APPENDIX G - DRAFT EIS COMMENTS AND BLM RESPONSES

The 45-day comment period for public review of the Draft EIS began with the publication of the
Notice of Availability in the Federal Register on Friday March 19, 2010. The BLM distributed
press releases announcing the dates, locations, and times of the public meetings to local and
regional print and broadcast media. The Draft EIS was posted on the BLM Southern Nevada
District  Office website at:  http://www.blm.gov/nv/st/en/fo/lvfo/blm_programs/energy/
proposed_solar_millenium.html, and distributed to agencies and individual who have requested
copies.

Four public meetings were held during the public comment period (from March 19, 2010 — May
3, 2010) to receive comments on the Draft EIS. Dates and locations of these meetings, and the
number of attendees are as follows:

Beatty, NV — 10 attendees

Date: April 6, 2010

Time: 6pm — 8pm

Location: Beatty Community Center Hall, 100 S. A Avenue, Beatty

Amargosa Valley, NV — 63 attendees

Date: April 7, 2010

Time: 6pm — 8pm

Location: Amargosa Valley Community Center, 821 E. Amargosa Farm Road, Amargosa Valley

Pahrump, NV — 24 attendees

Date: April 13, 2010

Time: 6pm — 8pm

Location: Pahrump Library, 701 East Street, Pahrump

Las Vegas, NV — 19 attendees

Date: April 14, 2010

Time: 6pm — 8pm

Location: Centennial Hills YMCA, 6601 North Buffalo Drive, Las Vegas

During the 45-day comment period, the BLM received 37 comment documents (e.g., letters,
emails, faxes, etc.) from individuals, private companies, interest groups, and federal and state
agencies commenting on the Draft EIS. A list of comment documents received, the content of
each letter, and BLM’s responses to comments are provided below. Each comment letter was
assigned a reference number and each comment was identified with a number. Where
appropriate, changes and additions are reflected in the Final EIS to respond to comments.
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Comment Document 1
Public Hearing on the Amargosa
Farm Road Solar Power Project

Transcript
Beatty, NV 4.6.2010



Comment No. 23
01-01-01

Comment No. 25
01-01-02

JOHN BOSTA:

B-o-s5-t-a. I1
guestion about
you're lcoking
the groundwater
one well or is

three wells pla

My name is

John Bosta,

ive in Amargosa Valley. I have a

the groundwater model. You say that

at 435 acre feet of

low. Is that g

water and using

cundwater flow on

it on the cumulatiwve effect of the

nned?

And then my second gues

tion is does esach

Debbis Hines, CCR $473,

Pahrump, Nevada

(77

15)7

CSR #11€91, RFR

Responses to these comments are provided on a
separate page following this comment document.



Comment No.
01-01-02

Comment No.
01-01-03
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plant r

total £

these c

cCommentc

Draft E

like to

conside
wells.

it was

use for

of my h
wells c
center
Jason,

the one

fest of water or is that a

the plants being developed?

SANDRA FATRCHILD: Do we want to respond to

oOmments? I mean, I can answer those

g —--

SALNDRAZ FAIRCHILD: —-— because they're in the

15, or does somecne on the table, front table,

respond?

JASON HIGGINS: Go ahead.
SANDRA FAIRCHILD: Well, the Draft EIS

red pumping the reguested amount for three

Subseguent to the release of the Draft EIS,

determined that one well would ke used for the

m

acre fest that

o

they're

o
H

oposing tTo

this project will be for the entire plant,

facilities, two power blocks.

Which one of the three wells

SANDEA FAIRCHILD: I don't know off the top

ead. I think it was the -- there's three

onsidered. I think there was a well in the

portion. think up here on the -- I believe,

correct me if I'm wrong, is this the new well,

that's right in the middle?

Debbie Hines, EPR

Pahrump,

CCR #473, CSR #11e91,
Nevada (775)727-9775

Responses to these comments are provided on a
separate page following this comment document.



Comment No.
01-01-04

Comment No.
01-01-05
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JRSON HIGGINS: The center.

=

SANDRA FAIRCHILD: The center well is one
that they're considering moving forward for use for
this project.

JOHN BOSTR: on Funeral

How, is that

Mountain Ranch or is that on the Dewlitt property? My
guestion is is this well located on the Funeral
Mountain Ranch or is that well located on the Dewitt
propercv? And if it is located, how is the water
going to be transported through pipes to the project?
SANDRA FAIRCHILD: I don't know the answer
to which well that is actually located, but there's
two alternatives that are considered for moving the
water from that location to the project site.
They'll either move the point of diversion through
the Hevada Department of Water Resources to the state
engineer's process, change the point of diversion to
another location on the project sirte,

or they will be

constructing a pipe to convey that water from that

3ite to the project area. And I don't think at this

point in time that decision has been made. Does that
answer your guestion?
JOHN BOSTL:

Yes. Thank vou.

Responses to these comments are provided on a
separate page following this comment document.



Comment No. . - -
01-02-01 Aresponse to this comment is provided on a

separate page following this comment document.



Comment No.
01-03-01 21

o

EDWARD GERING: Last name is Gering,
G-g-r-i-n-g. And I represent the International
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, Local Union 357 in
Las Vegas, Hevada. We have approximately 3800
members who reside in the communities of Las Vegas,
Pahrump, Amargosa, Beatty and surrounding
communities.

We are wholeheartedly behind this project
and projects like this, as we feel that they will
provide our members with good opportunities for
employment at good wages and will also put Newada in

a favorable position hopefully to lead the nation in

the production of renewable energy.

Depbis Hinss, CCR $473, CSRE #1le5l, RER
Pahrump, Hevada (775)727-9775

5o we'd like to ses that all the issues of
the communities that will be affected are addressed
in a positive manner, and we would be wholeheartedly
a hundred percent behind this type of project and

other projects like it. Thank you.

A response to this comment is provided on a
separate page following this comment document.



Comment No.
01-04-01

Comment No.
01-04-02

Comment No.
01-04-03

EEVIN EMMERICH: It'"s Kevin Emmerich,
E-m-m-e-r-i-c-h. The first guestion or comment I
hawe is wyvou got the preferred alternative, which is

dryv—cooled, then vou've got the reguired no action

alternative, then your only other offered alternatiwve

as wet—-cooled, which is pretty unrealistic. I mean,
what is that, 4,000 acre feet? TYou know you don't
hawve that in Amargosa Valley, so 1'd like to reguest
hawvwe another more reasonable alternative that's off
the site because you don't really provide that in
yvour EIS.

And then the other comments or guestions I
hawe it says in the EIS5 vou're going to ave a
detention basin for flooding somewhere. End one of
the options is to hawve it somewhere I gusss to the
north, which is alsoc off the site. Lnd I'm not sure

if I'm interpreting that right but i seems to have

ol

that indicacion.

e Hines, CCR #473, CSR
Pahrump, MHewvada (775)727

And then on the map here in the EIS it savs
there's an option of making a new road, Highway 95,
which I guess would be a new access road. And is
there going to be an environmental assessment for
that? Will that happen before wou approve the

project? Those are som of the details I'm curicus

il

about.

Responses to these comments are provided on a
separate page following this comment document.



Comment No.
01-05-01

LARENE YOUNGHARNS: I just have a guestion.
How many people will this employ after the
construction?

SANDRA FAIRCHILD: According to the analysis
that we'wve conducted in the Draft EIS5, the
construction, the peak construction force for during
construction will be arcund 1300 folks, and then
after the project i1s constructed they are
anticipating to employ up to 180 full-time employees.

LARENE YOUNGHANS: Thank vou.

A response to this comment is provided on a
separate page following this comment document.



RESPONSES TO COMMENT NO. 01-01-01 THROUGH 01-05-01

Response to Comment No. 01-01-01

Solar Millennium has filed an application (No. 79699) with the Nevada Division of Water Resources Nevada State Engineers Office
to change the place and manner of use of Certificate 5717. The water right has an annual duty of 603 afy which has been pumped
approximately 413.88 afy on average over the last 25 years. Solar Millennium intends to drill a new well and move 400 afy from its
current point of diversion (POD) located in the NE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Section 23, Township 16 South, Range 48 East, to a new well
(POD) to be located approximately 300 feet east of the original POD. This will allow for redundancy should one of the wells fail.
Meters will be placed on both wells to ensure there is no exceedance of the permissible annual duty.

Response to Comment No. 01-01-02

The operational water requirement for two 232 MW (gross 250 MW) dry-cooled solar power plants is 400 afy.

Response to Comment No. 01-01-03

Permit 15893, Certificate 5717 located in the NW 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Section 23, Township 16 South, Range 48.

Response to Comment No. 01-01-04

The certificated water right is held by Geneerco. The water right has a priority date of 12-13-54.

Response to Comment No. 01-01-05

As stated in Section 2.3.5.1, a new pipeline will be constructed from the point of diversion to the project site.

Response to Comment No. 01-02-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter’s participation in the EIS process. The BLM preferred alternative is the
Proposed Action (dry-cooled alternative).



Response to Comment No. 01-03-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 01-04-01

A wet-cooled solar facility is a viable alternative; however, the level of effort to acquire the amount of water needed for a wet-cooled
solar project and the potential legal action from concerned stakeholders increases time and costs to develop a wet-cooled solar project
in this region.

The FEIS studies a reasonable range of alternatives, including three fully-developed alternatives and many that were evaluated but not
brought forward for detailed evaluation because they failed to meet Applicant’s objectives. The BLM concurred. These dismissed
alternatives included alternative sites.

Response to Comment No. 01-04-02

Detention basins will be constructed within the project footprint. There are no plans to construct a regional flood control facility north
of the project site.

Response to Comment No. 01-04-03

No new road will be constructed off of Highway 95. Solar Millennium will work with Nye County to upgrade an existing road off of
Valley View Blvd to the project site. This upgrade will be subject to additional permits and approvals from various agencies (e.g.
BLM, NDEP, and Nye County). Any modifications to roadways or lands managed by the BLM will be subject to compliance with
Title V of the Federal Land Policy Management Act, BLM right-of-way regulations, and other federal laws, including the National
Environmental Policy Act.

Response to Comment No. 01-05-01

The Project is expected to employ between 170 to 200 full-time employees during the Project's 30-year operational life.



Comment Document 2
Public Hearing on the Amargosa
Farm Road Solar Power Project

Transcript

Amargosa NV, 4.7.2010



Comment No.
02-01-01

20 MATT LYDON: Yea, I'm Matt Lydon, that's

21 M-a-t-t, last name is spelled L-y-d-o-n. I'm a

22 business representative for Plunbers and Pipe Fitters
23 Local 525 here to speak on beshalf of this project. I
24 fesl that 3Jolar Millennium has mitigated the changes

25 to accommodate the area, and also speaking on behalf

Debkhise Hines, RFE

hrumg,

CCR #473, CSR #11891,

Hevada (775)727-5%775
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1 of Zed0 members, of those 2600 members, 1300 are
2 unemployed. This will create a great situation for
3 them to get reemploved. Thank wou.

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page following
this comment document.



Comment No.
02-02-01
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PAT MINSHALLL: Pat Minshall,
M-i-n-s-h-a-1-1. Well, I tThink most of us would like

to ses a solar plant here in Ama

H

Jgogsa Vallevy. We do
not want to see 1t on main street in the middle of
OUr LTown. I've done gJquite a bit of research and have
not been able to find a single solitary solar plant
in the world, and there might be, in the middle of a
town. I think there are a lot of alternatiwves and I
think we should be locking at an alternative

placement.

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page following
this comment document.



Comment No.
02-03-01
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JOHN CHRISTIAMNSEN: Joh

spelled C-h-r-i-s-t-i-a-n-s-=-n.
part of my thres minutes? I am

Las Wegas and I'm alsc business

1n Christiansen
Does tThat count as
a citizen of Horth

manager of Sheet

-

Metalworkers Local 88 in Las Vegas and represent 2200

memiers and their families there.

This project is important to me and I'm in

SUpporT o this project for a couple of reasons,

most

importantly this project helpes eliminate the carbon

fooTprint that we're all aware of.

paper the rain in the northeast,

ol

that this is a direct result of

i

Reading in the
studiss are proving

global warmindg. This

Depbhis Hines, CCR #473,

CSR #1191, RFE

Pahrump, HNevada (7735)727-9775

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page following
this comment document.



Comment No.
02-03-01
(continued)
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is the sort power projects th

m

country and for our generations.

at we need for our

I brought my son, Sarret. Stand up, Garret.

He's 13 wyears old going into hig
and a good loocking kid. LAnd for
that I want him to enjovy the tTyp

being & native Nevadan, and both

The wildlife, the fish

njov

I

that, I want that stuff left for

and my grandkids. This project
project where we need to start ©
source. This part of the countr

have this.

h school next year
him and a country
e3 of things that
of us are, have
ing, the hunting ancd

him and for his kids

is the ty¥pe O
urning for the energy

v 1= a great aresa to

Also, and if vou'll bear with me just a

minute, the jobs are important,
these Jjobs that are created =nha
and create caresrs where peopls
health bensfics, pension plans.
these plants and retire with dig
their family and make sure that
care and the kbpenefits that they
jobs that snhance existing carse
where people can work with digni
dignitvy. And those are a couple

Thank

but more importancly

nce existing careers

i

can hawve benefits,

People can work at

]

nity and take care of
they hawve the health
need, These are good
rs and create careers
ty and retire with

of reasons I'm in

you.

Deblhis Hines, CCR $#473,
Pahrumyg, HNe

CSE $#11691, RPR

ada (775)727-9775




Comment No.
02-04-01
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CORDELL SLNDERS: Cordell Sanders,
C-o-r-d-e-1-1, S3-a-n-d-e-r-=. I'm a repressentative

of the Sheet Metalworkers Local £83. I'm out of North

I'm here tTo support this project because

this green energy is something that we'wve needed in

this valley for a long time, not just Amargosa YValley

but the Las Vegas Valley, because it's a dry climate.
It has sunshine 80 percent of the Time.
We should be utilizing this snergy. It's

going tTo provide jobs for the future. End I'm a

memier of Local ES8. ind like John =said, we hawve
memicers that are unemploved and it will provide jobs

in thes future. Thank wvou.

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page following
this comment document.



Comment No.
02-05-01

Comment No.
02-05-02
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ROLAND RAJM: My name is Boland Bajm,
B-a-j-m, and I'm a resident ©f Amargosa and I am
against this project. ind the reason that I'm

against the project is because, like the lady said,

it is the only sclar plant that I've been able to

The closest one that there is two miles away.

This is the EIS5 that I downloaded from the
internet. I couldn't fimish it all, just barely
half. I tried to read it, didn't have time. How
it's commendakbles that Horth Las Vegas and evervbody

lse wants the jobs: 13, 1500 of them. I believe

i

Hines, CCR $473, CSR #11891, RER
-a77

Pahrumg, HNHevada (775)727 )

that not even ten of them will come from this town.
A1l of the kbenefits are for evervbody else
except us. We get nothing from this. We stand only
to lose. When the threes years are up, when the
construction is down, this town is not going to be
Amargosa, it's going to be Solar Millennium kbecause

there won't be anvthing else. Thank vou.

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page following
this comment document.



Comment No.
02-06-01

Comment No.
02-06-02

Comment No.
02-06-03

JOHN BOSTA:

B-o-s-t-a. A T
related to the
alternative A 1

Xcuse me, A is

in

My name is John Bosta,
irat comment that I have on the EIS is
alternatives. If I'm correct,

3 wet cooling, alternative B is --

dry, B ias wet, and then there's the

other alternative, which is take no action.

AT last night's mesting it was pointed out

that the wet co

leaves only one

2ling is no action so, therefore, that

alternative and, therefore, the EI3

doss not present an alternative to this project.

The other thing that bothers me is that we

worked three ye

or land use ha

ars on an area plan, and our arsa plan

and probably one-third of this projsct is scouth of

Farm Road. In
Road. The land

no plan for how

fact, it even anticipates moving Farm
south of Farm Boad in the EIS shows

that land i=s going to be used.

The scoping meetings that we had, much of

£ Hines, CCR #4733, CER #$#1le51, RER
Pahrumg, Nevada (775)727-9775

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page following
this comment document.



Comment No.
02-06-03
(continued)

Comment No.
02-06-04

Comment No.
02-06-05
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the information has no

the buffer thev show £

wind, and I cannot ima

fence high enough tTo h
that ¢

cooling towers,

here in the wvallev.

If they plant

nesded to grow the tre

in th area of 35 Tto ©

i

we don't have that kin

The next part is that the peocple

on Sandy Lans, theilr
looking back towards t©
totally ochkhliterated.
The
that I don't think tha
covered the dangers of
population, sspecially

Lane. Thank wou.

other part that

£ been included in th
ences and treeses to bu
cons

can

you
ide the project, othe
force of
trees, then water
es, and I imagine tha
£ gallons of water a

d of water here in ou
isual wiew of the wal

he northwest is going

t the EI: has adsguat

exXxplosions and fires

those people living

= EIS. In

ffer the

truct a

r than the

the wind

will ke

t must be

and

—
day,

lley

has been brought up is

ely
To the

on Sandy

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page
following this comment document.



