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No comments on the White Pine Energy Station DEIS were delineated for the part of the 
letter shown on the facing page. 
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No comments on the White Pine Energy Station DEIS were delineated for the part of the 
letter shown on the facing page. 
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I20-1 It is not clear what the commenter means by the brown cloud. Emissions from modern power plant 
stacks are usually imperceptible to the naked eye, unless, as in the winter, when the water vapor 
condenses when leaving the stacks and it appears as a white cloud (steam). 
Predicted visibility impacts of the proposed project are disclosed and discussed in FEIS 
Sections 4.6.1.3.8 Class I Area Dispersion Modeling Results, 4.19.3.6.1, Air Quality, and Appendix L, 
Cumulative Analysis for Air Quality. 

I20-2 Additional information regarding climate change has been added to this FEIS. Section 3.6.1.1.12, 
Climate Change, has been revised and moved to new Section 3.6.2 to include a broad discussion of the 
currently observed impacts to resources associated with climate change. Section 4.6.2, Climate Change, 
has been added to this FEIS to describe projected future changes in climate, along with discussions of 
the various factors thought to influence climate. Section 4.19.3.6.1, Air Quality, has been revised to 
discuss the potential incremental cumulative impacts of emission sources on climate change. Finally, 
Appendix M, Understanding and Evaluating Climate Change has been added to this FEIS. 

I20-3 The DEIS and this FEIS assess potential ground water level declines in existing permitted wells in 
Section 4.4.1.4 for the Proposed Action and Section 4.4.3.4 for Alternative 1. Based on the results of an 
analysis of potential water level decline (drawdown) for the Proposed Action (see Section 4.4.1.4), 
five pumping permits are located in areas where ground water levels would be lowered within 
Steptoe Valley by between approximately 4 and 8 feet as a result of Station pumping. The only 
permits that would be affected by more than 8 feet are those associated with the production wells for 
the Proposed Action. These results represent the extreme case of 40 years of continuous pumping 
from all eight production wells at the constant rate of 387 gallons per minute per well. This rate 
corresponds to the maximum annual water demand of 5,000 acre-feet by the Proposed Action power 
plant and assumes the instantaneous and continuous requirement of this amount of water over a 
40-year period. Under Alternative 1 (see Section 4.4.3.4), pumping ground water from the basin-fill 
aquifers in Steptoe Valley to meet the Station demand for water would result in ground water level 
declines of between 2 and 4 feet in the vicinity of two locations where other users have permits to 
pump ground water. Ground water level declines of 4 feet are not considered to represent a 
substantial adverse impact. These levels of drawdown for the Proposed Action and Alternative 1 are 
not expected to require the deepening of any existing wells. 
In addition, Appendix G, Ground Water Monitoring Program, in this FEIS outlines the components of the 
proposed ground water monitoring and mitigation program (subject to approval by the Nevada State 
Engineer) that would be implemented under either the Proposed Action or Alternative 1. This program has 
been included as a component of the proposed project in Chapter 2 of this FEIS and has been augmented from 
that presented in the DEIS to include more information on the location of monitoring wells, spring monitoring 
locations, monitoring frequency, and contingency actions in the event that the discharge from known springs 
may experience a potentially adverse reduction as a direct response to continued pumping and it is 
determined that the production well is the actual cause of that potential impact or contamination associated 
with WPEA activities is anticipated above applicable water quality standards. The ground water monitoring 
program includes potential corrective or mitigative actions that WPEA is committed to follow in the event 
impacts to ground water resources and existing water users are anticipated as a result of WPEA activities. 

I20-4 The waste stream to be disposed onsite is a non-hazardous solid waste. Onsite solid waste disposal 
facilities for coal combustion byproducts and other material will be regulated under a Class III 
industrial solid waste permit as required by the NDEP. The solid waste disposal facility at the White 
Pine Energy Station will be equipped with a synthetic liner and will utilize a ground water monitoring 
program to minimize the potential for any environmental impacts associated with storage of the waste. 

