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Potential impacts to wildlife species are addressed throughout  
Sections 4.4-Biological Resources Impacts.  Pursuant to Section 
7 of the Endangered Species Act, BLM has complete 
consultation with the USFWS resulting in a Biological Opinion.  
Appendix B-2:  USFWS Biological Opinion contains the 
required desert tortoise mitigation measures and a discussion of 
how such mitigation would be effective.  A Bird and Bat 
Conservation Strategy (BBCS) (formerly referred to as an Avian 
and Bat Protection Plan [ABPP]) was developed for the project,
which follows the guidelines of the recently published USFWS 
Land-Based Wind Guidelines (Appendix B-4:  Bird and Bat 
Conservation Strategy).  The BBCS provides a qualitative risk
assessment for the effect of a factor (e.g., collision, 
electrocution) on birds.
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Effects to desert tortoise are discussed in Section 4.4.5.2-Desert 
Tortoise – Direct and Indirect Impacts by Alternatives.  Pursuant 
to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, BLM has complete 
consultation with the USFWS resulting in a Biological Opinion, 
which includes the required mitigation (Appendix B-2:  USFWS 
Biological Opinion).  
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Refer to Section 4.4.5.2-Desert Tortoise – Direct and Indirect 
Impacts by Alternatives, which discusses increased perching 
opportunities for ravens and impacts from the introduction of 
new roads and associated increased traffic.  

 

Mitigation measures proposed in the DEIS and issued in the 
Biological Opinion did not include translocation of tortoise, 
rather it was proposed that tortoises would be moved out of 
harm’s way during construction activities (Appendix B-2:  
USFWS Biological Opinion). 
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As discussed in the EIS, the Proposed Project would result in the 
loss of some foraging habitat for the golden eagle; however, the 
proportion of foraging habitat that would be lost due to the 
Proposed Project is small compared to the total amount of 
available foraging habitat within the Piute and Eldorado Valleys.  

 

A Bird and Bat Conservation Strategy (BBCS) (formerly 
referred to as an Avian and Bat Protection Plan [ABPP]) was 
developed for the project, which follows the guidelines of the 
recently published USFWS Land-Based Wind Guidelines 
(Appendix B-4:  Bird and Bat Conservation Strategy).  The 
BBCS provides a qualitative risk assessment for the effect of a 
factor (e.g., collision, electrocution) on birds.  The intention is 
not to predict the number of fatalities due to turbine collision as 
pre-construction data poorly predicts fatalities for birds (Ferrer 
et al. 2012), but to determine if any species is at high risk to 
inform post-construction fatality monitoring. 
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Comment noted. 

 

Comment noted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

BLM requires that mitigation measures are identified as a 
stipulation of the ROW Grant.  Development of mitigation plans 
often requires input, review, and approval by other regulating 
agencies such as USFWS, NDEP, DAQ, and NDOT and are not 
typically completed prior to a Final EIS.   However, all the 
elements and basic requirements of the mitigation plans are 
discussed throughout the EIS.  
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All mitigation plans will be disclosed in the FEIS or as a 
stipulation of the ROW grant with the exception of the Site 
Rehabilitation and Facility Decommissioning Plan, which will 
be completed 6 months prior to project closure. 
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Refer to Chapter 3-Affected Environment, which discusses in 
detail the baseline of the proposed project area. 
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The provisions for preparation of a Supplemental EIS are described in 
40 CFR 1502.9, (c) (1) (i), “The agency makes substantial changes in 
the proposed action that are relevant to environmental concerns; or 
(ii) There are significant new circumstances or information relevant to 
environmental concerns and bearing on the proposed action or its 
impacts.” 
Preparation of a Supplemental EIS is not warranted because neither of 
these conditions apply, the proposed action has not been substantively 
changed since publication of the DEIS and no significant new 
information was provided or developed during the public comment 
period. 
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The overall Project area has previously been disturbed from a 
century of mining activities.  Tailings piles, adits, dirt roads, and 
prospects dot the landscape.  The Class III cultural resources 
survey was conducted within the Project’s linear Area of 
Potential Effect (APE), currently defined as any area to be 
disturbed plus a 200-ft. buffer around all project roads and 
facilities. The proponent would be required to stay within the 
Project’s linear corridor and would not disturb non-inventoried 
lands if the Right-of-Way is granted. 
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Comment noted. 
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Comment noted.  BLM has completed consultation with the 
USFWS pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act 
(For details refer to Section 5.2.2-U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Section 7 Consultation and Appendix B-2:  USFWS Biological 
Opinion). 

 

Comment noted.  

 

 

 

 

 

Section 4.17.4-Reasonable Foreseeble Actions has been updated 
to include methodology on how non-federal projects and federal 
project near the Searchlight Wind Energy Project were identified 
for the cumulative analysis.   
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Comment is consistent with information already presented 
throughout Section 4.4-Biological Resources Impacts.  

 

 

Residual impacts are defined as impacts that remain after 
mitigation measures have been implemented.  

 

The rate is determined by USFWS and adjusted annually for 
inflation.  At the time the DEIS was published $786/acre was the 
rate; however, the rate is currently $810/acres and this is 
reflected in the Biological Opinion. 

Comment noted. 
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A no action alternative is considered in the DEIS (Refer to 
Section 2.1.2.1-No Action Alternative).    
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Post-construction traffic would be limited to maintenance vehicles 
and is not expected to affect the current level of service of the 
existing recreational and local traffic; therefore an additional 
Traffic Management Plan would not be warranted. 

 

 

 

Comment noted. 


