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While anecdotal suggestions of health effects from wind turbine sound 
can be found online, No evidence exists regarding direct negative health 
effects associated with wind turbine sound in any peer reviewed, 
scientific papers or studies.   
 
Impacts to birds and bats are disclosed in Section 4.4.5.11-Migratory 
Birds - Direct and Indirect Effects by Alternative and 4.4.5.8-Bats - 
Direct and Indirect Effects by Alternative, respectively.  Impacts to 
Birds and Bats will be minimized by MM-BIO-5 Bird and Bat 
Conservation Strategy.  Additionally, refer to Appendix B-4:  Bird and 
Bat Conservation Strategy (formerly known as the Avian and Bat 
Protection Plan [ABPP], which has been added to the EIS. 
 
The manufacturer has established recommended setback for safety that 
was an important contributing element into the design of the project 
layout. While ice formation on turbine blades is unlikely in this portion 
of southern Nevada, the safety setbacks provide protection against 
potential ice throw. 
 
The document includes MM SAFE-5: Aeronautical Considerations. 
This mitigation measure requires the Applicant obtain FAA approval 
before construction is to begin. 
 
Comment noted. 
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Section 4.12-Socioeconomic Impacts, has been updated with a 
discussion regarding recreation and tourism.  
 
Refer to Fiscal Impacts in Section 4.12-Socioeconomic Impacts. 
 
Comment noted. 
 
Refer to MM-TRAN-1, which states that a Traffic Management Plan 
would be prepared to address effects on local traffic. 

Section 4.7-Transportation Impacts discloses that streets could receive 
wear from equipment and deliveries. Refer to MM TRAN-2: Repair 
Damaged Streets for a description of the mitigation for damaged streets.  
 
No farmlands exist in the proposed project area. 
 
Comments noted. 
 
Refer to EIS Appendix A:  Public Involvement for discussion of 
scoping, public materials, and the DEIS public comment period, and 
response to public comments for the proposed project. 
 
The BLM will not typically analyze an alternative for a different 
technology when a right-of-way application is submitted for a specific 
technology (e.g., evaluate a photovoltaic alternative for a concentrated 
solar power application) because such an alternative does not respond to 
the BLM’s purpose and need to consider an application for the 
authorized use of public lands for a specific renewable energy 
technology.  
 
The proposed WTG locations were determined based on a number of 
factors, including vegetation density and type. As stated in Section 
3.3.2.1-Watershed Boundaries and Water Quality, "Applicant would 
need to see that construction and use of access roads for the Proposed 
Project do not negatively affect water quantity and quality. These 
measures could be achieved by implementing a Clark County-approved 
stormwater protection plan during construction, O&M, and 
decommissioning of the Proposed Project." The SWPPP, which must 
identify BMPs and monitoring procedures that are suitable to site-
specific conditions, is subject to review and approval by Clark County 
DAQ. 
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Comment noted. 



 

Private Citizens/Individuals Written Comments | 4 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Comments noted. 
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Comments noted. 
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Section 3.5-Cultural Resources of the EIS was modified to describe 
survey procedures in greater detail.   An archaeological records search 
of a two-mile radius of the Searchlight Wind Energy Project was 
conducted prior to the archaeological inventory.  All previously 
recorded sites were relocated and an intensive pedestrian survey of the 
area slated for ground disturbance was undertaken with an additional 
200-foot buffer. It is standard procedure that if unanticipated cultural 
resources are encountered additional work would be conducted to 
mitigate impacts.  Four of the 65 sites recorded in the project area have 
been determined eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic 
Places and mitigation measures have been determined to lessen the 
direct or indirect effects from the Project. 
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Comment noted.   Impacts to biological resources and mitigation 
measures are discussed throughout Chapter 4.4-Biological Resources 
Impacts.  APM-10 Site Rehabilitation and Facility Decommissioning 
Plan would provide for measure to reclaim the area after 
decommissioning. 



 

Private Citizens/Individuals Written Comments | 8 
 

 

 









 

Private Citizens/Individuals Written Comments | 9 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Impacts to biological resources and mitigation measures are discussed 
throughout Chapter 4.4-Biological Resources Impacts.  APM-10 Site 
Rehabilitation and Facility Decommissioning Plan would provide for 
measure to reclaim the area after decommissioning. 
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The BLM manages its lands for a variety of uses. These may include: 
protecting wildlife and plants, enabling recreational opportunities, 
allowing mining, and alternative energy development. The needs of 
some users may be in conflict with those of others.  
 