I20-5 Temporary onsite housing and in-town housing would be provided for all of the employees, and thus for 
many more than the 200 employees referred to in this comment. In-town housing would be built for up 
to 300 workers with families, and as described further in Chapter 2 of the DEIS and this FEIS (see 
Section 2.2.4.2.1, Construction Worker Housing, additional housing would be provided onsite for a total of 
1,000 workers that do not bring their families with them. 
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No comments on the White Pine Energy Station DEIS were delineated for the part of the 
letter shown on the facing page. 
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I21-1 The 20 percent renewable portfolio standard is applicable to utilities regulated by the Public Utilities 

Commission of Nevada. WPEA is an independent power producer (not a regulated public utility); 
therefore, the 20 percent renewable mandate is not applicable. Renewable clean energy alternatives 
such as solar, wind, geothermal, and hydroelectric, were considered in the analysis of alternatives to 
the use of pulverized coal for the proposed project (see FEIS Section 2.5). In brief, the potential 
renewable energy sources are not capable of meeting the purpose and need for the proposed project 
and are therefore not considered reasonable alternatives. See the response to Comment G1-28 for 
additional discussion. 

I21-2 Additional details have been added to this FEIS to provide further information regarding cumulative 
air impacts. See FEIS Section 4.19.3.6.1 and Appendix L, Cumulative Analysis for Air Quality. These 
sections consider air emissions from multiple sources in the region, including the six existing and 
proposed power plants (including White Pine energy Station, EEC, Toquop, Newmont, IPP3, and 
Nevco- Sevier). 

I21-3 Predicted locomotive emissions from Wyoming’s Powder River Basin to Shafter, Nevada, have been 
included in Table 4.6-5 of this FEIS. The emissions have been updated to reflect the latest information 
and are discussed in Section 4.6.1.3.3, Magnitude of Emissions During Operation, of this FEIS. 

I21-4 See the response to Comment G1-8 regarding greenhouse gases. For sulfur and nitrogen deposition, 
see the responses to Comments F1-34, F2-5, and F3-7. 
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I21-5 The potential effects of project-related solid wastes on the environment were evaluated and results 
summarized in Section 4.12, Wastes, Hazardous and Solid, in the DEIS and this FEIS. Section 2.2.3.1.3, 
Solid Waste Disposal, of the DEIS and this FEIS describes the design, construction, and management of 
the onsite solid waste disposal facility to comply with all applicable federal and state regulations to 
prevent the release of contaminants and protect the environment. Sixteen Best Management Practices 
(Appendix C), contained in the Hazardous Material Storage, Handling, and Disposal and Safety 
Measures Section provide detail on these environmental protection measures. Table 3.12-1 in the 
DEIS and this FEIS identifies applicable federal regulations and/or the administering agencies for the 
management of hazardous materials. Locally, White Pine County’s 2006 Solid Waste Landfill 
Management Plan has been approved by the Nevada Division of Environmental Protection and 
considers the proposed White Pine Energy Station. Also see the response to Comment G2-60. 

I21-6 Water on the White Pine Energy Station power plant site would be managed under two different 
NDEP permits to comply with all regulations and requirements promulgated under the Clean Water 
Act. Surface water, storm water runoff, and wastewater from the power plant site that has been 
collected after coming in contact with potential pollution sources (for example, coal piles and active 
solid waste disposal facility cells) would be routed and stored in the plant’s onsite zero-discharge 
evaporation pond in accordance with applicable federal and state regulations (see Section 2.2.3.1.3, 
Solid Waste Disposal, of the DEIS and Section 2.2.3.1.4 of this FEIS). Additionally, see the response to 
Comment G2-27. 

I21-7 No contamination and no direct or indirect impacts to surface or ground water quality are anticipated 
under the Proposed Action or Alternative 1. No cumulative surface water or ground water quality 
impacts are anticipated to occur. See the responses to Comments I20-4, I21-5, and I21-6. 