20 JAN CAMEROHN: Jan Cameron, C-a-m-e-r-o-1. I
Comment No.
02-07-01 - .. . . ] .
21 too lLiwe in this valley, as oppossed tTto all of the
= L _ - - B = B Responses to these comments are

22 folks that were kind enough to come out from Las provided on a separate page following

this comment document.

23 Vegas. I am slightly more optimistic than some
Z4 people here. I am assuming that more Jjobs than five
25 Wwill come to this wvalley. I'm actually hoping that a

Debhis Hines, CCR #473, C3R #11691, RPR
Pahrumg, Hewvada (775)727-8775



Comment No.
02-07-01
(continued)

Comment No.
02-07-02

Comment No.
02-07-03
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large percentage of the jocbs of this plant will grow
out of this walley, a5 they should, because it is
Imargosa Valley, A-—m-a-r—-gosa Valley, not Las Vegas,
not North Las Vegas. This is our wvalley, we live
here.

Second of all, I too would have kbeen, as I
think al1ll <f you know who are in this room, much
happier with a different locaticon for that plant.

I'm not thrilled with the idea of it being on Farm
Road. I'm certainly not thrilled with the idea of it
being as far east as it is, as close to Sandy Lane as
it is.

On behalf of the wvast majority of the people
in this walley, I want vyou to know what I =zaid from
the wery beginning, we do not want Farm Rocad mowved,
period. Farm Bocad i3 our only east-west thoroughfare
that goes from one side of the wvalley to the other
and there are things that can be put on the south
side of it that do not have to be encompassed in a

fence and, therefore, reguire the bklock, the movement

Ia)

of Farm Road. We do not want Farm Boad moved.

L minor point, the Beatty Fire Department is
alsgo in wery <close coordination with this fire
department. They actually have been the most closely

cooperating agency throughout the existence of the

Dephis Hinss, CCR 473, CSR #1le4l, RER
Pahrump, Newvada (773)727-8775

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page following
this comment document.



Comment No.

02-07-03
(continued)

Comment No.

02-07-04

Comment No.

02-07-05
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two fire departmencs. They were omitted from this
plan in vour mitigation discussions.

I am concerned that the site that is shown
in the EIS is the original site, which encompassed
this building as well as ocur park across the street
and our school next door and all of these other
buildings. I was expecting by this point in time
that it would have shown a scaled pback footprint
rather than the c¢riginal request, which was including
all of this land. End it bothers me that the
original regquest is still keing shown in the EIS.

I too am concerned about the Sandy Lane
folks who built their homes there. I know some of
the people on Sandy Lane are perfectly happyv. I know
that others are not. And the main reason is they
built their heomss wanting to look at the vista that
they had and they're not seeing that vista with this
plant sitting there on the western side of them.
There may be only six houses that are concerned akbout

it, but ther are people. We live her

i
il

do appreciate the efforts that are kbeing
made to Try to mitigate the wision of the plant
itself but I again hope that you will address the
iszsue of Farm Road and work with those folks to try

to make what goes in there better than what they feel

]

is loocking at right now. Thank vou.

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page following
this comment document.



Comment No. 2 JOHN EGAN: Hi, I'm John Egan, J-o-h-n,
02-08-01
3 E-g-a-n, with Nextlight Eenewable Power, another
4 power company that does just solar. We're here in
- - of =h i . niche I think —he . Responses to these comments are
3 SUupport o the project tonight. think the main provided on a separate page
following this comment document.
& reason is we at NextlLight belisve all sclar is good.
7 Anything we can do to reduce our carpbon impact on
=] this world is a good thing. We need to do this.
g Thank vyou.




Comment No.

02-09-01

Comment No.

02-09-02

Comment No.

02-09-03

Comment No.

02-09-04

HOWARD BLUMENFELD: Howard, H-o-w-a-r-d,
Blumenfeld, B-l-u-m-s-n-f-e-1-4. L bunch of
gquestions. How much are you going to save us in
lectricity? That's one guestion. Number two, vou
say over the project's 30-year life, does that mean
it's done in 30 years? Okay, that doesn't tell us
anything there.

far as to build it, vou'we gotT th

in

L=
military resservation. That's government land. What
are yvou even doing here? That's a good guestion. I
think those things ought to be answered. I can't
blame the people. I live in this walley here tToo,
but, I mean, what do you say to this?

And then, guestion, what i1s solar compared
You'rs not

to nuclear? They've not laid down costs.

telling us anything there. I'm for <clean air but we

Debbis Hines, CCR #473, CSR #11691, RER
F_G7T7

Pahrump, Nevada (775)7

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page following
this comment document.



Comment No.

02-09-05

Comment No.

02-09-06

Comment No.

02-09-07
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recycle, but these are things vou're not telling us a
thing about. I think that should be considered. I
mean, how many miles do you have to go? You're on
the military reservation. You don't even have to
come To us. And that'"s BLM, or government land.

S50 I understand other people are upset, but,
you know, what is it going to do? You got water.
YTouw got water, vou know, wet and Jdry. Lt Boulder
Somekody =aid oh,
They can't adjust panels and
make them the zame? You have what, six acres over
there? You can do a lot over there too. So I don't
know what the purposs is.

End also who is going to audit what happens

Something we drink,

YTou're not sayving anything there. You use water tTo

ol

what, t©o cocl down the turkbines? What happens to

Is it recvcled? Is it going to go into
the ground and pollute the water supply?
answering that sither. I think that iz a big
CONCErn.

5o as far as deollars and cents, you know,
let's talk about it. Are you going To cut our
electric bills in half? I mean, putting people back

to work, that's not a discussion akbout that. That's

it, guestions, not comments.

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page following
this comment document.



Comment No.
02-10-01
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GENNE NELSOMN: It's Genne Nelson, G-s-n-n-g,
N-g-l-g-o0-n. I liwve in Amargosa. There's a lot of
issues. I'm just going to touch on two of them. The
first is air guality and primarily talking about
dust. There's a lot of informaticon about the
emissicons that come from the eguipment and so on and
o forch.

The main concern out here is the dust
itself. And they say that they want to control the
dust because of the mirrors but we'we seen what men
can do out here. So I think at the wvery least that
these nice models ares just as good as the information
that goes into them, that there should ke some
accountability and some air guality monitoring for
particulate that is provided to make sure that they
are meeting the standards that they say that thev can
meet.

And it's easy to say that. And I know we'wve
had problems in the past with NDOT that, vou know,
well, we say we have problems but we have no way tTo

vwe it. And if you institute monitoring, then we

have a wavy t©o prove that we are or are not having

GRES HEL3ETH: On the monitoring guestion,

2 Hinss, CCR #473, C3R $11651, RER
Pahrump, Nevada (775)727-9775

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page following
this comment document.



Comment No.
02-10-02

Comment No.
02-10-03
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I'"1ll go ahead and answer that. There will be a
monitor assigned to the project once a —-- if a
favorable Record of Decision is reached, theres will

be & fur

her -- during construction & CIC. It's a
monitor that the applicants will hire and they will
report to the BLM that will constantly monitor dust,
air quality, whether or not the fencing is going up
correctly, whether thev're deoing things according to
the plan of development and report back to us. And
we could stop the project for anv vioclation.

So there will be a full-on monitor during
the course of the construction. And then the BLM
will, during the lifectime of the project, will
continue to monitor the project freguently, so just
to answer the guestion.

GENNE HELSON: Ckav. And I can agres with
that but after construction there also needs to be
regular monitoring collected and not just at random
but that there be instruments in place.

And the other would be the factor of noise.
They are basing it on a standard of 55 decibels, and
they say that's what the EPA does. I don't think
that's guite fair kecause I think yvou have to look at
what is the ambient situation out here already.

Rural residential is not necessarily the

Derbie Hines, CCR #473, CSE #11£91
Pahrump, HNevada (775)727-9775

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page following
this comment document.



Comment No.
02-10-03
(continued)
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same as residential in town. And I think vou may
need to modify that 35 limit to looking at what is
the losa for the people, what they have right now
versus what they will have if they go to a 55 decibel
limit.

A lot of the people out here have swanp

coolers. Their windows are open half the yvear. And

L
[

ezpecially at night, noise is wery disruptive. 5S¢
really think these things need to be locked at in a

little more detail than the modeling. Thank vou.




Comment No.
02-11-01
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EUNICE
Hernandez,
right
that

to hear

that, but I'll

bringing for us i=s going to

he hasn'zc
family
And you

and about how it

my family will surviwve the

E-u-n-i-c-e,
on the view
noise and to have tTo

be fine

of six. And that money is money

HERNANDEZ: My name is Eunice

and I'm probakbly

because the

be good, because my dad,

for two years, and he's supporting a

that we need.

guys are complaining about the noise

will look, and I'm worried about how

YEar. So I don't think

that's fair. Thank vou
Debhis Hines, CCR £473, CER $£11€91, RER
Pahrumyp, Nevada (775)727-8775

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page following
this comment document.



Comment No.
02-12-01

STEPHEN BURMAGE: Stephen with a P-H,
B-u-r-n-a-g-=. I represent a company called RetCo
that has filed a 29%% application to build a
transmission line from south of Las Vegas into this
area.

want to speak on behalf of the project but
also give assurance to evervbody that the Amargosa

lley is & very special place. I know it'"s a very

i

17
K

special place for evervbody who liwves here. If the

il

world is going to reduce its carbon footprint,
development in Amargosa Valley is the perfect place
aor it to take place.

I think it's the job of all of us developers
to engage evervbody -- local communitcy, the unions,

the other generation companises, investors —-— to make

sure that it's a win-win for evervbody
S0 I want to speak on behalf of the project
but also just assure evervbody that for the
developments that follow this excellent development,
that we'll do our best to work with evervbody. And
nybody is free to sort of contact me to sort of ask
a little bit further about what may be following.
But I think they're probabkly about a year away from
actually hawving to stand up in front of you and hold

& similar session. Thank wyou.

= s, CCR #473, CSR #£11691, RER
Pahrump, HNevada (775)727-9775

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page following
this comment document.



Comment No.
02-13-01

Comment No.
02-13-02

CURTIS STENGEL: Curtis Stengel,
C-u-r-t-i-s, S-t-e-n—-g-e-1. I had listened to these
neighbors tell their thoughts and I had just a couple
of guestions in regards to the offset of Farm Road,
should it take place. Will there be an offset with
the sames power line that goes down that right-of-way?
Because that's where my power comes from, and I'd be
real upset if I didn't have power.

The other thing is there's a buried
fiberoptic Tl line, and I don't know if that's been
addressed, but that's on the same right-of-way and it
would hawve to be relocated or discontinued. End I

hope that vou would address that. Thank you.

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page following
this comment document.



Comment No.
02-14-01
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CHREIS WILE: Zhris Wile, C-h-r-i-s,

I represent —— I'm a business rep for International

Brotherhood of Electrical Workers 357 in Las Vegas.

We have —-- the west here has a tremendous amount of

natural resources with having the sun, the sun rays

that we hawve here. With this plant thers's more

maintenance than there is with most PV —-

shotovoltaic applications, so there

continuous jobs when the plant is built, after the

plant is built.

W-i-1l-e.

CCR #473, CSR #11691,
Nevada (775)727-9775

Dekblbie Hines, RER

Pahrumg,

I'd also like tTo welcome everybody to come

down to our apprenticeship. We have a wind generator
as well as some photovoltaic stuff at our
apprenticeship as well as our union hall. So not
only do we talk about this stuff, but we actually do

this stuff. Lnd this is one of the most efficient

ways of using the sun's rays, and I'm alsc in support

of this project.

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page following
this comment document.



Comment No.
02-15-01

I'm Bill

W—a-h-1. address the union members.

certainly like to have some apprenticeship programs

up here in I'd like to have your

business We'll be glad to get

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page following
this comment document.



Comment No.
02-16-01
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J.W. CUMNINGHEM: I'm J.W. Cunningham,
C-u-n-n-i-n-g-h-a-m. I am almost past the age of
working, but I like the idea of these solar companies
coming in because it offers opportunities for our
young people not to ave to leave the wvalley, like
this little vyoung lady over here was talking about

her father hasn't worked in two years.

e Hines, CCR #473, CSR $#11891, RPR
Pahrump, MNewvada (775)727-8775

The other thing that actually concerns me is
the unions, are they going to bring in all people
from out of town or is it going to be an opportunity
or the pecple here in the valley to be employed?

I think solar energy iz a thing that is
coming.

Hokbody is going to fight it, it's going to

be here, whether it be on our main strecet downtown,
and I don't see no downtown here yet, but they're

coming and coming fast, folks. But let's look at it

through a little more open mind for our young pecple
and that way they don't have to go to Vegas and God

only knows where elses to get a job. Thank you.

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page following
this comment document.



CommentNo.| L2 LINDAR BEOMELL: Linda Bromell,

02-17-01
1lg B-r-o-m-e-1-1. Most of the people I talk to out here
17 I don't think hardly anyone has an objection to this
18 plant being out here. The problem is Amargosa Farm
19 Road is Rmargosa Farm Eoad. This road should not be
20 moved. It is our main road. I know right now we're
21 a tiny town but this is where all of our schools and
22 everything is. This road should absolutely not be
23 mowved.
24 BLM had told me last year sometime that they
25 were looking into getting people to release the land

Debbis Hines, CCR $473, CSR #11651, RER

= Responses to these comments are
Pahrump, MNevada (775)727-8775 provided on a separate page following
this comment document.
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1 farther out towards %5 where this could be pushed
2 back a little because it had been tied up for vears
3 and these people either needed to do something or get
4 off the brick. So if it could be moved back, Farm
5 Road should akbsclutely not be moved. It is mnot
G conducive to this town. Thank vou.




Comment No.
02-18-01
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BILL VEEBECK: Last name Verbeck,
V-e-r-b-e-c-k, first name is Bill. I'm with Great
Basin College, and I also represent the Economic
ounty. End I join
with the residents here and it truly is, if this

project goes forward, it is akout our economy and

And I look forward to working with not only
our labor unions that are present here tonight but as
the gentleman said before me, let's look at our
locals in this part of the wvalley and certainly in
Pahrump too.

You may be aware we are leading the nation
in unemployment. Twentvy percent is a more accurate
figure than the 15.2 percent you're hearing. our
underemployed is another 20 to 30 percent. We have
people here, as the voung lady =said, and we're here
as a college and as a community teo do evervthing we

can in this county to get as many of our locals

e Hines, CCR $#473, C3R
Pahrump, Newvada (775)7

employed as we possibly can.

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page following
this comment document.



Comment No.
02-18-01
(continued)
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We provide two training programs in solar
voltaic, whatewver it takes, construction, O3SH4A 10.
Those two arese online. I truly do, however, hope that
we can move forward with some kind of a partnership.
Ezsentially we are merging, if you will, union
apprentices and journeymen with our locals in some

form of a chapter so we can get our folks emploved.

Thank vou.




Comment No.
02-19-01
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BILL BARRACEMAN: Bill Barrackman,
B-a-r-r-a-c-k-m-a-n. My concern is this is not being
done by an American company. And we hear the phrase

uite often to free ourselwves from —-- make ourselves

i8]

independent from foreign control sources of energy.
As I understand, this is a German company.

2nd when vou loock at what they did in southern Spain,

the power rates are about three times what it is from

0351l scurce fuels energy in southern Spain, and as

a result of that what happened is businesses moved

out of scouthern Spain and went to other areas where

v could get power for a third cheapsr.

Depbis Hinss, CCR $#473, CSR #11691, RFR
Pahrump, Newada (775)727-977%5

I feel l1like that, vou know, the profit

motive here for this German company is huge, and I

i

feel like an American company

en something

sponsored by the federal g« nment, we h

a corp.
of engineers that could come in here and build this

at cost and provide a much lower cost of electricity

or the pecple.
And if Amargosa Valley could assure people a

flat rate on their energy costs out over the next

several years, that would be one of the greatest

stimuli © we can have to bring people into this
valley to settle here and also build their businesses

here.

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page following
this comment document.



Comment No.
02-20-01

REXINE REEWVES: B-e-x-i-n-e, R-e-e-v-g-3. I
live on North Sandy Lane. And I'm very near -- 1 =zaw
the pictures of how those cellulars are going to be
30 close to our home. It was to be farther but it's
not, it's closer.

And I have spoken before and I'm just saving
now, I'm too nervous to speak in pubklic right now atc
the moment. End I'm not liking it. I don't see why
BLM can -- why BLM can't free some of that land

farther away and move towards 95.

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page following
this comment document.



Comment No.
02-21-01
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BILL DEWITT:

Bill

property along Farm Road.

Dewitt,

And Farm Road

D-e-w-i-t-T.

