
Private Citizens/Individuals Written Comments | A 

74BPrivate Citizen/Individual's Written Comments



 

Private Citizens/Individuals Written Comments | 20 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
BLM considered a reasonable range of alternatives consistent with 
NEPA and BLM policies and procedures. The two action alternatives 
satisfy the purpose and need in that they fulfill BLM's obligation to 
consider the ROW application, meet federal renewable energy 
mandates, and respond to impacts identified in the NEPA analysis.  The 
Applicant has provided BLM with an economic determination that any 
project generating less than 200 MWs/and or less than 87 turbines is 
uneconomic due primarily to transmission line costs. 
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A more detailed discussion on noise impacts to wildlife has been 
included in Section 4.4.4-Wildlife.  Direct and indirect effects to avian 
species are included in Section 4.4-Biological Resources Impacts. 
 
 
 
 
 
Comment noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Impacts to desert tortoise resulting from increases maintenance and 
OHV traffic is discussed in Section 4.4.5.2-Desert Tortoise – Direct and 
Indirect Impacts by Alternatives. 
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Comment noted. 

 

Section 4.17.5-Potential Cumulative Impacts was revised to include the 
Searchlight Solar Project and remove project that are no longer viable.  
Other projects that commenter has mention were outside of the area of 
cumulative effect as defined by resource in Chapter 3. 

 

 

 

Comment noted. 

 

 

Comment noted.  

 

 

 

 
 
Please refer to Section 4.9-Visual Resources Impacts for discussion of 
the contrast rating analysis, updated visual simulations, and 
conformance to the Class II VRM objectives.  The contrast ratings and 
visual simulations were reviewed and approved by BLM visual 
resources specialists in accordance with VRM BLM Manual Handbook 
H-8431-1. 
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Comment noted. 
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Comments noted. 
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Comments noted. 
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Refer to Section 4.3.2-Direct and Indirect Effects by Alternative, which 
reads, "The concrete batch plant is expected to use approximately 1.5 
acre-feet of water to make approximately 40,000 cubic yards of concrete 
for construction of WTG foundations, substations, and the O&M 
building. This is based on the estimated use of approximately 4,000 
gallons of water per day over a period of about 5 months." This 
averages approximately 6 gallons per minute over a 12-hour work day. 
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Refer to Section 4.9-Visual Impacts for a discussion of visual impacts.  
Refer to Section 4.10-Noise Impacts for a discussion of noise impacts.   
Refer to Section 4.12-Socioeconomic Impacts for a discussion on the 
benefits of the proposed project. As a stipulation of the ROW Grant, the 
BLM will require a financial bond as described in Appendix C:  BLM 
Wind Energy Development Program Policies and BMPs, page A-4) and 
a Facility Rehabilitation and Decommissioning Plan as described under 
APM-10. 

 

 
 
 
 
Comments noted. 



 

Private Citizens/Individuals Written Comments | 30 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
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 decision as to whether an eagle take permit 
is being requested is between the USFWS and Searchlight Wind 
Energy, LLC.  
 
Acoustic monitoring of the area was conducted for two years and 
species documented in the project area are discussed in Section 3.4.4.2-
Existing Environment under Bats.  
 
Bighorn sheep use of the project area is discussed in Section 3.4-
Biological Resources.  
 
This comment is consistent with the information presented in Section 
3.4.3.2-Existing Environment. 
 
Comment noted. 
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The Applicant will be required to coordinate with Southwest Gas should 
there be any pipeline crossings, e.g., roads, underground electrical 
collection systems, etc. The result of the coordination would be a legally 
binding agreement that such crossings would meet Southwest Gas-
provided standards for engineering and applicable material requirements 
to ensure the safe and continued operation of the gas line. 
 
Comment noted. 
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