I21-8 Section 4.12.3.2, NNR, of the DEIS and this FEIS describes the potential for an accidental spill along 
the NNR corridor (estimated to be low) and the potential for resultant impacts to wildlife (estimated 
to be unlikely). The analysis notes, however, that if an accidental spill were to occur in 
wetland/riparian areas along the corridor (for example, along Duck Creek), site remediation would 
be critical in keeping adverse impacts short-term in duration and re-establishing riparian and 
wetland areas. 
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No comments on the White Pine Energy Station DEIS were delineated for the part of the 
letter shown on the facing page. 
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No comments on the White Pine Energy Station DEIS were delineated for the part of the 
letter shown on the facing page. 
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No comments on the White Pine Energy Station DEIS were delineated for the letter shown 
on the facing page. 
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No comments on the White Pine Energy Station DEIS were delineated for the letter shown 
on the facing page. 
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I25-1 Section 4.17, Socioeconomics, of the DEIS and this FEIS assesses both the positive and negative 
socioeconomic impacts that would be associated with the proposed White Pine Energy Station. Potential 
adverse effects on tourism in White Pine County were considered during the project construction phase 
and in designing the project to avoid or minimize the potential for such impacts. For example, a 
substantial amount of worker housing was included in the project description in Chapter 2 of the DEIS 
and this FEIS to, in part, help avoid and minimize adverse effects on tourism that could occur if a large 
number of local motel rooms were used by project construction workers and would thus not be available 
for tourists. 

A number of potentially adverse socioeconomic effects were assessed in Section 4.17 of the DEIS and 
this FEIS, and many of these involve issues that affect the quality of life of local residents in Ely and 
McGill. For example, a potential increase in crime during project construction was assessed as were 
related effects on the sheriff’s department, and Best Management Practices (BMPs) were developed to 
help minimize the risk of crime and to expand existing jail capacity. Other quality of life issues 
addressed in the socioeconomics analysis include potential increases in local traffic volumes during 
construction and the need for traffic control measures, potential reductions in the quality of 
emergency services provided to local residents, and potential effects on schools and social services. 
The project’s BMPs related to these issues were designed to help minimize adverse impacts to the 
quality of life of local residents. In addition, the major new tax revenues associated with the project 
should allow White Pine County to improve both the quality and quantity of a number of different 
types of public services, thus improving the quality of life of residents that use these services. 
Potential project effects that could affect the quality of life of local residents also were assessed in the 
air quality, visual resources, recreation, and transportation sections of the DEIS and this FEIS.  

Potential effects directly or indirectly related to public health resulting from the Proposed Action and 
Alternative 1 are addressed in various sections of the DEIS and this FEIS, including Section 4.3, 
Surface Water Resources, Section 4.4, Ground Water Resources, Section 4.6, Air Quality and Noise, 
Section 4.12, Wastes, Hazardous and Solid, and Section 4.14, Environmental Justice. Federal, state, and 
local laws and regulations governing air quality, water quality, and the storage of hazardous and 
solid wastes are designed to protect human and biological health. Air quality emissions from the 
proposed power plant must comply with State of Nevada laws, regulations, and permit 
requirements, which are below thresholds that would result in adverse impacts to humans, domestic 
animals, and wildlife. Similarly, storage requirements for ponded water and hazardous and solid 
wastes are designed to prevent the release of foreign materials and thus maintain conditions below 
thresholds that would result in adverse impacts to human and biological health. For the these 
reasons, no adverse health effects in humans or animals or other public health threats are expected to 
result from the construction and operation of the White Pine Energy Station. 