EAnd

in its

Debbie Hines,
Pahrump,

CCR #4473,
Nevada

CSR #11891,

(775)727-9775

RER

33

Presentc

maintained.

and if i

it should

would go

Farm Road,

state standards for roads

Way

v it is now.

ondition is a

It floods

is relocated

be smooth an

undernesath Fa

S0 I would be in

assuming it

Thank

disaster.

when there's a

and if

d to

Road and not

It"'"s not

did a

lot of

a point where th

block it

well

rain,

proper Jjob,

2 water

when

favor of the relocation of
is done according to Hevada
of that size, not just the

re

1 very much.

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page following
this comment document.



RESPONSES TO COMMENTS 02-01-01 THROUGH 02-21-01

Response to Comment No. 02-01-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 02-02-01

Alternatives analyzed in this EIS are described in Chapter 2 (Proposed Action and Alternatives). Alternatives eliminated from further analysis, and
the reasons for their dismissal from further analysis are described in section 2.2.1. Solar Millennium has applied for a right-of-way for the
particular parcel at issue, for various reasons. Relatively few sites meet the necessary criteria established by the Proponent. In any event, BLM’s
action is to grant, deny, or grant with modifications the requested right-of-way. If the decision is to deny or grant with modifications the right-of-
way, the Proponent may decide to pursue other options, including alternative sites.

Response to Comment No. 02-03-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 02-04-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 02-05-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 02-05-02

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.



Response to Comment No. 02-06-01

Three alternatives were analyzed in this EIS - Solar Millennium’s proposed action (dry-cooled); a wet cooled alternative which was originally
proposed; and a No-Action alternative. The wet-cooled and No Action alternatives are two very different alternatives, with significantly different
effects.

Response to Comment No. 02-06-02

Proposed uses of lands south of Amargosa Farm Road are shown on Figures 2-1 and 2-2.

Response to Comment No. 02-06-03

A Development Agreement has been made and entered into by and between Nye County and Solar Millennium to ensure the land use impacts
on public services in connection with the proposed Project are mitigated. The goal of the Development Agreement is to "promote the health,
safety, and general welfare of the County and its inhabitants, to minimize uncertainty in planning for and securing orderly development of the
Property and surrounding areas, to insure attainment of the maximum efficient utilization of resources within the County in a way that provides
the highest economic benefit and least fiscal cost to its citizens, and to otherwise achieve the goals and purposes for which the laws governing
development agreements were enacted." A copy of the approved Development Agreement between Nye County and Solar Millennium is
provided in Appendix F.

Response to Comment No. 02-06-04

See response to Comment No. 02-06-03. As part of the Development Agreement, the Proponent and Nye County have agreed that the proposed
Project will contain design elements to mitigate the visual impact of the project. Accordingly, subject to modifications mutually agreeable to the
County and Proponent, the proposed Project shall conform to the Landscape and Buffer Plan included in Exhibit C of the Development
Agreement (see Appendix F).

Response to Comment No. 02-06-05

Though catastrophic events, such as fires, are not anticipated, the proponent will implement a stringent safety plan that identifies best
management practices to reduce and mitigate fire hazard or other potential safety events. Also, as per the Development Agreement between
Nye County and Solar Millennium, the Developer (Solar Millennium) will provide assistance for fire, police, and medical services. Details can be
found in the Development Agreement in Appendix F.



Response to Comment No. 02-07-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 02-07-02

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 02-07-03

Beatty Fire Department has been added to the Final EIS as a potential responder for additional fire support at the site.

Response to Comment No. 02-07-04

The Proponent’s initial application for a right-of-way and subsequent Plan of Development erroneously stated the area of the right-of-way to be
7,810 acres. The actual area, by legal description is 7,630 acres. On August 6, 2009, the Proponent sent a letter to the BLM requesting a
reduction in the acreage from 7,630 acres to 6,320 acres. The Proponent’s decision to release a portion of the lands from further consideration
was based upon refinement of the Project layout following surveys conducted in the spring of 2009. The lands released from further
consideration are shown on Figure ES-2 and Figure 1-2.

Response to Comment No. 02-07-05

The Proponent has committed to mitigation measures that will reduce visual impacts to the greatest extent feasible by use of: color mitigation,
landscape screening, restoration of disturbed areas, and night lighting mitigation. A Development Agreement has been made and entered into
by and between Nye County and Solar Millennium to ensure the land use impacts on public services in connection with the proposed Project are
mitigated. The goal of the Development Agreement is to "promote the health, safety, and general welfare of the County and its inhabitants, to
minimize uncertainty in planning for and securing orderly development of the Property and surrounding areas, to insure attainment of the
maximum efficient utilization of resources within the County in a way that provides the highest economic benefit and least fiscal cost to its
citizens, and to otherwise achieve the goals and purposes for which the laws governing development agreements were enacted." A copy of the
approved Development Agreement between Nye County and Solar Millennium is provided in Appendix F.

Response to Comment No. 02-08-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.



Response to Comment No. 02-09-01

If approved, this Project would not directly sell electricity to ratepayers. Given the many factors that determine electricity rates, it is impossible
to determine whether the proposed Project would lead to a decrease in rates. It is also outside the scope of this EIS to determine whether the
Project itself would lead to a decrease in electrical power rates. This inquiry should be directed to the Public Utilities Commission of Nevada.
Importantly, the Project would lead to substantial employment, increased tax revenues, and other socioeconomic benefits if approved.

Response to Comment No. 02-09-02

As stated in Section 2.3.16 (Decommissioning), the lifespan of the proposed Project is expected to span at least 30 years. At the end of the
Project’s useful lifespan, the facilities will either be repowered or decommissioned. When the facility is no longer viable, a facility closure and
decommissioning plan will be developed which describes closure requirements and the anticipated bond level necessary to satisfy BLM
requirements in 43 CFR Parts 2800 and 2900.

Response to Comment No. 02-09-03

The BLM’s action for this EIS is to either grant or deny Solar Millennium’s application for a right of way on lands managed by the BLM. The BLM
must decide whether, and if so, under what conditions it will grant a right of way to enable construction and operation of the proposed project.

Response to Comment No. 02-09-04

The comment is unclear. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 02-09-05

The BLM’s action for this EIS is to either grant or deny Solar Millennium’s application for a right of way on lands managed by the BLM. The BLM
must decide whether, and if so, under what conditions it will grant a right of way to enable construction and operation of the proposed project.

Response to Comment No. 02-09-06

It is the responsibility of the Nevada Office of the State Engineer to approve and control the amount of groundwater pumped from a certificated
water right. Solar Millennium intends to meter all wells to be used during construction and operation of the proposed Project. Water supply and
use is described in section 2.3.5 in the Final EIS.



Response to Comment No. 02-09-07

See response to Comment No. 02-09-01.

Response to Comment No. 02-10-01

Dust monitoring stipulations will be determined by the Nevada Department of Environmental Protection - Bureau of Air Pollution Control (NDEP-
BAPC). Before construction can commence on the Project site a Surface Area Disturbance Permit must be obtained, and within it a Dust Control
Plan must be developed that includes best practical methods of fugitive dust control to be used by the permittee to control fugitive dust in
detail. NDEP-BAPC has complete regulating authority over projects in this location considered to be minor sources in regards to air emission
control and monitoring. This topic is addressed in section 3.1.

Response to Comment No. 02-10-02

See response to Comment No. 02-10-01.

Response to Comment No. 02-10-03

In the absence of Nye County and Nevada State noise code regulations, the EPA 55 dBa noise code threshold was adopted and applied to the
project. Mitigation measures to minimize noise impacts during construction and operation of the project are described in Section 4.5.4.

Response to Comment No. 02-11-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 02-12-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 02-13-01

Solar Millennium will be responsible for relocation of any utilities affected by the construction of the proposed project. All costs will be incurred
by Solar Millennium.



Response to Comment No. 02-13-02

See response to Comment No. 02-13-01.

Response to Comment No. 02-14-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 02-15-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 02-16-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 02-17-01

The right-of-way applications for BLM lands north of the proposed project site are still pending. The Proponent intends to move Amargosa Farm
Road approximately 0.25 miles south of the existing roadway. The realigned portion of Amargosa Farm Road would extend from the vicinity of
Sandy Lane to Valley View Road; a distance of approximately 3.5 miles. The terms and conditions associated with the realignment of Amargosa
Farm Road are subject to the Development Agreement made by and between Nye County and the Proponent. A copy of the Development
Agreement is provided in Appendix F.

Response to Comment No. 02-18-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 02-19-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.



Response to Comment No. 02-20-01

The BLM land immediately north of the Project area has a pending solar energy development right-of-way application on file with the BLM
Pahrump Field Office (Cogentrix — NVN 083150). The Proponent filed an overlapping or “second-in-line” right-of-way application on these lands
(NVN-087366); however, subsequent discussions between Cogentrix and BLM staff indicate Cogentrix intends to seek approval to develop a
solar energy project at this location within the next 2 to 3 years. Although the BLM’s right-of-way regulations provide that conflicting
applications may be resolved through a competitive process (see 43 CFR §§ 2804.23(c), 2806.50, it is unlikely that the Proponent’s overlapping
application could be processed in a timeframe that met the Proponent’s objectives.

Response to Comment No. 02-21-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.



This page intentionally left blank.



Comment Document 3
Public Hearing on the Amargosa
Farm Road Solar Power Project

Transcript

Pahrump, NV 4.13.2010



Comment No. 03-01-01

DAEN RODRIGUEZ: Thank wvou. I'm Dan
Rodriguesz. I'"'m the CEQ of the Pahrump Chamber of

Commerce. Rodriguez is RE-o-d-r-i-g-u-e-g2. And on

Debbie Hines, CCR £473, CSR £11€91, RFPR
Pahrump, MNevada (773)727-9775

-

behalf of our memnbership of 500 businesses in the
valley, and we do have members in Amargosa, members
in Beatty, members in Las Vegas, we're very excited
to see a project of this nature in this area.

And the wav the economy has been with the
potential of bringing more business, more jokbs, more
money into the county is a good thing. And I really
commend evervone thus far of loocking at all the
issues and all the, vou know, crossing all the T3 and
dotting all the Is=.

And this is a phencomenal experience that I
know that Sclar Millennium is going through, and for
all of us it's a new experience. And on kbehalf of
our membership, we want to cross our fingers and
hopefully welcome you to ©oUr community as a major

employer. Thank you very much.

Response to Comment No. 03-01-01
Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the
commenter's participation in the EIS process




; - - - Response to Comment No. 03-02-01
i IR = T ! M m—t - -
Comment No. 03-02-01 | = MRIT LYDON: That's Matt, M-a-t-t, last name Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the
. . _ . . ) ) _ commenter's participation in the EIS process.
18 iz L-y-d-o-n. I'm a business representative from
18 Plumbers and Pipe Fitters Local 25 and we stand in
20 favor of this project. We have 244 of our members
21 live in Hye County and hopefully it will giwve tThem
22 some employment opportunities. Thank vou.




Comment No. 03-03-01
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DARRELL FAG: My name is Darrell Fagdg,
F-a-g—-g is my last name. I'm with the Ironworkers

I also have guite a few people that live

2 Hines, CCR $#473, CSR #1151, RER
Pahrump, MNevada (775)727-8775
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here in Pahrump that asked me to come and state that
the work for big time, we neesed the work real bad and
we can also use some new members that live in this

ar

in

a and up in Amargosa. So we're looking forward to

starting as scon as possible.

Response to Comment No. 03-03-01
Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the
commenter's participation in the EIS process.




Comment No. 03-04-01 = CORDELL SANDERS: Cordell Sanders, that's Response to Comment No. 03-04-01
Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the

7 Z-o-r-d-e-1-1, 5-a-n-d-=-r-s3. I'm a resident of commenter's participation in the EIS process.
g Southern Hevada. I'm in support of the project. I'd

g like to see it employ people in Amargosa and in

10 Pahrump. And it's a project that, put it this way,

11 it will employ anvbody that has ability to do good

12 work out here in Amargosa and Pahrump. That"s it.




Comment No. 03-05-01
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RRNDY S0OLTERO: My name is Randy Soltero,

-d-y, S-o-l-t-e-r-o. I represent the 3heet

workers Union here in Southern Newvada. I'm a

resident of Southern Hewvada. And we have members

that

deal

live gut here, and soc certainly that'"s a bkig

for us to see a proj
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But what I believe is more important is that

I"wve had the opportunity to work with the people from

Solar

Millennium and to see that they truly are a

responsible partner. They are loocking to do the

right
drv-c

rathe

thing and I think vou see that with the
ooling system that theyv're using for this plant

r than the wet-cooling system.

s
=
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that

I've traveled tTo Spain to look at projects

they have over there and see that they are wvery

responsible and wvery concerned about the

envir

or re

that

partn

a Ies

mostT

onmental impact that could happen on a communitcy

gion, and they take those steps to make sure

those issues are addressed and are a responsible

er in a community. End so that's probably -- as

ident of Southern Nevada, that's probably what's

important to me.

Response to Comment No. 03-05-01
Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the
commenter's participation in the EIS process.




Comment No. 3-5-1 (continued)

And again we would also like to see the
folks from the walley, AEmargosa Valley, Beatty,
Pahrump go ©o work. It's another big issue to us,
but again the environmental portion of it is egually

as important. Thank you.




Comment No. 03-06-01

o

o

o

BILL VERBECK: Thank vyou. Bili, B-i-1-1,

Verbeck, V-e-r-b-e-c-k. I represent EDEN, the
Economic Dewvelopment Authority for Hye County, along
with Great Basin College, our Career Connections,
which is basically a workforce development center.

I applaud again Solar Millennium and all the
Amargosa people, certainly vour advisory kboard that
has brought this to this particular state of
development.

Obwviously on behalf of the college and EDEN
ject . I join with the folks

I fully support this pro

Debbie Hines, CCR #473, CSR #11691, RPR
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here that we ToO want to see jobs. It's all akbout

the economy and jokbs when it comes down to itc, and we
look forward to working with our union good folks in
partnership in anticipation that we can put people to
work. Particularly we do have OJT funds and other
resources we can bring to the party along with
training, so I look forward to meeting you gentlemen
later and working with yvou all the way through the

pProcess. Thank you.

Response to Comment No. 03-06-01
Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the
commenter's participation in the EIS process.




Comment No. 03-07-01

o

(=1

(=)

JONATHAN DAVID MCMAHONM: I am a Local 883

member. work im Vegas. It's the only work we

have. I'we been laid off for a while. One of my
biggest concerns is I don't want to see what happened
with the prison happen with this job out here. You
get an coutside, out-of-state contractor. There's
enough peoples in this state that neesd the work that

are willing to do the work and ar

exXxcuse me,

good at what we do.

The work needs to stay here and it needs to
stay with our brothers. And kbring it on is probably
one of the best things that could possible happen to
this community, Vegas. We commute all the way to

Vegas every dav. 2:00 o'clock, 3:00 o'clock in the
morning we get up, we travel. We get there, we Jgset

the job done. It's usually a leé-hour dav becaus

m

Deblbies Hines, CCR $#473, CSE #11691, RER
Pahrump, Hevada (775)727

it's four hours back and forth. We make sure we get
the job done.

Now them guys coming out here, if there's
work, wyou're damn straight they're going to come out

here. The guys from Beatty, same difference.

Mmargosa is a stone's throw compared teo going to

Vegas. FKeep the as opposed to giving it
away like they did with the prison up the road.

Thank wyou. I'm sorry, Jonathan David McMahon

J-o-n-a-t-h-a-n, M-c-M-a-h-o-n.

Response to Comment No. 03-07-01
Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the
commenter's participation in the EIS process.




Comment No. 03-08-01

I
n

LOYAL WATKINS: Loyal Watkins, L-o-y-a-1, Response to Comment No. 03-08-01
Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the

€-year resident of Pahrump, commenter's participation in the EIS process.

W-a-t-k-i-n-s3. I'm a

[
(s}

17 and everything that I've read and heard about you
13 guys is good, and we look forward to it and hope you

19 get it. Thanks.




Comment Document 4
Public Hearing on the Amargosa
Farm Road Solar Power Project

Transcript
Las Vegas, NV 4.14.2010



Comment No. 04-01-01 B MATT LYDON: That's Matt, M-a-t-t, Lydon, A response to this comment is provided

] . . on a separate page following this
I'm a representative of Plumbers and Pipe comment document.

on
[
I
|
o
|
l
|
H

itters Local 525. We stand in favor of this

[}

=]

project. We feel that it will create a good econony

[ax ]
Ik
(8}
H
it
=3
i

rural areas, Amargosa, Pahrump, and we're

9 totally in favor of this project. Thank wvou.




, - - . ) A response to this comment is provided
(l 1 (8l . et - - i~
Comment No. 04-02-01 10 LAMARE JOMES: Good evening to the panel. on a separate page following this
) ) - _ comment document.
11 My name is Lamare Jones, L-a-m-a-r-e, Jones,
12 J-o-n-e-3. I'm representing International
13 Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, Local 357. We are
14 truly definitely in favor of the project and we'd
15 like to have great consideration of having Hevadans
1g working is the only thing I can =say.