The Las Vegas RMP, approved October 5 1998 is the governing 
document for this project, along with any other approved planning or 
programmatic document covering this field office or project type.  The 
revised (Las Vegas) RMP Record of Decision is not anticipated until the 
summer of 2014. 
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1)  The EIS’s purpose and need statement complies with NEPA, 
applicable regulations, and BLM policies and procedures, including 
BLM Instructional Memorandum 2011-059. The purpose and need 
statement appropriately integrates Congress’s goal that the Secretary of 
the Interior should seek to approve renewable energy projects on the 
public lands; direction from Secretarial Order 3285A1 (March 11, 2009, 
amended February 22, 2010), which establishes the development of 
environmentally responsible renewable energy as a priority for the 
Department of the Interior; and the BLM’s responsibility under FLPMA 
to manage the public lands for multiple use, taking into account the 
long-term needs of future generations for renewable and non-renewable 
resources. 
 
2)  The BLM developed a purpose and need statement and considered a 
range of reasonable alternatives consistent with NEPA, applicable 
regulations, and BLM policies and procedures, including BLM 
Instruction Memorandum 2011-059. The two action alternatives satisfy 
the purpose and need because they fulfill BLM's obligation to consider 
the ROW applications under FLPMA and NEPA and because they are 
consistent with other applicable federal mandates and renewable energy 
policies and goals. 
 
3)  The BLM does not need to analyze in detail an alternative for 
distributed generation because such an alternative would not respond to 
the purpose and need to consider an application for the authorized use of 
public lands for a specific renewable energy technology. 
 
4)  Wind Energy facilities must be located where wind resources are 
available and cannot be limited to "brownfield" sites.  The BLM will not 
typically analyze a non-Federal land alternative for a right-of-way 
application on public lands because such an alternative does not respond 
to the BLM’s purpose and need to consider an application for the 
authorized use of public lands for renewable energy development. 
 
5)  BLM evaluated a No Action alternative throughout the document. 
 
6)  A Dust Control Permit is required from the DAQ prior to start of 
construction projects in Clark County. The permit will contain measures 
to reduce fugitive dust. 
 
7)  Section 4.12-Socioeconomic Impacts has been updated to include 
Impacts on Property Values.  A literature review on property value 
impacts has been added in 22BAppendix F:  Literature Review of 
Socioeconomic Effects of Wind Project and Transmission Lines. 
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8)  Comment noted. 
 
9)  Impacts to golden eagles are discussed in Section 4.4.5.11-Migratory 
Birds - Direct and Indirect Effects by Alternative and Appendix B-4:  
Bird and Bat Conservation Strategy, which has be added to the EIS. 

 

 
10)  The USFWS determines appropriate mitigation measures in the 
Biological Opinion, which is include as Appendix B-2:  USFWS 
Biological Opinion. 
 
11)  Impacts to desert bighorn sheep are discussed in Section4.4.5.14-
Game - Direct and Indirect Effects by Alternative.  Also refer to 
Appendix B-3:  Terrestrial Wildlife Plan, which has been added to the 
EIS.  The project would only occupy a small portion of the available 
migratory corridor between these mountain ranges leaving some 
connectivity between the ranges; therefore, the project effects are 
anticipated to be minimal. 
 
12)  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).  

Burring owl mitigation is discussed under MM-BIO-6.  Mitigation for 
Gila monsters is discussed under MM-BIO-4 and in Appendix B-3:  
Terrestrial Wildlife Plan.  No rare plants were found in the survey area; 
therefore, no mitigation is required. 
 
13)  An intensive cultural resources inventory of the Area of Potential 
Effect (APE) (i.e. activity areas surrounded by a large buffer) was 
performed.  No disturbance activities would occur outside of the 200-
foot buffer area.  Cultural resources outside of the APE would not be 
impacted.  Any modifications or changes to the APE would trigger 
additional cultural resource inventories.  All sites identified during the 
Class III inventory have been evaluated for eligibility to the National 
Register of Historic Places. 
 
14)  Impacts are disclosed in Section 4.0-Visual Resources Impacts.   
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Comments noted. 

 

 



 

Private Citizens/Individuals Written Comments | 15 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Private Citizens/Individuals Written Comments | 16 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Comments noted.  Section 4.12-Socioeconomic Impacts has been 
updated to include Impacts on Property Values.  A literature review on 
property value impacts has been added in 22BAppendix F:  Literature 
Review of Socioeconomic Effects of Wind Project and Transmission 
Lines 
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Comments noted. 
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