I25-2 Coal fly ash would be stored in the onsite solid waste disposal facility, which is described in detail in 
Section 2.2.3.1.3, Solid Waste Disposal, of the DEIS and Section 2.2.3.1.4 of this FEIS. As required by the 
air permit for the White Pine Energy Station, inactive areas of the solid waste disposal facility would 
be controlled by surface sealants (crusting agents), and active areas of the solid waste disposal facility 
would be controlled by water sprays. As individual sections (or “cells”) of the solid waste disposal 
facility reach maximum capacity, they would be covered with soil and reclaimed to natural 
vegetation. Therefore, air emissions associated with the solid waste disposal facility would be 
minimized. Additionally, the air dispersion modeling results presented in Section 4.6.1.3.5, Class II 
Air Dispersion Modeling Results, take into account the estimated maximum dust emissions from the 
solid waste disposal facility. These results show that the White Pine Energy Station is not expected to 
cause or contribute to any violation of an ambient particulate standard; therefore, adverse effects 
associated with fly ash are not anticipated. 
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I25-3 The air quality analyses in Section 4.6.1 of the DEIS and Sections 4.6.1 and 4.19 of this FEIS 
demonstrate that predicted impacts (including cumulative impacts) are below U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency’s (EPA’s) National Ambient Air Quality Standards, which are set to protect 
human health and welfare, including the health of sensitive populations. The commenter has 
presented no evidence to support the claim that current EPA standards are too lenient and allow for 
unhealthy air that may cause harm to those sensitive to pollutants. Because the White Pine Energy 
Station would meet NDEP-BAPC and EPA standards for air quality, the BLM does not propose 
additional mitigation. If the commenter believes the existing air quality standards are not sufficiently 
stringent, the commenter may wish to submit comments to NDEP-BAPC and/or EPA during the 
public comment periods for future regulatory actions. 
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I25-4 The elements of natural integrity, visibility, solitude, soil, air, and water quality are described and 

evaluated under the resource topics of water (surface and ground water), biology, air quality, visual, 
and Wilderness in Chapters 3 and 4 of the DEIS and this FEIS. Appendix C of this FEIS includes 
BMPs designed to reduce the potential for short-term and long-term impacts on these resources from 
the proposed White Pine Energy Station. See the response to Comment I14-11 for a discussion of 
Section 325 of the White Pine County Conservation, Recreation, and Development Act of 2006 and 
Wilderness areas. 

I25-5 The DEIS and this FEIS respond to a specific application for a right-of-way to construct and operate a 
1,590-MW coal-fired power plant in Steptoe Valley to meet base-load energy need and to provide 
economic benefits in White Pine County. The Purpose and Need statement relates to the Applicant’s 
(WPEA’s) specific project proposal. The BLM is obliged to assess that Proposed Action, the No Action 
Alternative, and other alternatives, including alternative power generating technologies. 
Section 2.5.1, Alternative Power Generating Technologies, in the DEIS and this FEIS discusses in detail 
the various alternative generation technologies, including renewable energy sources (such as solar, 
geothermal, and wind). The DEIS considered a variety of technologies for meeting the purpose and 
need for the project, including technologies not proposed by WPEA. Additionally, see the response to 
Comment G1-28. 

It is further noted that the transmission infrastructure supported by the proposed Station would 
facilitate the development of renewable resources (for example, wind and solar) in the area that 
would not be viable without the transmission infrastructure. 

I25-6 The direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of mining coal in Wyoming are addressed in numerous 
EISs that have been prepared specifically for proposed coal mining activities in that state. The direct, 
indirect, and cumulative effects of using the mined coal to fuel the White Pine Energy Station power 
plant are addressed in the DEIS and this FEIS. Also, predicted emissions from locomotives 
transporting coal on the NNR between Shafter and the proposed White Pine Energy Station for use in 
the power plant are addressed in the DEIS and this FEIS in Section 4.6.1.3.3, Magnitude of Emissions 
During Operation. Connected action effects of the SWIP and NNR and cumulative effects of the SWIP, 
NNR, and proposed White Pine Energy Station, as well as other projects considered in the 
cumulative effects analysis, are described in Chapter 4 of the DEIS and FEIS. 