Comment No. 04-03-01

Comment No. 04-03-02

Comment No. 04-03-03

17 JOHN HIATT: John Hiatt with Red Rock

18 Pudubon Society, that's H-i-a-t-t. &4Aa the first

19 project in the Amargosa Valley to reach this lewvel or
20 this point in the process of approval, I think it'"s
21 important that this EIS -- this EIS will set the

22 precedent for all the rest of the many projects

23 proposed in that wvalley, hence it's wvery important

24 what haprpens here.

25 I'm a little bit puzzled and perplexed by

Dekbkbis Hines, CCR #473, CSR #11691, RER
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1 some of the stuff that I see in that EIS. I see, for
2 instance, under Biological Impacts I see that there's
3 no mention of anv mitigation for biclogical damage.

4 I'm kind of surprised at that since there's

5 mitigation proposed for other things like so0ils but
© nothing for biological.

7 Under Water, for drawing, I'm very happy
g it'"s dry coocling as opposed to wet cooling but I'm
g 3till surprised at how much water is going to be

10 used: 250 gallons a minute, 24,/7, 365 days a year

11 would be the average withdrawal.

Responses to these comments are provided
on a separate page following this comment
document.



Comment No. 04-03-04

Comment No. 04-03-05

L

And when it talks about what happens with
that water, it savs that basically there will ke no
problems with any wastewater created. I'm assuming
that a lot of that water is going tTo go for washing
mirrors. I'm sure you're not going to use the

groundwater as 1t comes out of the pipe for that,

1]

u're going to purify it, and that means that

T
¥

there's going to be a brine stream as part of th

il

process. Where is that going to go? I=s that Jjust
going to be put kback in the ground to eventually get
down to groundwater again?

Process water for the wet cooling of
ancillary egquipment, there's going to be wastewater

from that which will also contalin anti-scal

in

RO

e Hines, CCR $473, CSRE $#1l1e651, RER
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that

i

chemicals and 3o on that are necessary t©o mak
work. What's going to happen to that? There's no
mention whatsoewver of hazardous water that will be
coming off of that, or maybe it's not hazardous but

at least contaminated water.

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page
following this comment document.



Comment No. 04-03-06

Comment No. 04-03-07

And there's really no discussion about
impacts on surrounding area and how the surrounding
arsa will really impact this. For instance, sand
movement in that area when the wind blows is a major
iszsue, but I really don't see that discussed and
mentioned as a major issue.

I don't know if you people have really done
thorough studies of what kind of pitting wou can
expect on your mirrors, but if you look at any kind
of a bottle or aluminum can or anything else that's
out there in that area now and sesn what it looks
like after it's been there for a year, it's covering
is sandblasted off of it.

S0 I think those things really nesd to be
looked at in detail, and I don't see the information
in this document that I thought should ke there on
those. S50 I'"1l also be providing written comments

but those are =scome initial comments. Thank wyou.

Responses to these comments are
provided on a separate page
following this comment document.



- FADTET T = . e o - Responses to these comments are
-04- 24 CORDELL SLNDERS: Cordell Sanders, that's A

Comment No. 04-04-01 = = ! = provided on a separate page

following this comment document.

25 C-o-r-d-e-1-1, S5-a-n-d-e-r-3, and I'm here, I

e Hines, CCR #473, CSR #11651, RER
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1 represent Sheet Metalworkers Local 8B. End I'm here
2 in favor of the project because it's green energy.

3 t's something that's needed in Nevada. We should be
4 taking advantage of the sun that's out here. It's

5 going to emploves people in Amargosa, Pahrump and

G here in the wvalley and I support it.




Comment No. 04-05-01

DONALD MULHERN: Donald Mulhern,
M-u-l1-h-e-r-n. I'm with Sheet Metalworksrs Local 8B
representing members here in Southern Nevada. I just
want to stress the point that these jobs that are
going to be created out here need to go to Southern
Hewvada reszidents.

I've been out on Public Works projects.
There's 50 percent out-of-state people working on
them and that's unacceptable with the talent that's
in Las Vegas and Southern Newvada. B lot of our
memibers live in Pahrump which is a stone's throw
awavy. I think that should be mandatory, that local
residents of Southern Hevada be the first ones on the

project. Thank wou.

A response to this comment is provided
on a separate page following this
comment document.



Comment No. 04-06-01

[i]

EOBERT COMNWAY: FEobert Conway, C-o-n-w-a-v.
I just feel that this project is a benefit to the
community, to the state, toc the environment and to
2ll the residents of HNevada. I think it will not

only provide some jobs during the construction

Dephis Hines, CCR #473, CSR £11691, RER
Pahrump, HNewvada (775)727-8775

portion but that all of the crafts that will be used
during the construction will help a lot of residents
locking for a career as opposed to just a job.

Any of the folks that we start in our
apprenticeship training program, along with all the
other building crafts, we don't just provide a single
Jjob. Cnce they become an apprentice, they're on the
path to a career. It"s a lot more than just this one
job. So any of the residents that end up working on
this Job could end up being a permanent member of

whatever craft it is they become trained in for their

And that's pretty much all I really wanted
TS say. I just think it'"s a great idea. In regards
to evervbody trying to go green, I think this is a

good, another geood step towards that.

A response to this comment is provided
on a separate page following this
comment document.



Comment No. 04-06-02

And with the tax base that exists in
Amargosa Valley now, they barely have enough funds to
sustain basic necessities. The amount of taxes that
this will bring in for the local community can only
make things better, not just for the residents but
egpecially the kids, vyvou know, in regards to the
schools and any after-school programs or recreational

facilities that might be created along with all of it.

I think the tax kbase on this is supposed to

e Hines, CCR #473, CSR #11le91, RER
Pahrump, HMNevada (773)727-9775

be somewhere on the scale of two to thres times the
current budget for the whole area. I know those are
all projections so I can only go off of what I'wve
been told, but with fingers crossed I'd like to think
that it works out to ke just that way so that the
courts, fire services, police services, hospital,
ambulance service, vou know, all the necessities that
a good little community needs could only be helped by

something like this out in the middle of nowhere I think.

A response to this comment is provided
on a separate page following this
comment document.



Comment No. 04-07-01

o

3]

WILLIZM H. DEWITT: This is to the Bureau of
Land Management, Rensewable Energv Projsct Manager,
4701 Morth Torrevy Pines Driwve, Las Vegas.

To whom it may concern: We owWn property on

the corner of Casada Way and Rmargosa Farm Road

directly across from Solar Millennium's proposed

solar project. We have been actiwve landowners in
Imargosa since the early 19%0s. Our land has a mix
of farming, residential and commercial uses. Solar

Millennium's proposed project will border on our
property on the west, north and east sides.

Solar Millennium would like to relocate Farm
Road to a guarter mile scouth of its current position.
ks adjacent landowners, we support the relocation of
the road because we believe a new and improved road

will benefit the community.

Debbie Hines, CCR #473, CSR #11691, RER
Pahrump, HNevada (775)727-9775
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The existing paved road is at a substandard

condition. It is not graded to current standards and
is prone to closure during flooding. Floods can
cause vehicle delays and public safety problems. E

new road will eliminate these issues by bringing the

road up to current engineering standards.

A response to this comment is provided
on a separate page following this
comment document.



Comment No. 04-07-01
(continued)

Mowing the road a guarter mile south will
also allow 3Jolar Millennium to hawve thelr entire
project located north of Farm Boad. If the road is
not moved far enough south, the power plant and
related buildings will have to straddle both sides of
the road. This doess not seem sensible to us. It
wWill be better for the community if all 3Soclar
Millennium's facilities are on the north side of Farm
Road.

To our knowledge we're the only landowner
along Farm Road that are adjacent to the proposed
solar site. We support the relocation of Farm Road
because we think a new and improved road will help
the community prosper in the future.

And it's signed William H. De Witt and

Mary BR. De Witt, my wife.




RESPONSES TO COMMENT NO. 04-01-01 THROUGH 04-07-01

Response to Comment No. 04-01-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 04-02-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 04-03-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 04-03-02

Mitigation for impacts to biological resources is provided in Sections 4.6.1.4 and 4.6.2.4 as well as in Appendix A.6. Final mitigation
measures for federally listed species have been developed as a part of the Section 7 consultation between BLM and USFWS.

Response to Comment No. 04-03-03

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 04-03-04

Process and wastewater management is described in sections 2.3.5.

Response to Comment No. 04-03-05

Wastewater produced under the wet-cooled alternative is described in Section 2.4.

Response to Comment No. 04-03-06

Dust monitoring stipulations will be determined by the Nevada Department of Environmental Protection - Bureau of Air Pollution
Control (NDEP-BAPC). Before construction can commence on the project site a Surface Area Disturbance Permit must be obtained,
and within it a Dust Control Plan must be developed that includes best practical methods of fugitive dust control to be used by the
permittee to control fugitive dust in detail. NDEP-BAPC has complete regulating authority over projects in this location considered to
be minor sources in regards to air emission control and monitoring.



Response to Comment No. 04-03-07

Parabolic trough technology has been in use for over 30 years. Experience to date shows that mirror reflectance is maintained at near
beginning of-life performance over several decades of use. However, a small number of mirrors break each year, largely as a result of
severe wind gusts. A program to periodically replace broken mirrors is included in Solar Millennium's Operation and Maintenance
plans and costs.

Response to Comment No. 04-03-08

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 04-04-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process

Response to Comment No. 04-05-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process

Response to Comment No. 04-06-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process

Response to Comment No. 04-06-02

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process

Response to Comment No. 04-07-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process
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RESPONSES TO COMMENTS 05-01 THROUGH 05-07

Response to Comment No. 05-01

The BLM’s action for this EIS is to either grant or deny Solar Millennium’s application for a right of way on lands managed by the
BLM. The BLM must decide whether, and if so, under what conditions it will grant a right of way to enable construction and
operation of the proposed project. The BLM has no authority to make a determination as to the sufficiency of groundwater to support
future development in the project area. As part of the water appropriation permit application review and authorization, the Nevada
State Engineer has the authority to approve and control the amount of groundwater pumped from basins in Nevada. The Nevada State
Engineer will determine what measures would be taken should a basin become overextended due to additional growth, drought
conditions, or uses by existing or pending water right holders in the basin. To address uncertainties associated with groundwater use
for project construction and operation, Solar Millennium has agreed to acquire and forego the use of no less than 236 afy of existing
water rights within the Amargosa Desert Hydrographic Basin (No. 230). Details regarding specific mitigation measures are provided
in Appendix A in the Final EIS.

Response to Comment No. 05-02

Solar Millennium proposes to contribute $6,000 annually, for the life of the project, to the operation and maintenance of the existing
Amargosa Monitoring Network. At current cost levels, $6,000 is the estimated cost of operating 3 monitoring wells for one year. This
includes field measurements and overhead costs. Based on Euclidean geometry, three non-collinear points in space are required to
define a plane. In this case, the simplified groundwater table is the defined plane and non-collinear points are monitoring wells in the
network.

The Amargosa Monitoring Network is an integral component of the Death Valley Regional Flow System model (DVRFS) and the
Southern Amargosa Embedded model (SAMM). SAMM is a refinement to a portion of the DVRFS which will enable improved
modeling of the Amargosa Valley by utilizing a smaller grid size and more detailed hydrogeologic framework. To date, BLM has
contributed $250,000 and committed additional future support towards the most recent update of DVRFS and SAMM, as well as
$30,000 to the Amargosa Monitoring Network for the next 4 years of operation.



Response to Comment No. 05-03

As stated in Appendix A.6, a Noxious Weed Management Plan will be developed in conjunction with the BLM using only
BLM-approved herbicides and methods. Information regarding herbicide use and development of the Noxious Weed Management
Plan can be found in Sections 4.6.1.4 and 4.13.1.5.

Response to Comment No. 05-04

Information about Jurisdictional Waters, Drainages, and Riparian Areas has been added to Section 3.4 and 4.4 in the Final EIS.

Response to Comment No. 05-05

The DEIS followed Council on Environmental Quality guidelines in developing the cumulative analysis. In addition, the final EIS
contains substantive improvements in the cumulative analysis, and the reader is referred to Section 4.17 of the FEIS for further
information on cumulative analysis.

Among other things, that section explains why many proposed solar projects likely will not be built, but also fully evaluates
cumulative impacts of assuming many are.

BLM is preparing a Solar Programmatic EIS that may amend land use plans to allow or restrict solar and other renewable energy
development on BLM lands, including by establishing solar energy development zones.

Although the PEIS will not be done in time for BLM to make a decision on the Proponent’s right-of-way application, the BLM Field
Office is working with BLM in Washington, D.C. to ensure consistency with the developing PEIS to the extent possible.

Response to Comment No. 05-06

The Final EIS proposes shielding and as-needed lighting as stated in Section 4.12.5 Mitigation, “The Proponent shall consider location
and type of lighting to minimize potential light pollution to the greatest extent practicable. Measures may include (but not be limited
to) light hoods/shields, directional lighting, minimum required brightness, setbacks from project perimeter, and ‘as-needed’ usage.”
These measures will significantly reduce night lighting pollution.



Response to Comment No. 05-07

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.
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RESPONSES TO COMMENTS 06-01 THROUGH 06-07

Response to Comment No. 06-01

Emissions models included fugitive dust from grading in their calculations in the Draft EIS and Final EIS.

Response to Comment No. 06-02

A study conducted by the USGS (Professional Paper 1703E) at an adjacent field to the proposed Project location estimated that return
flow from irrigation ranged from 8% to 16% not 65%. Losses to evapotranspiration make up most of the loss.

Response to Comment No. 06-03

Comment is unclear. Chapter 3.4 provides a general overview of current water resources conditions in the regional and local area.
Chapter 4.4 describes how implementation of the Proposed Action (dry-cooled alternative) or other alternatives would affect local
water resources in the regional and local area.

Response to Comment No. 06-04

The expected useful life of major components is anticipated to be 30 years or more. With proper maintenance, the hardware should
last through the useful life of the overall plant, which could reach 40 years. However, given the quantities of tracking mechanisms and
collector tubes, Solar Millennium expects a very small percentage of the devices to fail and need replacement each year. This
component replacement requirement would be reflected in their maintenance plans and costs. Experience to date shows that mirror
reflectance is maintained at near beginning-of-life performance over several decades of use. However, a small number of mirrors
break each year, largely as a result of severe wind gusts. A program to periodically replace broken mirrors would be included in Solar
Millennium's Operation and Maintenance plans and costs. Rotating equipment such as turbines and salt pumps are also expected to
have 30+ year life. A major turbine overhaul is planned every 5 years or so; pump impellers will need to be repaired or replaced
periodically. But with a sound maintenance program, this equipment will last 30 years or more. BLM’s requirements mandate
reclamation of the proposed project site following Project decommissioning. A decommissioning plan will ensure that these
requirements are met.



Response to Comment No. 06-05

It is unclear if the question is addressing dust or water, in regards to surface radioactivity.

Dust creation mitigations are a part of the dust control plan that will be developed before a surface area disturbance permit is issued as
required by NDEP-BAPC. Dust is also monitored during operations through permitting with NDEP-BAPC.

Groundwater quality is discussed in the Draft EIS, and according to DOE 2008 "Elevated concentrations of fluoride, sulfate, arsenic,
and total dissolved solids are present in some areas, and traces of naturally occurring uranium are also present;" radionuclides were not
tested for.

On March 3rd, 2010 the Department of Energy filed a motion to withdraw the Yucca Mountain License application; at this time there
IS no reason to believe that the Yucca Mountain project will ever be in operation.

Response to Comment No. 06-06

It is beyond the scope of this EIS to include theory of operation, detailed specifications, or detailed descriptions of the operation of a
dry-cooled solar plant. The level of detail regarding plant components and their process described in Chapter 2 is sufficient for
analysis in this EIS.

Response to Comment No. 06-07

See Chapter 5 (Consultation and Coordination) in the Final EIS. The 45-day comment period is consistent with the Council on
Environmental Quality regulations for implementing the National Environmental Policy Act regarding the review of draft
environmental impact statements. Significant effort was made to advise people of the schedule and duration for the review well in
advance. The BLM announced dates and locations of public meetings on their website, and media releases including newspaper
advertisement and postal mailers.



CommentNo.
07-01

Responséo CommentNo. 07-01

Theflood thatoccurredn 1969generated
approximately3,330cfs of stormwaterunoff
atthe gagestationjust upstreanof US 95.
The SolarMillennium projectsite hasbeen
designedvith perimeterflood control
facilities to accommodatéhe 100-yearstorm
eventflow determinedo beapproximately
9,600cfs. Floodingthatmay occuroffsite anc
upstreanof the projectdueto insufficient
existingflood controlstructuress outsidethe
controlof this project.
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Comment No.
07-01
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Response to Comment No. 07-01
The flood that occurred in 1969 generated approximately 3,330 cfs of stormwater runoff at the gage station just upstream of US 95. The Solar Millennium project site has been designed with perimeter flood control facilities to accommodate the 100-year storm event flow determined to be approximately 9,600 cfs. Flooding that may occur offsite and upstream of the project due to insufficient existing flood control structures is outside the control of this project.





