Erythranthe shevockii
Kern frasera
Frasera tubulosa
Greenhorn fritillary
Fritillaria brandegeei
Pine woods fritillary
Fritillaria pinetorum
Onyx peak bedstraw
Galium angustifolium ssp. onycense
Inland gilia
Gilia interior
Field ivesia
Ivesia campestris
Yosemite lewisia
Lewisia disepala
Quincy lupine
Lupinus dalesiae
Crowned muilla
Muilla coronata
Twisselmann's nemacladus
Nemacladus twisselmannii
Transverse range phacelia
Phacelia exilis
Mojave phacelia
Phacelia mohavensis
Nine mile canyon phacelia
Phacelia novenmillensis
Bare campion
Silene aperta
Mason neststraw
Stylocline masonii
Grey leaved violet
Viola pinetorum ssp. grisea
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The region of all of the alternatives have multiple species of shoulderband (Helminthoglypta sp.)
that are critically imperiled. The Kern River pyrg (Pyrgulopsis greggi) is also critically imperiled
and its habitat must be avoided. The region also is home to the sensitive Sierra night lizard
(Xantusia vigilis sierra), oak titmouse (Baeolophus inornatus), and Lawrence’s goldfinch
(Spinus lawrencei).
The region is expected to have many more species of concern, but the short window of time did
not allow for an extensive review of all species. We believe no action should be taken as all
alternatives will cause extirpations and possible extinctions of several species.
We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this controversial project.
For Sequoia ForestKeeper, Western Watersheds Project, the Kern-Kaweah Chapter of the Sierra
Club, and Basin and Range Watch,
Sincerely,

René Voss – Attorney at Law

Alison Sheehey
Programs Director
Sequoia ForestKeeper®
alison@sequoiaforestkeeper.org

Ara Marderosian
Conservation Chair
Kern-Kaweah Chapter, Sierra Club
ara.marderosian@kernkaweah.sierraclub.org
www.sierraclub.org/kern-kaweah
P.O. Box 988
Weldon, CA93283

Laura Cunningham – California Director
Western Watersheds Project
Cima CA 92323
Mailing: PO Box 70
Beatty NV 89003
(775) 513-1280
lcunningham@westernwatersheds.org

Kevin Emmerich – CoFounder
Basin and Range Watch
PO Box 70
Beatty NV 89003
emailbasinandrange@gmail.com
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Appendix B. Wilderness Recommendation Process

Exhibit A - 1 of 2

Map B-27. Stormy Canyon area analyzed as recommended wilderness in alternative C

Revised Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Revision of the Sequoia and Sierra National Forests Land Management Plans – Vol 2
B-74

Appendix B. Wilderness Recommendation Process

Exhibit A - 2 of 2

Map B-28. Stormy Canyon area analyzed as recommended wilderness in alternative E

Revised Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Revision of the Sequoia and Sierra National Forests Land Management Plans – Vol 2
B-75

Appendix B. Wilderness Recommendation Process

Exhibit B - 1 of 1

Map B-25. Domeland Wilderness Addition (South) areas analyzed as recommended wilderness in
alternative C

Revised Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Revision of the Sequoia and Sierra National Forests Land Management Plans – Vol 2
B-68