Types of impacts on other resources from rail traffic carrying coal from the Powder River Basin to 
Shafter would be similar to those impacts described for the NNR between Shafter and the White Pine 
Energy Station power plant site. Likely rail road routes and estimated current rail traffic from the 
Powder River Basin in Wyoming to Nevada were reviewed (Cambridge Systematics, 2007). 
Estimated current rail traffic on track segments between the Powder River Basin and Wells, Nevada, 
which is approximately 30 miles northwest of Shafter, is approximately 700 to 1,400 trains per week 
in Wyoming, 175 to 350 trains per week in Utah, and 66 trains per week between the Kennecott 
Smelter in Utah and Wells, Nevada (Maier, 2008). For the proposed White Pine Energy Station, 
12 trains per week would carry coal from the Powder River Basin to Shafter and 12 trains per week 
would return to the Powder River Basin, for a total of 24 trains per week. The additional rail traffic of 
24 trains per week compared to the current rail traffic by track segment listed in the preceding text 
would be increases in rail traffic of approximately 1.7 to 3.4 percent in Wyoming, 6.9 to 13.8 in Utah, 
and 36.4 percent from the Utah-Nevada line to Shafter based on the Kennecott Smelter to Wells 
estimate. Because of this, there would be slightly increased overall noise levels (but no increase in 
peak noise) and the potential for slightly increased wildlife collisions compared to current conditions 
proceeding west from the Powder River Basin to Shafter. 
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I25-7 The Nevada State Engineer is responsible for the allocation of ground water in the project area. In 
1980, the State Engineer issued an order designating Industrial/Power Generation as the preferred 
use of ground water in Steptoe Basin. Following a public hearing in 1983, the Nevada State Engineer 
granted White Pine County the rights to withdraw up to 25,000 acre-feet per year of ground water in 
Steptoe Valley for industrial purposes, including power generation. The State Engineer also 
designated ground water in that portion of Steptoe Valley surrounding Ely and north to McGill for 
municipal uses and elected to curtail future appropriation of water for irrigation in that area. The 
City of Ely holds municipal water rights of 14,476 acre-feet, which the City estimates would serve a 
population of approximately 20,000 and be adequate for the City’s long-term growth. However, the 
City of Ely uses less than 3,000 acre-feet of its municipal water rights to meet current needs for a 
population of 4,325 (White Pine County, 2007). 

The White Pine County Board of County Commissioners’ letter of July 11, 2007, points out that if the 
water rights granted to White Pine County by the State Engineer for power production are not used 
for that beneficial use, they could be lost to the county. Further, any change in use by the county 
would require approval by the State Engineer and would be subject to protest and/or denial. It 
should also be noted that in response to public concerns, WPEA revised its proposed cooling system 
to reduce ground water annual consumption from 25,000 acre-feet to 5,000 acre-feet.  

The annual demand for 5,000 acre-feet of water by either the Proposed Action or Alternative 1, 
together with the most recent known ground water demand by other permitted ground water users, 
would use less than 15,000 acre-feet of ground water. These values are only a small fraction of the 
annual ground water perennial yield of Steptoe Valley (70,000 acre-feet). Water rights held by White 
Pine County are senior to many of the other water rights in the basin, and pumping of these senior 
water rights (up through White Pine County power production water rights) would not exceed the 
perennial yield of the basin. The Nevada State Engineer would restrict pumping of water rights 
junior to those of White Pine County for power production if issues regarding perennial yield were to 
occur. 

The exact location of the wellfield that would serve the proposed Ely Energy Center has not yet been 
selected, as discussed in Section 4.19.3.4, Ground Water Resources, of this FEIS. However, the only 
location within the Steptoe Valley Hydrographic Basin that has the potential for cumulative impacts 
to ground water resources would be the Ely Energy Center wellfield located near Lages Station that 
could cause an overlap between the zones of ground water drawdown for the White Pine Energy 
Station and the Ely Energy Center. However, the most likely overlap area does not contain springs. 
Therefore, cumulative impacts to springs from the projects are unlikely. The zone of potential overlap 
does contain one permitted well, which is shown in Figure 4.4-3 in this FEIS north of the White Pine 
Energy Station drawdown zone and southwest of Lages Station. It is uncertain whether that well 
would be impacted because it is outside the 2 foot drawdown zone of the White Pine Energy Station 
wellfield and the drawdown zone for the Ely Energy Center is unknown at this time. It is anticipated 
that once the exact location of the wellfield for the proposed Ely Energy Center is known for certain 
and its effects analyzed, this information would be used in the EIS for the Ely Energy Center to 
analyze potential cumulative effects on ground water resources resulting from the proposed Ely 
Energy Center and the White Pine Energy Station. It also is anticipated that a ground water 
monitoring and mitigation program generally similar to that for the White Pine Energy Station would 
be developed for the proposed Ely Energy Center, and implemented and enforced according to 
Nevada State Engineer requirements. 