Responséo CommentNo. 08-01
SeeAppendixE - ConceptuabtormwaterControl
Plan

CommentNo.
08-01
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08-01
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Response to Comment No. 08-01
See Appendix E - Conceptual Stormwater Control Plan
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CommentNo. Respons¢o CommentNo. 08-02
08-07 Thereareno plansfor SolarMillennium to provide
on siteor nearbyhousingfor workers.
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Comment No. 
08-02
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Response to Comment No. 08-02
There are no plans for Solar Millennium to provide on site or nearby housing for workers.


CommentNo.
08-0:

CommentNo.
08-0¢

CommentNo.
08-0%

CommentNo.
08-0€

CommentNo.
08-07

CommentNo.
08-0¢

Responséo CommentNo. 08-03
Commentoted.TheBLM appreciatethe
commenter'participationin the EIS process.

Respons¢éo CommentNo. 08-04
Commentoted.TheBLM appreciatethe
commenter'participationin the EIS process.

Responséo CommentNo. 08-05

Wind fencingwill belocatedon the eastandwest
sideof theproject.

Responséo CommentNo. 08-06
Commentoted. TheBLM appreciatethe
commenter'garticipationin the EIS process.

Respons¢o CommentNo. 08-07

The proposedrojectwill bedesignedo meetall
applicableindustrystandardso reducetherisk to
humanhealthandthe environmentandwould be
operatedn amannetthatcomplieswith safety
standardsindpractices.

Respons¢éo CommentNo. 08-08
Commentnoted.The BLM appreciatethe
commenter'participationin the EIS process.
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 08-07

arosia
Line

arosia
Line

arosia
Line

arosia
Line

arosia
Line

arosia
Line

arosia
Text Box
Response to Comment No. 08-08
Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.
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Response to Comment No. 08-05
Wind fencing will be located on the east and west side of the project.

arosia
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Response to Comment No. 08-04
Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

arosia
Text Box
Response to Comment No. 08-03
Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

arosia
Text Box
Response to Comment No. 08-07
The proposed project will be designed to meet all applicable industry standards to reduce the risk to human health and the environment, and would be operated in a manner that complies with safety standards and practices.
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Response to Comment No. 08-06
Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.


CommentNo.

08-0¢
(continued
CommentNo. Responséo CommentNo. 08-09
08-0¢ Commeninoted. The BLM appreciatethe
commenter'participationin the EIS process.
CommentNo. Respons¢éo CommentNo. 08-10

08-1( Commeninoted.TheBLM appreciatethe
commenter'participationin the EIS process.

Responséo CommentNo. 08-11

CommentNo. - .
08-11 Thefocuspointsof thesolartroughsareinsulated
heatcondenseelementghatcanbetouched
withoutrisk of injury.
CommentNo. Responséo CommentNo. 08-12
08-1Z Commentnoted.TheBLM appreciateshe

commenter'participationin the EIS process.
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Comment No.
 08-10

arosia
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Comment No.
 08-09
(continued)
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Response to Comment No. 08-11
The focus points of the solar troughs are insulated heat condenser elements that can be touched without risk of injury.
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Response to Comment No. 08-12
Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.
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Response to Comment No. 08-10
Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.
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Response to Comment No. 08-09
Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.


CommentNo.
08-1:

CommentNo.
08-1¢

CommentNo.
08-1¢

CommentNo.
08-1¢€

Responséo CommentNo. 08-13
Commentoted.TheBLM appreciateshe
commenter'participationin the EIS process.

Responséo CommentNo. 08-14
Commentoted. TheBLM appreciatethe
commenter'participationin the EIS process.

Responséo CommentNo. 08-15
Commentnoted.TheBLM appreciatethe
commenter'participationin the EIS process.

Respons¢o CommentNo. 08-16

Commentoted.TheBLM appreciatethe
commenter'participationin the EIS process.
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Response to Comment No. 08-16
Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.
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Response to Comment No. 08-15
Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.
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Response to Comment No. 08-14
Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.
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Response to Comment No. 08-13
Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.
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CommentNo.
09-01

Responséo CommentNo. 09-01

SolarMillennium will beresponsibldor
relocationof any utilities affectedby the
constructiorof the proposedroject.All costs
will beincurredby SolarMillennium.
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Comment No. 09-01
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Response to Comment No. 09-01
Solar Millennium will be responsible for relocation of any utilities affected by the construction of the proposed project. All costs will be incurred by Solar Millennium.
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CommentNo. Responséo CommentNo. 10-01
10-01 Commentoted.TheBLM appreciateshe
commenter'participationin the EIS process.



arosia
Line

arosia
Text Box
Comment No. 10-01

arosia
Line

arosia
Text Box
Response to Comment No. 10-01
Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.
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CommentNo.
11-01

CommentNo.
11-0z

Respons¢éo CommentNo. 11-01
Thesentencelescribinghe Proposediction (dry-
cooledalternative)n thewet-cooledcolumnhasbeen

deleted.

Responséo CommentNo. 11-02

Commentoted. Model resultsaretreatedcautiously
andusedin conjunctionwith otherdatato evaluate
potentialimpactsto groundwateresources.The
limitation of themodelis fully describedn theEIS.
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Response to Comment No. 11-01
The sentence describing the Proposed Action (dry-cooled alternative) in the wet-cooled column has been deleted.

arosia
Text Box
Response to Comment No. 11-02
Comment noted.  Model results are treated cautiously and used in conjunction with other data to evaluate potential impacts to groundwater resources.  The limitation of the model is fully described in the EIS.
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CommentNo.
11-0z
(continued

CommentNo.
11-0¢

CommentNo.
11-0¢

Responséo CommentNo. 11-03

TheBLM preferredalternativeis the Proposediction
(dry-cooledalternative) The BLM acknowledgeshe
commenter'statementhatwaterrights may not be fully
exerciseceachyear;however,assuch,it would very
difficult to evaluatethe potentialeffectsa wet-cooled
powerplantwould haveon Devils Hole waterlevelsand
the FurnaceCreekareaof DeathValley NationalPark.
As citedin sectiord.4.2,it couldbeassumedhatthe
waterthatwould beacquiredfor awet-cooledoptionis
fully usedon anannualbasisby the currentwaterright
holder,in thecurrentcapacity. Any changeo recharge
ratesfrom conversiorof thewaterright from agricultural
useto industrialusewould be dependentiponthe
amountof waterusedhistorically, typesof cropgrown,
andsite conditions(e.g.soil type,methodof irrigation,
etc).

Responséo CommentNo. 11-04

Underthe Proposediction (dry-cooledalternative)the
Proponenintendsto useup to 600acre-feebf theannual
duty associatedvith the projectwell (theannualduty is
602afy). The 160acresof agriculturallandsassociated
with this waterright, will befallowedduringthe 39-
monthconstructiorperiod.Following constructionthe
Proponenwill continueto lease400afy from thewater
right holderfor operationalvaterfor thelife of the
project,andrelinquishthe 203 acre-feebackto thewater
right holder. The NevadaStateEngineergenerallyallots5
afy/acrefor irrigation; thereforethe waterright holderwill
beallowedto irrigateup to 80 acreswith theremaining
203afy annualduty, andtheremaining80 acreswill be
fallowed.Accordingly,any dust-relatedmpactsfrom lanc
fallowing will be mitigatedaspartof the proponents
compliancewith the surfaceareadisturbanceermit,as
well asotherpermitsthey maybe obtainedthrough
NDEP-BAPC.
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Comment No. 11-02 (continued)
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Response to Comment No. 11-04
Under the Proposed Action (dry-cooled alternative), the Proponent intends to use up to 600 acre-feet of the annual duty associated with the project well (the annual duty is 602 afy). The 160 acres of agricultural lands associated with this water right, will be fallowed during the 39-month construction period. Following construction, the Proponent will continue to lease 400 afy from the water right holder for operational water for the life of the project, and relinquish the 203 acre-feet back to the water right holder. The Nevada State Engineer generally allots 5 afy/acre for irrigation; therefore the water right holder will be allowed to irrigate up to 80 acres with the remaining 203 afy annual duty, and the remaining 80 acres will be fallowed. Accordingly, any dust-related impacts from land fallowing will be mitigated as part of the proponents compliance with the surface area disturbance permit, as well as other permits they may be obtained through NDEP-BAPC.
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Response to Comment No. 11-03
The BLM preferred alternative is the Proposed Action (dry-cooled alternative). The BLM acknowledges the commenter’s statement that water rights may not be fully exercised each year; however, as such, it would very difficult to evaluate the potential effects a wet-cooled power plant would have on Devils Hole water levels and the Furnace Creek area of Death Valley National Park.  As cited in section 4.4.2, it could be assumed that the water that would be acquired for a wet-cooled option is fully used on an annual basis by the current water right holder, in the current capacity.  Any change to recharge rates from conversion of the water right from agricultural use to industrial use would be dependent upon the amount of water used historically, types of crop grown, and site conditions (e.g. soil type, method of irrigation, etc).
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CommentNo.
12-01

CommentNo.
12-0z

CommentNo.
12-0:

Responséo CommentNo. 12-01

The proposedProjectincludesthe construction
andoperationof two dry-cooledsolarpower
plants,eachwith anameplateapacityof 250
MW anda netoutputof approximately232 MW.

Responséo CommentNo. 12-02
Sectionrevisedto includethecommenter’s
proposedext.

Responséo CommentNo. 12-03
Theinformationhasbeenrevisedin the FEIS.
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Response to Comment No. 12-03
The information has been revised in the FEIS.
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Response to Comment No. 12-02
Section revised to include the commenter’s proposed text.
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Response to Comment No. 12-01
The proposed Project includes the construction and operation of two dry-cooled solar power plants, each with a nameplate capacity of 250 MW and a net output of approximately 232 MW.
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CommentNo.
12-0¢

CommentNo.
12-0¢

CommentNo.
12-0¢

CommentNo.
12-07

Respons¢o CommentNo. 12-04
Therequesteceditshavebeenmadein the
FEIS.

Respons¢o CommentNo. 12-05
Thisinformationhasbeenaddedto Section2.3.4in
the FEIS. The constructiorof thenewline and
switchyardarepartof VEA's long-termupgrade
plans,which VEA hasdevelopecandmay
undertakeapartfrom large-scalesolardevelopmen
within VEA's servicearea. Finally, if the
Amargosgorojectis notapprovedr built, the new
line andswitchyardmay serveany projectthat
would bebuilt onthe samelands,pursuanto right-
of-way applicationsnow pendingbeforeBLM.

Responséo CommentNo. 12-06
Therequeste@ditshavebeenmadein the
FEIS.

Responséo CommentNo. 12-07
Referenceso Valley ElectricAssociatiorhave
beenchangedn the FEIS percommenter'sequest
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Response to Comment No. 12-04
The requested edits have been made in the FEIS.
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Response to Comment No. 12-05
This information has been added to Section 2.3.4 in the FEIS. The construction of the new line and switchyard are part of VEA's long-term upgrade plans, which VEA has developed and may undertake apart from large-scale solar development within VEA's service area.  Finally, if the Amargosa project is not approved or built, the new line and switchyard may serve any project that would be built on the same lands, pursuant to right-of-way applications now pending before BLM.
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Response to Comment No. 12-07
References to Valley Electric Association have been changed in the FEIS per commenter’s request.
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Response to Comment No. 12-06
The requested edits have been made in the FEIS.


‘ﬁ Valley Electric Association, Inc.

September 23, 2010

Mr. Greg Helseth

Renewable Energy Project Manager
4701 N. Torrey Pines Drive

Las Vegas, NV 89130

RE: Additional comments on Solar Millennium Draft EIS, BLM Record No. N-084359

Dear Mr. Helseth

Valley Electric Association, Inc. (“VEA”) previously submitted a letter dated April 23,
2010 concerning the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for Solar Millennium LLC's
proposed 2-250 MW Amargosa solar generating facility (BLM Record No. N-084359). In that
letter, VEA stated, among other things:

In order to accommodate this solar project a new 230kV line along with a new 230kY switchyard would
have to be built. If the proposed solar project does not materialize, it will not be necessary to add the new 230k
line, the new 230kYV switchyard, or to upgrade the existing |38kY line.

This statement is clarified as set forth below:

There are a number of large scale solar generation projects currently in VEA’s
interconnection queue, some of which have right-of-way applications currently before BLM for
land near or adjacent to the improvements described in BLM Record No. N-094359 (the
“Improvements”). As such, the Improvements could possibly provide the critical infrastructure
necessary for the delivery of power from a variety of projects. VEA intends to seek approval of
these transmission upgrades so long as the costs of those efforts are fully sponsored by an
interconnection customer, whether that is Solar Millennium, or ultimately an interconnection
customer with a later queue position in VEA’s interconnection queue.

VEA intends to submit a SF-299 right-of-way application and a Plan of Development for
the Improvements within the next ninety days. VEA's submission of these documents to BLM
will initiate BLM's permitting and environmental review process for the Improvements.

800 E Highway 372 « PO Box 237 < Pahrump, NV 89041-0237
Phone: (775) 727-5312 or (800) 742-3330 (In Nevada) * Fax: (775) 727-6320 * www.vea.coop



Thank you for your consideration of these comments. If you have any questions, please

do not hesitate to call me at (775) 727-2138, or email me at curtl@vea.coop.

Sincerely,

Curt Ledford
General Counsel

CC: Ralph Hollenbacher, Solar Millennium, LLC



CommentNo.
13-01

CommentNo.
13-0z

Responséo CommentNo. 13-01
Commentoted.TheBLM appreciatethe
commenter'participationin the EIS
process.

Respons¢o CommentNo. 13-02
Commentnoted.The DEIS followed
Councilon EnvironmentaRQuality
guidelinesin developinghe cumulative
analysisTheBLM's actionfor thisEISis
to eithergrantor denySolarMillennium’s
applicationfor aright of way onlands
managedy theBLM. TheBLM must
decidewhether andif so,underwhat
conditionsit will grantaright of wayto
enableconstructiorandoperationof the
proposedroject. Overallmanagemendf
BLM landsaredescribedn District-
specificResourceManagemenPlans.The
LasVegasRMP/EIS,approvedby Recorc
of Decisionon Octobers, 1998,guides
managemenf BLM landsin the
SouthernNevadaDistrict.
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Response to Comment No. 13-02
Comment noted. The DEIS followed Council on Environmental Quality guidelines in developing the cumulative analysis. The BLM’s action for this EIS is to either grant or deny Solar Millennium’s application for a right of way on lands managed by the BLM. The BLM must decide whether, and if so, under what conditions it will grant a right of way to enable construction and operation of the proposed project.  Overall management of BLM lands are described in District-specific Resource Management Plans. The Las Vegas RMP/EIS, approved by Record of Decision on October 5, 1998, guides management of BLM lands in the Southern Nevada District.
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Response to Comment No. 13-01
Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.
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CommentNo.
14-01

A responseo thiscommentis providedon a
separatg@agefollowing this commentdocument.
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A response to this comment is provided on a separate page following this comment document.
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CommentNo.
14-0z
Response® thesecommentsareprovidedon a
separatgagefollowing this commentdocument
CommentNo.
14-0:
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Responses to these comments are provided on a separate page following this comment document.
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CommentNo.
14-0:
(continued

CommentNo.
14-0¢

CommentNo.
14-0¢

CommentNo.
14-0¢€

Response® thesecommentsareprovidedon a
separatgagefollowing this commentdocument
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Comment No. 14-03 (continued)
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Responses to these comments are provided on a separate page following this comment document.
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CommentNo.

14-0¢
(continued
Responseto thesecommentsareprovidedon a
separatgagefollowing this commentdocument
CommentNo.

14-07
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Responses to these comments are provided on a separate page following this comment document.
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RESPONSES TO COMMENT NO. 14-01 THROUGH 14-07

Response to Comment No. 14-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 14-02

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 14-03

The Draft EIS described three water sources under consideration for project use. Following issuance of the Draft EIS, it was
determined that one of the three wells would fulfill the project water requirements. Solar Millennium has filed an application with the
Nevada Division of Water Resources Nevada State Engineers Office to change the place and manner of use of this water right. The
amount of water needed for the project has not changed. Therefore, the re-issuance of the Draft EIS is not required. This updated
information is included in the Final EIS.

Response to Comment No. 14-04

The water needs for mirror washing cited in Table 2-4 in the Draft EIS was incorrect for the wet-cooled alternative. Under both the
dry- and wet-cooled alternatives, water needs for mirror washing are 200 afy. This information has been revised in the Final EIS.

Response to Comment No. 14-05

See response to comment 05-01.

Response to Comment No. 14-06

The water resources summary in Table 2-5 has been updated for clarity.