Section 4.19, Cumulative Impacts, of this FEIS considers the effects of all past, present, and reasonably 
foreseeable future actions with the potential to result in cumulative impacts when combined with the 
potential effects of the proposed White Pine Energy Station. Cumulative impacts were analyzed for 
all of the resources addressed in this FEIS. 
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I25-8 The rationale for the selection of the various emission control technologies is summarized in 
Section 2.5.4, Alternative Air Pollution Control Technologies, and detailed in Appendix D, Evaluation of 
Alternative Control Strategies, of this FEIS. The selection of control technologies weighs competing factors, 
including energy efficiency and collateral environmental impacts. These competing factors are 
documented in detail and discussed in Appendix D of this FEIS. The NDEP has determined that the 
control technologies selected for the White Pine Energy Station satisfy the requirement to apply the Best 
Available Control Technology. 

I25-9 Additional information regarding climate change has been added to this FEIS. Section 3.6.1.1.12, 
Climate Change, has been revised and moved to a new Section 3.6.2 to include a broad discussion of 
the currently observed impacts to resources associated with climate change. Section 4.6.2, Climate 
Change, has been added to this FEIS to describe projected future changes in climate, along with 
discussions of the various factors thought to influence climate. Section 4.19.3.6.1, Air Quality, has been 
revised and moved to new Section 3.19.3.6.2 to discuss the potential incremental cumulative impacts 
of emission sources on climate change. Finally, Appendix M, Understanding and Evaluating Climate 
Change, has been added to this FEIS. 

A memorandum of understanding (MOU) between WPEA and the State of Nevada, signed on 
November 20, 2007, would require the Station to be designed and constructed in a manner to be 
“Carbon Capture Ready” so that the facility can be retrofitted in the future with carbon dioxide 
capture and sequestration. As part of this requirement, approximately 7 acres of land would be set 
aside for each coal-fired boiler to allow for the installation of this technology. The land set aside is 
discussed in the revised Section 2.2.3.1.2, Land Set-Aside for Future Carbon Capture Technology, and the 
MOU is included in Appendix F of this FEIS. Potential carbon dioxide control technologies are 
evaluated in FEIS Section 2.5.4 and Appendix E, Carbon Capture and Sequestration. 

I25-10 The seen area analysis reveals that views of the Station from portions of the crest of the Schell Creek 
Range would be screened by intervening ridgelines between the crest and the Station. The photo 
simulations in the DEIS and this FEIS used the best available information on the size of the Station 
features to create a possible image of the Station from various Key Observation Points (KOPs). The 
simulations provide a reasonable image for comparative purposes. 

In the example of the Schell Creek Range, two KOPs (KOP 3 and KOP 4) were selected to assist in the 
analysis of possible visual impacts from that area. Table 4.7-2 in the DEIS and this FEIS shows that 
under the Proposed Action the power plant site would be visible at KOP 3, Lincoln Highway, because 
of the scale of the cooling towers, generator stacks, and, to a lesser degree, the power plant. It would, 
therefore, not meet Visual Resource Management (VRM) Class III objectives. Under Alternative 1, 
features at the power plant site would be visible at KOP 4, U.S. 93 Turnoff, for the same reasons.  

Ultimately, the visual analysis found that facilities associated with the Station would be viewed to 
varying degrees throughout much of Steptoe Valley based on scale (see Section 45.7.3.4, VRM 
Consistency, in the DEIS and this FEIS). As described in Appendix C, Best Management Practices, the 
BMPs would help reduce the visual impacts of facilities except for the cooling towers and generator 
stacks under both the Proposed Action and Alternative 1. 

I25-11 Alternative 1 has been fully assessed at the same level as the Proposed Action, and potential effects 
are described in the DEIS and this FEIS. That assessment will be used by the BLM in deciding 
whether the Proposed Action, Alternative 1, or the No Action Alternative will be approved. 
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No comments on the White Pine Energy Station DEIS were delineated for the part of the 
letter shown on the facing page. 
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I26-1 See the response to Comment I25-4. 

I26-2 See the response to Comment I25-1. 

I26-3 See the response to Comment I25-3. The proposed White Pine Energy Station will be required to 
meet, not exceed, the standards set by the Clean Air Act and the NDEP. 
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I27-1 The DEIS and this FEIS assess potential ground water level declines in the vicinity of existing 

permitted wells in Section 4.4.1.4 for the Proposed Action and Section 4.4.3.4 for Alternative 1. See the 
response to Comment I20-3 for a discussion of these effects. Published estimates of the annual rate of 
recharge to the basin-fill aquifer in Steptoe Valley range from approximately 85,000 acre-feet to 
132,000 acre-feet (see Table 3.4-7 in the DEIS and this FEIS). See the response to Comment I25-7 for a 
discussion of ground water allocations, uses, and replenishment as related to proposed Station needs. 
Appendix G in this FEIS outlines the components of the proposed ground water monitoring and 
mitigation program (subject to approval by the Nevada State Engineer) that would be implemented 
under either the Proposed Action or Alternative 1. See the responses to Comments G1-6 and I20-3 for 
further discussion of this program. 
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I28-1 Several routes may be utilized to transport construction materials to the plant site. For aggregate 
material that originates from the mineral materials sale area shown on FEIS Figure 2-1, the material 
could either be transported (a) south along White Pine County (“WPC”) Road 27 to WPC Road 24 
(Monte Neva Road) to US Highway 93 and north to the Proposed Action access road, or (b) north 
along WPC Road 27 to WPC Road 18 to US Highway 93 and south to the Proposed Action access 
road. For construction materials that originate outside of the area, U.S. Highways 93, Alternate 93, 50, 
6, or State Route 318 could be used to transport materials into the area. U.S. Highway 93 would be 
utilized more than any other route because this is the main highway that would be used to access the 
site. Section 4.18.1.1, Impacts, details the potential impacts of the proposed Station on the 
transportation network. 
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I29-1 NDEP-BAPC requirements for the solid waste disposal facility, such as requirements for water sprays 
and surface sealants, will minimize the potential for fugitive dust emissions. 
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I30-1 See the responses to Comments I27-1 and I20-3, which summarize the analysis of potential ground 
water level declines that would result from either the Proposed Action or Alternative 1, and the 
responses to Comments I20-3 and G1-6 regarding the monitoring and mitigation program contained 
in Appendix G of this FEIS that would be implemented to protect ground water resources. Analyses 
indicate that current ground water permits (that is, existing wells) would not be adversely affected by 
the proposed Station. The projected levels of drawdown for the Proposed Action and Alternative 1 
are not expected to require the deepening of any existing permitted wells. Accordingly, no mitigation 
for drawdown in existing residential wells would be necessary. 
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No comments on the White Pine Energy Station DEIS were delineated for the letter shown 
on the facing page. 
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I32-1 The project will follow the Best Management Practices (BMPs) described in the DEIS (Appendix A) 
and this FEIS (Appendix C), Sections on Landscape Preservation and Impact Avoidance (6 BMPs 
listed), Erosion and Sediment Control (7 BMPs listed), Noxious and Invasive Weed Management 
(13 BMPs listed), Reclamation (14 BMPs listed), and Visual Resources (7 BMPs listed) to improve the 
landscape or reduce landscape effects resulting from construction/operation of project features. 
Examples include recontouring to original conditions and revegetating disturbed areas by planting 
native, representative grasses, forbs, trees, and shrubs. See the response to Comment I8-2 for Visual 
Resources BMPs, including night lighting practices, that will be followed. Reseeding 700 to 900 acres 
using a native seed mix as part of the Moriah Ranches Seeding Project also would enhance landscape 
appearance, contribute to better ecological condition, improve forage for livestock, and provide an 
opportunity to create a habitat mosaic that provides cover for sage-grouse and antelope. 