Response to Comment No. 14-07

Visual impacts were based on preliminary engineering and design, which did not consist of a lighting plan. Therefore, effects to night
sky associated with Death Valley National Park could not be assessed. However, the Proponent has committed to specific mitigation
measures that will be incorporated in the FEIS that will mitigate impacts to night sky to the greatest extent feasible (i.e., mitigation of
night lighting).



CommentNo.
15-01

Responséo CommentNo. 15-01

A coordinatedegionalflood planapproactor the
areawaspursuedointly with BLM, Nye Countyand
adjacensolarcompanyright-of-wayapplicants.All
partiesagreedo the positivepursuitof theapproach,
howevercoordinatedunding, schedulevariationsand
designresponsibilityfor sucha facility was
determinedo beanoverwhelmingchallengeatthis
pointin time.

Flood control performedon anindividual projectbasis
canbeachievedy dischargingnterceptedand
conveyedstormflows in amannerconsistentvith
historicquantityandmannerprior to leavingthe
projectproperty. Thisis preciselywhatthe proposed
projectdesignproposedy useof detention/retention
basingo limit post-developmerftows to pre-
developmentevelsandby usingenergydissipating/
spreadingstructurego returnthedischargedlows to
sheefflow in identified historiclocations.
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Response to Comment No. 15-01
A coordinated regional flood plan approach for the area was pursued jointly with BLM, Nye County and adjacent solar company right-of-way applicants.  All parties agreed to the positive pursuit of the approach, however coordinated funding, schedule variations and design responsibility for such a facility was determined to be an overwhelming challenge at this point in time.
 
Flood control performed on an individual project basis can be achieved by discharging intercepted and conveyed storm flows in a manner consistent with historic quantity and manner prior to leaving the project property.  This is precisely what the proposed project design proposes by use of detention/retention basins to limit post-development flows to pre-development levels and by using energy dissipating/spreading structures to return the discharged flows to sheet flow in identified historic locations.
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CommentNo.
15-01
(continued

CommentNo. Responséo CommentNo. 15-02
15-02 Seeresponséo CommeniNo. 15-01
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Response to Comment No. 15-02
See response to Comment No. 15-01
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CommentNo.
16-01

A responséo this commentis providedon a

separatg@agefollowing this commentocument
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RESPONSES TO COMMENT NO. 16-01 THROUGH 16-31

Response to Comment No. 16-01

As of December 2009, the proposed Project was one of 31 renewable energy project that have met the required milestones to remain
on BLM’s fast-track list for expediting processing (BLM 2009a). These projects are advanced enough in the environmental review
and permitting process that they could potentially be cleared for approval by December 2010, thus making them eligible for funding
under Section 1603 of ARRA. However, the Project schedule has changed and it is no longer eligible for Section 1603 cash grants.
The Project is now classified only under Section 1703. The guidelines for meeting Section 1703's requirements, including the
requirement to commence construction on or before September 30, 2011 have not changed. While ARRA does provide other types of
funding for eligible projects, the proposed Project seeks funding pursuant to Section 1703. The Project is eligible for funding under the
DOE’s Federal Loan Guarantee program.

Being a part of the fast-track environmental review and permitting process does not involve or result in less than full compliance with
applicable laws, including the National Environmental Policy Act. To the contrary, the fast-track process fully complies with all
applicable requirements; the difference is that more resources are devoted to that process to allow for review to be conducted and
decisions to be made on a faster timeline.

Response to Comment No. 16-02

See response to Comment No. 16-01.

Response to Comment No. 16-03

Construction of the proposed project has not begun. Construction cannot commence until the BLM grants a right-of-way and issues a
Notice to Proceed. Activities listed by the commenter are separate actions required to obtain the necessary permits and approvals from
other federal, state, and local agencies.

Response to Comment No. 16-04

See response to Comment No. 16-01.



Response to Comment No. 16-05

Solar Millennium right-of-way application and Plan of Development considered both a dry- and wet-cooled solar thermal power plant.
As the lead federal agency, BLM analyzed both alternatives regardless of Solar Millennium’s final decision to select the dry-cooled
alternative.

Although the wet-cooled alternative would require much more water, it would improve performance during high ambient temperatures
as compared to the dry-cooled alternative. The wet- and dry-cooled alternatives would have materially different effects for various
resources. Revealing such different effects is one purpose of an alternatives analysis under NEPA, and the alternatives considered in
the Final EIS effectively serve that purpose.

See also the response to Comment No. 19-03.

Response to Comment No. 16-06

This EIS does not tier to the Nye County Comprehensive Plan or other agencies plans. The reference to the Nye County
Comprehensive Plan serves to inform the reader that other plans guide development activities in the area.

The six bullet points cited under section ES-1.4.4 is a direct quote from Title 40 CFR Section 1502.14 which list criterion for
analyzing alternatives to be carried forward in an EIS. Section ES-1.4.4.1 (Alternative Sites) and ES-1.4.4.2 (Alternative Solar
Technology), describes alternatives analyzed but eliminated from further analysis since they failed to meet the project purpose and
need.

Response to Comment No. 16-07

The proposed project is located on federal lands managed by the BLM, which are subject to land management regulations set forth
under the Federal Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA). The Amargosa Valley Area Plan is a local land planning guide for
development in the Amargosa Valley planning area. While the BLM considers the recommendations of the Amargosa Valley Area,
the BLM must comply with its requirements under FLPMA.

Response to Comment No. 16-08

The proposed project is located on federal lands managed by the BLM, which are subject to land management regulations set forth
under the Federal Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA). The Amargosa Valley Area Plan is a local land planning guide for



development in the Amargosa Valley planning area. While the BLM considers the recommendations of the Amargosa Valley Area,
the BLM must comply with its requirements under FLPMA.

Solar Millennium intends to upgrade an existing road off of Valley View for use as the primary access route to the project site. The
road upgrade will be subject to additional permits and approvals (e.g. BLM, NDEP, and Nye County). Per the Nye County
Development Agreement, prior to commencement of construction, Solar Millennium is required to prepare and submit a Master
Traffic Impact Analysis for review and approval by Nye County. The Analysis shall address the impacts, if any, of the transportation
of employees to and from the proposed project site. Solar Millennium shall provide the improvements required in the approved Master
Traffic Impact Analysis in order to mitigate any land use impacts of the proposed Project. (See Section 6.6 of the Development
Agreement in Appendix F).

Response to Comment No. 16-09

See response to Comment No. 16-08.

Response to Comment No. 16-10

See response to Comment No. 16-07.

Response to Comment No. 16-11

See response to Comment No. 16-08. Information about road upgrades and easements has been added to section 2.3.11 (Roads,
Fencing, and Security) in the Final EIS. Agreements between Nye County and Solar Millennium regarding road upgrades is described
in Section 6.6 in the Development Agreement provided in Appendix F.

Response to Comment No. 16-12

Flood control conveyance facilities proposed by the project will be designed to resist erosion and scour potential generated by 100-
year event storm flows. Structural energy dissipating and spreading facilities will be provided at the discharge end of conveyance
facilities to reduce storm flow velocities and shear stresses to non-erosive levels.

1. A conceptual level of evaluation is what is required by BLM at this stage of planning.

2. Available data relevant to flood control was obtained, reviewed and considered in the development of the Conceptual Stormwater
Control Plan.



3. An adopted document containing detailed hydrologic and hydraulic design methodologies does not exist for Nye County (outside of
the Pahrump Planning District). Per discussion with Nye County Department of Planning staff and the Nye County Floodplain
Manager/Administrator, methodologies contained in the CCRFCD Hydrologic and Drainage Design Manual can and should be
utilized to the extent where no specific Nye County criteria exists.

4. An adopted document containing detailed hydrologic and hydraulic design methodologies does not exist for Nye County (outside of
the Pahrump Planning District). Per discussion with Nye County Department of Planning staff and the Nye County Floodplain
Manager/Administrator, methodologies contained in the CCRFCD Hydrologic and Drainage Design Manual can and should be
utilized to the extent where no specific Nye County criteria exists.

5. An adopted document containing detailed hydrologic and hydraulic design methodologies does not exist for Nye County (outside of
the Pahrump Planning District). Per discussion with Nye County Department of Planning staff and the Nye County Floodplain
Manager/Administrator, methodologies contained in the CCRFCD Hydrologic and Drainage Design Manual can and should be
utilized to the extent where no specific Nye County criteria exists.

Response to Comment No. 16-13

The EIS is consistent with NEPA requirements. The EIS fully evaluates relevant data and provides a reasoned analysis of the proposed
Project's potential effects on those data. The level of information and analysis reasonably represents baseline conditions in the region
of influence.

Response to Comment No. 16-14

An adopted document containing detailed hydrologic and hydraulic design methodologies does not exist for Nye County (outside of
the Pahrump Planning District). Per discussion with Nye County Department of Planning staff and the Nye County Floodplain
Manager/Administrator, methodologies contained in the CCRFCD Hydrologic and Drainage Design Manual can and should be
utilized to the extent where no specific Nye County criteria exists.

Response to Comment No. 16-15

See Response to Comment No. 16-14.



Response to Comment No. 16-16

Solar Millennium does not conduct NEPA site specific or cumulative impact determinations; that task falls on BLM, as the federal
action agency under NEPA. As the lead federal agency, the BLM and its EIS Contractor used the best available information for
analysis in this EIS. BLM specifically considered the referenced guidelines and local land use guidelines in evaluating the proposed
Project's effects.

Response to Comment No. 16-17

An expanded discussion regarding cumulative flood impact of the other proposed solar projects north of the Solar Millennium project
has been added to Section 4.17.7.4 in the Final EIS. However, it is important to note that each of the cumulative proposed projects will
undergo its own review process, and will be required to comply with applicable regulatory requirements and to mitigate impacts that
are identified in the review process.

Response to Comment No. 16-18

The Conceptual Stormwater Control Plan was developed in accordance with Nevada Drainage Law which overlaps policies of the
FPP.

a. The proposed stormwater plan will not increase flooding of surrounding properties in that it proposes the stabilized release of
intercepted storm flows to historic locations in both quantity and manner.

b. Solar Millennium has maintained discussions and presented the conceptual plan to the Nye County Floodplain Administrator. A
submittal of a Technical Stormwater Control Plan will be submitted to the Nye County Planning Department for formal review and
approval as the project moves forward with final design. Formal review by Nye County is not required at this level of the planning
process.

c. The subject property is not located in FEMA designated floodzone. The proposed stormwater plan will not increase flooding of
surrounding properties in that it proposes the stabilized release of intercepted storm flows to historic locations in both quantity and
manner.

Response to Comment No. 16-19

Comment noted. Until a Record of Decision is issued for the updated Las Vegas RMP/EIS, the 1998 Las Vegas RMP/EIS is the
regulatory document that guides land management activities in the Southern Nevada District.



Response to Comment No. 16-20

This issue is outside the scope of this EIS.

Response to Comment No. 16-21

The Draft EIS was issued on March 19, 2010. Interagency meetings among the Proponent, BLM, and Cooperating agencies are
integral in developing appropriate mitigation measures to address each agency's resource concerns (e.g. National Park Service, U.S.
Fish and Wildlife, etc.). Consistent with NEPA, BLM held public scoping meetings on the proposed Project and published the DEIS
on its website and a Notice of Availability for the DEIS in the Federal Register. Information about public consultation and
coordination is provided in Chapter 5 in the Final EIS. The BLM welcomes comments or inquiries from the public as it completes its
review of the proposed Project.

Response to Comment No. 16-22

Additional language has been added to the Final EIS to clarify that the MOU is for Pahrump Valley only and not for all of Nye
County.

Response to Comment No. 16-23

As stated in the Draft EIS "For regulatory purposes, the EPA considers unclassifiable areas to be in attainment. The Project area is
located in an unclassifiable area.” Pg 3-2 describes the ROI for air quality. It is outside the analysis of this EIS to determine if the EPA
has correctly determined the status of the project area. The term "unclassified" does not have the meaning that the air quality of the
area is unknown. The request for additional data gathering and analysis should be directed to the EPA.

Response to Comment No. 16-24

Prime and Unique farmlands is a designation set forth by the USDA. There are no prime and unique farmlands in the area.

Response to Comment No. 16-25

The BLM does not require surveyors to survey only in optimal years and does not hold the project proponent accountable for the
change in weather in one year versus the next. As stated in Appendix A.6 mitigation measures WL-6, surveys will be conducted for
Desert Tortoise in accordance with all State and Federal regulations. In addition, as stated in Appendix A.6, biological monitors will



be on site to ensure that no tortoises are harmed during the construction process, and clearance surveys will be conducted prior to any
ground disturbance by construction.

Response to Comment No. 16-26

Criterion 'd" is defined in 36 CFR Part 60.4 as a property "that ha[s] yielded or may be likely to yield, information important in
prehistory or history."

Response to Comment No. 16-27

As the BLM and Nevada SHPO agree on how the adverse effects will be resolved, a memorandum of agreement has been executed
with concurrence of three local Tribes. Since there are no controversial issues present in the Historic Property Treatment Plan, a copy
of it and the signed MOA will be sent to the ACHP. ACHP was notified of the project and the MOA.

Response to Comment No. 16-28

A MOA has been executed with the Nevada State Historic Preservation Office addressing the treatment of the historic property that
will be adversely affected.

Response to Comment No. 16-29

Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS outlined the public involvement process that was followed for NEPA, and 36 CFR Part 800 Subpart A
allows the use of these procedures for sections 106 compliance. BLM received no requests by any party to participate in the
development of the MOA.

Response to Comment No. 16-30

A MOA has been executed with the Nevada State Historic Preservation Office addressing the treatment of the historic property that
will be adversely affected prior to the signing of the ROD.

Response to Comment No. 16-31

The MOA will be included with the BLM's Final Record of Decision for the proposed Project if it is approved.
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RESPONSES TO COMMENT NO. 17-01 THROUGH 17-08

Response to Comment No. 17-01

The BLM’s Preferred Alternative is the Proposed Action (dry-cooled alternative).

Response to Comment No. 17-02

The conflicting water use estimates are derived from two different sources (USGS [Moreo et al.] and NDWR). Section 3.4.4.4 has
been updated to include a more detailed description of water use in the Amargosa Desert Hydrographic Basin, including pumping
inventory from 1983 through 2009.

BLM’s preferred alternative is the dry-cooled alternative.

Response to Comment No. 17-03

The BLM preferred alternative is the Proposed Action (dry-cooled alternative). Table 4-14 displays the full duty of each Project well
that is associated with its respective water right. The duty amounts shown in the table are correct.

Response to Comment No. 17-04

The most recent version of AERMOD (Version 09292) was used. AERMOD is the model preferred by U.S. EPA and NDEP for the
type of site, emission source, and regional terrain features of the Amargosa Farm Road facility and the Amargosa Valley region.

Also note that in the FEIS site specific air modeling was conducted and the figures have changed.

Response to Comment No. 17-05

Comment is unclear. The BLM appreciates the commenter’s participation in the EIS process.



Response to Comment No. 17-06

As stated in the DEIS, the evaporation ponds for a wet-cooled design would utilize 46 acres of land. Some of the blowdown water
would be used for dust suppression, and some would go into one of the two evaporation ponds.

Response to Comment No. 17-07

Cooling tower blowdown would contain a maximum of 1,600 mg/L TDS assuming 15 cycles of concentration for a wet-cooled
project.

Response to Comment No. 17-08

The BLM’s Preferred Alternative is the dry-cooled alternative. Regarding comment B - the amount of cooling tower blowdown to be
discarded from a wet-cooled solar project is described in Section 2.4 in the FEIS.
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The Project site is considered suitable for development of a solar power facility due to its solar radiation potential and flat terrain, despite the challenges posed by stormwater runoff potential. Impacts to and mitigation concerning Fortymile Wash are discussed at length in Chapter 3 and 4.
The flood that occurred in 1969 generated 3,330 cfs of stormwater runoff measured at the gage station just upstream of US 95. The floods that occurred in 1995 and 1998 generated 1,200 cfs and 340 cfs measured at the same gage station. The Solar Millennium project site has been designed with perimeter flood control facilities to accommodate the 100-year storm event flow determined to be approximately 9,600 cfs.
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The Conceptual Stormwater Control Plan provides analysis for the project site as well as the entire contributing basin of the Fortymile Wash (approximately 330 square miles) impacting the project site. Perimeter flood control facilities proposed for the project have been conceptually designed to intercept, convey and discharge the computed 100-year storm event flow rate of approximately 9,600 cfs generated by the Fortymile Wash watershed. The proposed stormwater plan will not increase flooding of surrounding properties in that it proposes the stabilized release of intercepted storm flows to historic locations in both quantity and manner.
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Response to Comment No. 18-03
The proposed stormwater plan will not increase flooding of surrounding properties in that it propses the stabilized release of intercepted storm flows to historic locations in both quantity and manner.
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Response to Comment No. 18-04
A facility closure and decommissioning plan will be developed which describes closure requirements and the anticipated bond level nevessary to satisfy BLM requirements.
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Response to Comment No. 18-05
The proposed project is located on federal lands managed by the BLM, which are subject to land management regulations set forth under the Federal Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA). The Amargosa Valley Area Plan is a local land planning guide for development in the Amargosa Valley planning area. While the BLM considers the recommendations of the Amargosa Valley area, the BLM must comply with its requirements under FLPMA.
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Response to Comment No. 18-06
The Conceptual Stormwater Control Plan included in this EIS was developed in accordance with Nevada Drainage Law which overlaps policies of the FPP.
The Conceptual Stormwater Plan will not increase flooding of surrounding properties because it will provide for the stabilized release of intercepted storm flows to historic locations in both quantity and manner. Solar Millennium has coordinated with, and presented the conceptual plan to, the Nye County Floodplain Administrator. A final Technical Stormwater Control Plan will be submitted to the Nye County Planning Department for formal review and approval once the Project's final design is approved. (The remaining details required for final design are engineering details not necessary for a full review of the Project's impacts under NEPA.) Formal review by Nye County is not required at this level of the planning process. The subject property is not located in FEMA designated floodzone.
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RESPONSES TO COMMENT NO. 19-01 THROUGH 19-29

Response to Comment No. 19-01

At the request of the commenter, the statement has been removed.