I32-2 See the response to Comment I32-1. Grasslands disturbed by the construction and operation of 
project features will be revegetated using native, representative grasses as described in Appendix C. 
Also, several species of native grasses will be contained in the seed mix for reseeding 700 to 900 acres 
under the Moriah Ranches Seeding Project, which is described in Chapter 2 as a proposed 
enhancement measure. 

I32-3 No lakes for wildlife are proposed. 

I32-4 No parks or usable lands are proposed. 

I32-5 No relocation of animals is proposed. However, establishment and proponent/applicant funding of a 
habitat mitigation fund is suggested in Section 4.5.3.1.3, Mitigation, of this FEIS under the discussion 
of wildlife and fisheries resources to help offset the temporary and permanent losses of wildlife 
habitat. No desert tortoises are in the project area for either the Proposed Action or Alternative 1. 

I32-6 Process water and stormwater from the proposed Station will be regulated under the applicable 
NDEP-BWPC permit programs. Solid waste stored onsite will be regulated under the NDEP solid 
waste permit program. These permit programs require protective measures to minimize the potential 
for impacts to ground water. Thus, no contamination and no direct or indirect impacts to surface or 
ground water quality are anticipated under the Proposed Action or Alternative 1 as discussed in 
Sections 4.3 and 4.4 of the DEIS and this FEIS. 

I32-7 Grasslands disturbed by the construction and operation of project features will be revegetated using 
native, representative grasses as described in Appendix C, Best Management Practices. Also, several 
species of native grasses will be contained in the seed mix for reseeding 700 to 900 acres under the 
Moriah Ranches Seeding Project. This project would enhance landscape appearance, contribute to 
better ecological condition, improve forage for livestock, as well as wild horses, and provide an 
opportunity to create a habitat mosaic that provides cover for sage-grouse and antelope. 
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No comments on the White Pine Energy Station DEIS were delineated for the letter shown 
on the facing page. 
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No comments on the White Pine Energy Station DEIS were delineated for the part of the 
letter shown on the facing page. 
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No comments on the White Pine Energy Station DEIS were delineated for the part of the 
letter shown on the facing page. 
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I35-1 Further analyses of climate change have been added to this FEIS. Section 3.6.2, Climate Change, has 
been added to this FEIS and includes a broad discussion of the currently observed impacts to 
resources associated with climate change. Section 4.6.2, Climate Change, has been added to this FEIS to 
describe projected future changes in climate, along with discussions of the various factors thought to 
influence climate. Section 4.19.3.6.2, Climate Change, has been added to this FEIS to discuss the 
potential incremental cumulative impacts of emission sources on climate change. Finally, 
Appendix M, Understanding and Evaluating Climate Change, has been added to this FEIS. The potential 
cumulative impacts of all global carbon dioxide emissions are summarized in Section 4.19.3.6.2 and in 
Appendix M of this FEIS. 
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I35-2 See the response to Comment I35-1. Emissions comparisons are included in Table 4.6-31 in this FEIS 
and Appendix M. 
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I36-1 Page 1-7 of the referenced Enhanced Geothermal Systems (EGS) report (Massachusetts Institute of 
Technology, The Future of Geothermal Energy, 2006) shows that EGS systems have not yet been 
developed on the commercial prototype scale. Because the technology has not yet progressed to the 
commercial prototype scale, EGS is not considered a reasonable alternative for the proposed White 
Pine Energy Station. 
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No comments on the White Pine Energy Station DEIS were delineated the letter shown on 
the facing page. 
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No comments on the White Pine Energy Station DEIS were delineated the letter shown on 
the facing page. 