Response to Comment No. 19-02

Ldn is defined in section 3.5.1 and added to the table of acronyms and abbreviations.

Response to Comment No. 19-03

In late 2010, the first hybrid solar facility is expected to come online in Martin County, Florida. Although this new technology is
promising, solar thermal parabolic trough technology using either wet- or-dry cooling has a well-proven track record for successful
operation throughout the world. Hybrid cooling uses a combination of a smaller air cooled condenser coupled with a wet cooled
condenser. Depending upon the respective sizes selected for the wet and dry cooled condensers, the system would offer a hybrid of the
advantages of each. Specifically, the wet cooled condenser section would improve performance during high ambient temperatures and
the air cooled condenser will conserve water use. The major disadvantage of the hybrid cooling system is that it increases cooling
system complexity and overall system costs. Therefore, the hybrid cooling systems have not been commonly used in power plants of
this size range. For this reason, hybrid cooling was not evaluated as an alternative. In addition, because the wet- and dry-cooled
alternatives are so different, they provide for a robust analysis and comparison of effects, as each alternative has different advantages.

See also response to comment 16-05.

Response to Comment No. 19-04

As stated in Section 2.3.4 (Fuel Supply and Use) - The auxiliary boiler and HTF heaters will be fueled by propane. Propane will be
delivered to the plant site via truck from a local distributor and stored in 18,000-gallon aboveground tanks (one in each power block).
The estimated propane usage for the auxiliary boiler per unit for normal operation is approximately 9 MMBtu/hr overnight and
approximately 34 MMBtu/hr for 30 minutes during startup each morning. The estimated maximum propane usage for the HTF heater
is an additional 41 MMBtu/hr per unit is for approximately 50 hours per year during the winter.



Response to Comment No. 19-05

See response to Comment No. 19-04

Response to Comment No. 19-06

See response to Comment No. 19-04. Propane will be stored in 18,000-gallon aboveground tanks (one in each power block).

Response to Comment No. 19-07

This information is provided in section 2.3.5.2 in the FEIS.

Response to Comment No. 19-08

This information is provided in section 2.3.5.2 in the FEIS.

Response to Comment No. 19-09

This information is provided in section 2.3.5.2 in the FEIS.

Response to Comment No. 19-10

Sediment control will be addressed in the site-specific Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan to be developed prior to construction.

Response to Comment No. 19-11

Edited sentence per commenter’s request.

Response to Comment No. 19-12

Edited sentence per commenter’s request.

Response to Comment No. 19-13

At the request of the commenter, information has been added to the FEIS in Section 3.4.1.3.



Response to Comment No. 19-14

The paragraph in question is no longer in the FEIS.

Response to Comment No. 19-15

The precise location of the bioremediation field, detention basins and/or stormwater drainage outfalls, and septic leach field has not
been finalized. The EIS considers that these project components would be constructed and operated in compliance with all federal,
state, and local laws and regulations. Specific detail about the function of each of these components is provided in Chapter 2.

Response to Comment No. 19-16

This information is provided in section 2.3.5.2 in the FEIS.

Response to Comment No. 19-17

Ldn is defined in section 3.5.1 and added to the table of acronyms and abbreviations.

Response to Comment No. 19-18

The requested edits have been made in the FEIS.

Response to Comment No. 19-19

The requested edits have been made in the FEIS.

Response to Comment No. 19-20

The requested edits have been made in the FEIS.

Response to Comment No. 19-21

The requested edits have been made in the FEIS.



Response to Comment No. 19-22

The noise model calculations show that, during Project operation, the EPA threshold of 55 dBA will not be exceeded. Therefore
potential noise mitigation measures will not be necessary.

Response to Comment No. 19-23

See section 4.17.5.10 for a discussion of cumulative impacts to the labor force.

Response to Comment No. 19-24

See section 4.17.5.10 for a discussion of cumulative impacts to the labor force.

Response to Comment No. 19-25

Please refer to the Development Agreement available in Appendix F.

Response to Comment No. 19-26

The BLM preferred alternative is the Proposed Action (dry-cooled alternative). See Section 1.9 regarding the addition of evaporation
ponds to manage industrial wastewater flow. Mitigation measures to protect wildlife species are provided in Appendix A-6.

Response to Comment No. 19-27

See response to Comment No. 19-26.

Response to Comment No. 19-28

See response to Comment No. 19-26.

Response to Comment No. 19-29

Monitoring and compliance are requirements of the NDEP NDPES Stormwater Discharge Permit and are expected to be integrated
into the detention/retention basin designs.
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RESPONSES TO COMMENT NO. 20-01 THROUGH 20-52

Response to Comment No. 20-01

See Chapter 5 (Consultation and Coordination) in the FEIS. The 45-day comment period is consistent with the Council on
Environmental Quality regulations for implementing the National Environmental Policy Act regarding the review of draft
environmental impact statements. Significant effort was made to advise people of the schedule and duration for the review well in
advance. The BLM announced dates and locations of public meetings on their website, and media releases including newspaper
advertisement and postal mailers.

Response to Comment No. 20-02

As of December 2009, the proposed Project was one of 31 renewable energy project that have met the required milestones to remain
on BLM’s fast-track list for expediting processing (BLM 2009a). These projects are advanced enough in the environmental review
and permitting process that they could potentially be cleared for approval by December 2010, thus making them eligible for funding
under Section 1603 of ARRA. However, the Project schedule has changed and it is no longer eligible for Section 1603 cash grants.
The Project is now classified only under Section 1703. The guidelines for meeting Section 1703's requirements, including the
requirement to commence construction on or before September 30, 2011 have not changed. While ARRA does provide other types of
funding for eligible projects, the proposed Project seeks funding pursuant to Section 1703. The Project is eligible for funding under the
DOE’s Federal Loan Guarantee program.

Being a part of the fast-track environmental review and permitting process does not involve or result in less than full compliance with
applicable laws, including the National Environmental Policy Act. To the contrary, the fast-track process fully complies with all
applicable requirements; the difference is that more resources are devoted to that process to allow for review to be conducted and
decisions to be made on a faster timeline.

Response to Comment No. 20-03

It is beyond the scope of this EIS to evaluate the environmental or economic benefits of distributed electrical generation in the
southwestern United States. Rather, this EIS evaluates the potential environmental effects associated with Solar Millennium’s
application for a right-of-way to construct, operate and decommission a solar thermal general facility on federal lands. BLM's decision
based on this EIS will be whether to grant, deny, or grant with modifications that application.



It is worth noting that the proposed Project is consistent with BLM’s multiple-use mandate under FLPMA, and with the 1998 Las
Vegas RMP/Final EIS.

In addition, the Project is consistent with renewable energy goals and mandates. To the extent the commenter would prefer a policy
that would favor or allow only distributed generation that preference is best expressed to Congress and the State of Nevada.

Response to Comment No. 20-04

It is beyond the scope of this EIS to evaluate the environmental or economic benefits of distributed electrical generation in the
southwestern United States. Rather, this EIS evaluates the potential environmental effects associated with Solar Millennium’s
application for a right-of-way to construct, operate and decommission a dry-cooled solar thermal general facility on federal lands.
BLM's decision based on this EIS will be whether to grant, deny, or grant with modifications that application.

Response to Comment No. 20-05

It is beyond the scope of this EIS to develop a list of assumptions that includes detailed plans for integrating various fuels mixes and
technologies into each utility's plan, or an overall state plan, or a national plan. This EIS evaluates the potential environmental effects
associated with Solar Millennium’s application for a right-of-way to construct, operate and decommission a solar thermal general
facility on federal lands. BLM's decision based on this EIS will be whether to grant, deny, or grant with modifications that application.

The commenter’s view expresses a policy preference best directed to Congress and the State of Nevada.

As for evaluating the proposed Project’s impacts on biological, visual, and other resources, the FEIS and supporting documents
effectively serve that requirement under NEPA.

Response to Comment No. 20-06

No. Project facilities would be located on approximately 4,350 acres. Should a right-of-way grant be issued, the grant will be issued
for the actual amount of lands to be used for the project.

Response to Comment No. 20-07

The proposed project will not have public access roads within the interior of the project site. Access to the project site will be via
Valley View Blvd. Prior to commencement of construction, the Proponent must submit a Master Traffic Impact Analysis for review
and approval by Nye County. The Analysis shall address the impacts, if any, of the transportation of employees to and from the



Project site. The Developer will provide the improvements required in the approved Master Traffic Impact Analysis in order to
mitigate the land use impacts of the proposed Project.

The proposed project is an allowable use of the lands requested under Solar Millennium's right-of-way application. It complies with
BLM’s multiple-use mandate under the Federal Land Policy Management Act (FLPMA). Although that statute requires that BLM
generally provide for multiple uses of the land it administers, it does not require that multiple uses be allowed on every acre of such
land. BLM’s governing resource management plan for the Project area makes this clear, as do court decisions regarding the discretion
BLM exercises in implementing its multiple-use mandate.

Response to Comment No. 20-08

This EIS evaluates the potential environmental effects associated with Solar Millennium’s request for a right-of-way to construct,
operate and decommission a solar thermal general facility on federal lands they identified in their right-of-way application (Case No.
NVN-084359). BLM's decision based on this EIS will be whether to grant, deny, or grant with modifications that application. If other
right-of-way applications are cancelled, Solar Millennium or other applicants can file a right-of-way request for those lands. The BLM
would be required to conduct a separate NEPA analysis for any such request.

See responses to comments 16-05 and 19-03 for more on why the FEIS examined wet-cooling as an alternative.

The three alternatives studied, plus the many that were dismissed from further analysis because they did not meet the purpose and
need for the Proposed Action, provide a reasonable range of alternatives under NEPA. Those alternatives provide meaningfully
different choices, in that they are meaningfully different in design, advantages, disadvantages, and effects. An EIS must provide
options and must evaluate alternatives that adequately reveal differences in potential impacts between those options. The FEIS
effectively meets these requirements.

Response to Comment No. 20-09

It is unclear the exact technology the commenter is referring to, however, as stated in the executive summary in the DEIS and FEIS
"The proposed Project would utilize parabolic trough solar thermal technology to produce electrical power using steam turbine
generators fed by solar steam generators.” Therminol is a heat transfer fluid that is used to produce the steam, by means of a heat
exchanger, needed for the steam turbine to function and create electricity.



Response to Comment No. 20-10

The site conditions and proposed technology at the Ridgecrest location are different than the proposed Amargosa site. The proposed
Ridgecrest solar facility uses different solar technology (does not include thermal storage which increases efficiencies).

Reasons why a smaller footprint would not be feasible are described in Sections ES-1.4.4.1 and 2.2.1.1.
See also the response to comment 25-03.

Response to Comment No. 20-11

The proposed solar project is required under various laws and regulations to be constructed and operated in a manner that complies
with all federal, state, and local laws governing public and worker health and safety, protection of the environment, and terms and
conditions of permits and approvals.

Response to Comment No. 20-12

There is no expected release of heat transfer fluid; any spills will be reported immediately to the correct governing agency. Should a
fire occur the duration would involve many variables such as the amount of HTF involved, response time from safety personnel,
cause, etc. Because of factors that are impossible to predict at this time it is not possible to give an accurate number on how long a fire
would take to burn. See also Section 2.3.8 (Fire Protection).

Response to Comment No. 20-13

A Development Agreement has been made and entered into by and between Nye County and Solar Millennium to ensure the land use
impacts on public services in connection with the proposed Project are mitigated. The goal of the Development Agreement is to
"promote the health, safety, and general welfare of the County and its inhabitants, to minimize uncertainty in planning for and
securing orderly development of the Property and surrounding areas, to insure attainment of the maximum efficient utilization of
resources within the County in a way that provides the highest economic benefit and least fiscal cost to its citizens, and to otherwise
achieve the goals and purposes for which the laws governing development agreements were enacted.” A copy of the approved
Development Agreement between Nye County and Solar Millennium is provided in Appendix F.



Response to Comment No. 20-14

Per the Development Agreement between Nye County and Solar Millennium, "Prior to accepting hazardous materials within the
boundaries of the Proposed Development, Developer shall provide the County a facility emergency plan which contains:

1) a description of the training, equipment, facilities and procedures that will be used to respond to emergencies occurring within the
boundaries of the Proposed Development;

2) certification that such equipment, facilities and procedures have been approved by all applicable state and federal authorities; and
3) (a) a description of the emergency response protocols and the respective responsibilities of Developer and County.

(b) Sheriff. Within 60 days of obtaining financing for construction of the ASPP, and annually thereafter for the term of the Agreement,
Developer agrees to pay County $20,000 for County’s use in providing police services. County agrees to use such funds solely for the
purpose of providing police services in the Town of Amargosa.

(c) Fire Protection Training. Developer shall annually, for as long as the ASPP is operating, provide emergency and fire protection
training for up to four (4) individuals identified by County. County shall give priority to individuals who serve in the Amargosa
Volunteer Fire Department. Such training shall be the equivalent of training provided to Developer’s on-site personnel

Within 60 days of obtaining financing for the construction, and annually thereafter for the term of the Agreement, Developer agrees to
pay County $20,000 for County’s use in providing staff and equipment for County’s medical clinic in the Town of Amargosa. County
agrees to use such funds solely for such purpose.

No residential, commercial, industrial, or institutional uses are located within the Project area. Concentrated population areas near the
Project site include an area east of Sandy Lane, approximately 0.25 mile east of the Project area; and an area west of Valley View
Boulevard along Amargosa Farm Road.

Response to Comment No. 20-15

All transported materials will be contained and handled in a manner compliant with the Department of Transportation's Federal Motor
Carrier Safety Administration's rules and regulations.



Response to Comment No. 20-16

Security for the facility will maintain compliance with all applicable federal, state, and local laws and regulations.

Response to Comment No. 20-17

All water may be appropriated for beneficial use as provided in Chapters 533 and 534 of the Nevada Revised Statutes. Irrigation,
mining, recreation, commercial/industrial and municipal uses are examples of beneficial uses, among others. It is allowable under
Nevada state law to buy or sell water rights and change the water's point of diversion, manner of use and place of use by filing the
appropriate application with the State Engineer.

Response to Comment No. 20-18

As part of the water appropriation permit application review and authorization, the Nevada State Engineer has the authority to approve
and control the amount of groundwater pumped from basins in Nevada. The Nevada State Engineer will determine what measures
would be taken should a basin become overextended due to additional growth, drought conditions, or uses by existing or pending
water right holders in the basin.

Response to Comment No. 20-19

Water will not be injected into the aquifer. To address uncertainties associated with groundwater use for project construction and
operation, Solar Millennium has agreed to acquire and forego the use of no less than 236 afy of existing water rights within the
Amargosa Desert Hydrographic Basin (No. 230). Details regarding specific mitigation measures are provided in Appendix A in the
FEIS.

Response to Comment No. 20-20

As stated in section 4.17.7.4, in consideration of Nevada State Engineer Order 1197, water needs for any type of project requiring a
constant supply of water, and without the benefit of actually owning the water, would need to either lease or purchase the water from
an existing water rights holder. Since realistically, the water user can only pump up to the authorized duty of the water right,
theoretically there would be no net increase in groundwater pumping within the basin. However, without knowing the average annual
pumping amounts for the well to be used, or knowing how the water was used or recharged, it is impossible to determine the impact of
groundwater pumping associated with future projects. The Nevada State Engineer will determine what measures would be taken
should a basin become overextended due to additional growth, drought conditions, or uses by existing or pending water right holders
in the basin.



Response to Comment No. 20-21

The flood that occurred in 1969 generated 3,330 cfs of stormwater runoff measured at the gage station just upstream of US 95. The
floods that occurred in 1995 and 1998 generated 1,200 cfs and 340 cfs measured at the same gage station. The Solar Millennium
project site has been designed with perimeter flood control facilities to accommodate the 100-year storm event flow determined to be
approximately 9,600 cfs.

Drainage from all onsite areas will be routed to detention/retention basins prior to discharging offsite. Any HTF spills that could not
be immediately isolated and contained during a storm event would be secondly captured by the basins. Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plans is a requirement of the NDEP NDPES Stormwater Discharge Permit and will be prepared as part of that permit
application.

Response to Comment No. 20-22

SF6 is not being utilized in any part or process of the proposed Project, therefore, there is no potential for the proposed Project to emit
SF6.

Response to Comment No. 20-23

It is outside the scope of this EIS to analyze carbon sink potential of the project site.

Response to Comment No. 20-24

The proposed Project would comply with Federal and State air quality standards. Particulate emissions during construction would be
temporary and mitigated through adherence to the recommended mitigation measures. Operation of the proposed Project would not
result in increases of Potential for Significant Deterioration emission levels in the regional area. Five years of meteorological data was
utilized for the air modeling process, and wind was included into the air models.

Response to Comment No. 20-25

The BLM does not require surveyors to survey only in wetter than average years and does not hold the project proponent accountable
for the change in weather in one year versus the next. Surveys were conducted by qualified biologists following established protocols
and guidelines.



Response to Comment No. 20-26

See response to comment 20-25.

As stated in Appendix A.6 mitigation measure WL-6, clearance surveys will be conducted for Desert Tortoise in accordance with all
State and Federal regulations. In addition, as stated in Appendix A.6, biological monitors will be on site to ensure that no tortoises, if
found on site, are harmed during the construction process.

Response to Comment No. 20-27

See response to comment 20-25.

Response to Comment No. 20-28

Comment noted. The Tierra Data report was only one resource used in the development of the FEIS. Other sources cited throughout
the FEIS include Nevada Natural Heritage and various reports developed by agencies and private companies.

Response to Comment No. 20-29

See response to comment 20-28.

Response to Comment No. 20-30

See response to comment 20-28.

Response to Comment No. 20-31

A Biological Assessment has been submitted to the USFWS. Mitigation will be determined in Section 7 consultation between BLM
and USFWS. Translocation/relocation methods, if required, will be determined as a part of that mitigation.

Response to Comment No. 20-32

See response to comment 20-25.



Response to Comment No. 20-33

As stated in the DEIS "The dune is composed of Quaternary eolian dune sand derived from Precambrian source rocks, likely the
Funeral Mountains southwest of the dune field (Castor et al. 2006; Slate et al. 1999)." Also in section 4.2.1.2 it's stated "As the Big
Dune ACEC is approximately 4 miles from the Project area, and as there is no evidence of the Big Dune moving out of the ACEC, it
is unlikely that the proposed Project will have any impacts to the Big Dune ACEC."

Response to Comment No. 20-34

As stated in the DEIS "The dune is composed of Quaternary eolian dune sand derived from Precambrian source rocks, likely the
Funeral Mountains southwest of the dune field (Castor et al. 2006; Slate et al. 1999)." Also, Section 4.2.1.2 states: "As the Big Dune
ACEC is approximately 4 miles from the Project area, and as there is no evidence of the Big Dune moving out of the ACEC, it is
unlikely that the proposed Project will have any impacts to the Big Dune ACEC."

Determining the source(s) of sand for the Big Dune Complex is outside the scope for this EIS as the Project is not expected to have
any effect on that ACEC.

Response to Comment No. 20-35

Surveys were conducted following USFWS-established protocols. Within the project right-of-way, no owls were observed and only
one burrow complex was detected. This burrow complex showed no signs of recent use. Wildlife Mitigation #3 addresses burrowing
owls. As this project occurs in Nevada, CDFG mitigation guidelines are not applicable.

Response to Comment No. 20-36

The Bare Mountains are located approximately 15 miles north-northeast of the Project area. According to Johnsgard (Johnsgard, P.A.
1990. Hawks, eagles, & falcons of North America. Smithsonian Institution Press, Washington, D.C. Page 263), Golden Eagle nesting
territories range between 42 and 52 square kilometers. This translates to a maximum radius of 1.4 miles. Birds nesting 15 miles away
are highly unlikely to utilize the Project area for foraging. The USFWS guidelines for consideration of Bald and Golden Eagles
recommends analysis of habitat up to 10 miles surrounding a project site. Assessment of the area surrounding the Project area has been
added to Sections 3.6.5.3 and 4.6.2.1. As a good faith effort, the Proponent has committed to develop a site-specific Avian Protection
Plan.



Response to Comment No. 20-37

As components of this project do not move with any great speed, collisions with bats are not anticipated.

Response to Comment No. 20-38

See response to comment 20-25.

Rare plant surveys were conducted by BLM-approved botanists using established protocols. These botanists found no indications that
any of the rare species listed in the comment were present or were likely to occur within the Project area.

Response to Comment No. 20-39

A comprehensive weed management plan will be developed under the guidance of the BLM and will comply with existing rules and
regulations to ensure public health and safety.

Response to Comment No. 20-40

As described in Chapter 2, the site will be cleared and grubbed using heavy duty earth moving equipment. A weed management plan
will be developed under the guidance of the BLM.

Response to Comment No. 20-41

Visual impacts are an important consideration for this FEIS. Visual impacts associated with the construction and operation of the
proposed Project were addressed in Section 4.12 of the FEIS. KOP selection was developed through review of public scoping meeting
summaries and consultation with BLM Visual Resource Management (VRM) staff. Although specific sun angles based on seasonality
were not addressed, the position of the solar array in relation to the viewer was described in Section 4.12.1. In this regard, high impact
to sensitive viewers was identified when the angle of the parabolic mirrors could result in substantial glint and glare (contrast) to
viewers with unobstructed views of the Project.

The angle of the sun will not have a substantial effect to impacts, because the design and location of the parabolic mirrors maximizes
the collection of light throughout the year.



Response to Comment No. 20-42

The selection of KOPs was based on the results of the project public scoping meetings and consultation with BLM VRM Resource
staff. Effects and mitigation associated with “night sky” within Death Valley National Park have been appropriately addressed in the
FEIS, based on the level of detail of the preliminary engineering and design plans associated with the project. Currently, the lighting
plan and associated mitigation measures are addressed in Section 4.12.6. Following final engineering design the Proponent will be
required to submit a Lighting Plan incorporating mitigation measures that the BLM will revise and approve. However, the FEIS
discloses the Project's visual effects based on the Project's near-final design specifications.

Response to Comment No. 20-43

Based on the level of a detailed design, a Glint and Glare study has not been conducted for the purposes of the FEIS. However, the
summary of viewer impacts in Section 4.12.1 of the FEIS states that glint and glare could occur based on site specific circumstances.
As the Project's final engineering details are developed, the Project's glint and glare will be evaluated and mitigated to the extent
feasible. However, the FEIS discloses the Project's glint and glare effects based on the Project's near-final design specifications.

Response to Comment No. 20-44

Comment needs to take into account the context of the paragraph. “The low profile of the Project resembles the natural horizon line
the farther the viewer is located from the Project site.”

Also in Section 4.12.1 - Distance Zones “In addition to distance, and in the context of solar projects, viewing position or elevation of
the viewer as compared to the elevation of the project, influences the perception of Project contrast because viewers at higher
elevations tend to see larger portions of the Project within the context of the existing setting."

Potential locations of viewers are considered in 4.12.2.

The effects of impacts based on sun angle were indirectly addressed in Section 4.12.1 (Distance Zones) based on the position of the
viewer in relation to the solar array. In this regard, high impacts to sensitive viewers were identified when the angle of the mirrors
could result in contrast to viewers with unobstructed views of the Project.

In addition, the design of the project maximizes the reflection of the light to the array tubes throughout the year, thus seasonal changes
to impacts would be negligible.



Response to Comment No. 20-45

Comment noted. Intent is not that contrast, or the level of perceived change, is deflected from the Project, but seen in context of
existing structures (with similar visual elements [i.e., form, line, color, and texture] as compared to the Project) within the town of
Amargosa Valley. The FEIS language has been updated to include ‘structures associated with the Town of Amargosa Valley.’

Response to Comment No. 20-46

KOP locations and associated photographs were selected by BLM visual resource staff to represent typical conditions and impacts in
Amargosa Valley within the timeframe associated with the FEIS. Simulation photographs were shot using a 50-mm lens and generally
a 45 degree field of vision closely resembling the perspective that the human eye sees (excluding peripheral vision).

Response to Comment No. 20-47

KOPs represent typical views within the visual study area and were photographed at approximately 6 feet above ground. The KOP
photographs (including simulation photographs) represent what one sees within the foreground/middleground (0-3-5 miles) and
background (5+ miles). All KOPs had predominantly level or neutral views of the project area, although some were inferior and one
was superior (KOP 15 - Funeral Mountain Wilderness).

Response to Comment No. 20-48

KOP locations were based on public scoping meetings and consultation with the BLM resource staff, and represent a fair and
reasonable range of observation points. KOPs represent the range of typical viewing conditions and potential impacts associated with
the Project.

Response to Comment No. 20-49

Any proposed action on BLM lands will go through its own NEPA process, it is outside of the scope of this EIS to provide the
commenter's requested level of detail for future projects. In addition, there is not enough information available at the time of this FEIS
to complete an accurate study of this nature.

In regards to the visual analysis that was completed for the Amargosa Farm Road Solar Power Project, impacts to night sky conditions
were not assessed due to the preliminary design plans not containing a lighting plan; however, the FEIS acknowledges the Project’s



potential effects to dark skies. In this regard, the applicant has committed to specific lighting mitigation measures per Section 4.12.3.1.
Following the final design of the lighting plan, the Applicant will submit a lighting plan in which the BLM will revise and approve.

The selection of KOPs was based on the results of the project public scoping meetings and consultation with BLM VRM Resource
staff. The KOPs represent typical viewers, typical viewing distance zones, and typical viewing elevations for sensitive viewers.

Response to Comment No. 20-50

As per the Development Agreement between Nye County and Solar Millennium, the Developer (Solar Millennium) will provide
assistance for fire, police, and medical services. Details can be found in Appendix F.

Response to Comment No. 20-51

See response to Comment 16-08

Also, as per the Development Agreement between Nye County and Solar Millennium, the Developer (Solar Millennium) will provide
assistance for fire, police, and medical services. Details can be found in the developer agreement in Appendix F.

Response to Comment No. 20-52

A facility closure and decommissioning plan will be developed which describes closure requirements and the anticipated bond level
necessary to satisfy BLM requirements.
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RESPONSES TO COMMENT NO. 21-01 THROUGH 21-11

Response to Comment No. 21-01

See response to comment 20-07. The lifespan of the proposed Project is expected to span at least 30 years. At the end of the Project’s
useful lifespan, the facilities will either be repowered or decommissioned. When the facility is no longer viable, a facility closure and
decommissioning plan will be developed which describes closure requirements and the anticipated bond level necessary to satisfy
BLM requirements in 43 CFR Parts 2800 and 2900. The required “Performance and Reclamation” bond will ensure compliance with
the terms and conditions of the right-of-way authorization, consistent with the requirements of 43 CFR 2805.12(g). The “Performance
and Reclamation” bond will consist of three components. The first component will be hazardous materials, the second component will
be the decommissioning and removal of improvements and facilities, and the third component will address reclamation, revegetation,
restoration and soil stabilization.

Response to Comment No. 21-02

See response to comments 20-07 and 21-01.

Response to Comment No. 21-03

BLM’s multiple-use mandate under the Federal Land Policy Management Act (FLPMA) requires that BLM provide for multiple use
and sustained yield of the land it administers. Before and since FLPMA was enacted, that mandate has recognized uses as diverse as
recreation, mineral extraction, conservation, grazing, and energy development, among others.

The proposed Project is an allowable use under BLM’s governing resource management plan, and would comply with BLM’s
multiple-use mandate under FLPMA if approved. Although FLPMA requires that BLM generally provide for multiple uses of the
land it administers, it does not require that every use be allowed on every acre of such land. The governing resource management plan
for the Project area makes this clear, as do court decisions regarding the significant discretion BLM exercises in implementing its
multiple-use mandate.



Response to Comment No. 21-04

Planning cumulatively for all potential solar development in the southwestern United States is precisely the task being undertaken as
part of the Solar Programmatic EIS.

See responses to comments 05-05 and 13-02.

Response to Comment No. 21-05

As stated in Section 2.3.13 and Appendix E, stormwater runoff will be intercepted, conveyed through flood channels, and then
released in its historic location within Fortymile Wash in accordance with Nevada Drainage Law.

Response to Comment No. 21-06

A detailed biological survey was conducted for the project area using established protocols. There are no MSHCP that apply to this
area. The Proponent will be required to pay a desert tortoise remuneration fee as required by interagency agreements among the BLM,
USFWS, and other agencies. At present, the remuneration fee is $774/acre.

Response to Comment No. 21-07

All activities on BLM managed lands that disturb the surface of the land are subject to surface management regulations (43 CFR
3809). The Proponent is responsible for future reclamation of any BLM managed land that is disturbed. The Proponent, prior to the
issuance of a right-of-way, must submit a cost estimate and a financial guarantee or Performance Bond to the BLM. The required
“Performance and Reclamation” bond will ensure compliance with the terms and conditions of the right-of-way authorization,
consistent with the requirements of 43 CFR 2805.12(g). The “Performance and Reclamation” bond will consist of three components.
The first component will be hazardous materials, the second component will be the decommissioning and removal of improvements
and facilities, and the third component will address reclamation, revegetation, restoration and soil stabilization.

Response to Comment No. 21-08

Comment noted. Dark sky fixtures are recommended in the mitigation measures of the FEIS and will be incorporated into the lighting
plan.



Response to Comment No. 21-09

The BLM did consider the Mojave Southern Great Basin RAC's policy statement on dark sky lighting. This information has been
provided to the Proponent to implement in its project design and lighting plans. Following final engineering design, the Proponent
will be required to submit a Lighting Plan that BLM will revise and approve.

Response to Comment No. 21-10

Dark sky fixtures are recommended in the mitigation measures of the FEIS and are recommended to be incorporated into the lighting
plan, as appropriate. The Proponent has committed to specific mitigation measures as defined in Section 4.12.3.1 that will mitigate
impacts to night sky to the extent feasible. The lighting mitigation plan will be submitted to the BLM and to the appropriate local
authority for review.

Response to Comment No. 21-11

Mitigation measures (Section 4.12.6) recommend color mitigation to blend applicable facilities with the surroundings. Specific site
elements such as building locations and access roads have not been designed at the time of this EIS and specific mitigation measures
such as placement of improvements cannot be addressed as such.
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RESPONSES TO COMMENT NO. 22-01 THROUGH 22-16

Response to Comment No. 22-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter’s participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 22-02

USFWS protocols were followed when conducting surveys in 2009.
See response to comment 20-25.

USFWS monitoring protocols will be followed during construction monitoring. These protocols state that monitoring will be
conducted by a USFWS-authorized biologist. Detailed monitoring and mitigation requirements will be developed as part of the
Section 7 Endangered Species Act consultation process between BLM and USFWS. A Biological Assessment has been submitted and
will be made publicly available with a Biological Opinion when this inter-agency consultation is complete.

Response to Comment No. 22-03

As addressed in Section 2.2.1.1, alternative sites were assessed and eliminated as viable alternatives. The BLM is currently in Section
7 consultation with the USFWS. Final mitigation will be determined as a part of this process.

Response to Comment No. 22-04

A study involving the movement of species due to climate change is outside the scope of this EIS. There is not enough information
available at this time to allow for a reasonable assessment of what impact the project may or may not have on future movement
corridors for protected species, based on climate change trends. Further information about impacts to protected species, including
mitigation measures to avoid and/or minimize those impacts, will be developed during the Section 7 consultation process.

Response to Comment No. 22-05

The Final EIS contains substantive improvements in the cumulative analysis, and the reader is referred to Section 4-17 of the Final
EIS. VEA is currently performing system impact studies based on interconnection requests to determine the type and scale of upgrades



required to accommodate future load growth within their service territory. VEA will file a right-of-way application or update to
accommodate these upgrades, and the BLM will prepare a separate NEPA review of VEA’s proposed action.

Response to Comment No. 22-06

Although many solar projects have been proposed for the Amargosa Valley, it is highly unlikely that all or even most of those projects
will be developed. It is speculative to make assumptions regarding impacts of all projects with applications submitted to BLM. As
stated in 4.17.4, the likelihood of implementation of these cumulative projects is unknown. Each project will be required to comply
with NEPA which will include a cumulative effects analysis.

Response to Comment No. 22-07

Comment noted. The USACE has indicated that it would likely assert jurisdiction on certain drainages that traverse the project site. A
complete assessment of the potential effects to jurisdictional waters from project construction and operation cannot be completed until
a Jurisdictional Determination is issued by the USACE. That document will identify all jurisdictional waters, including ephemeral
waters; describe the Project's impacts on those waters; and prescribe appropriate mitigation measures.

The consultation process between BLM and the UUSFWS under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act will identify impacts and
require mitigation measures for all federally protected plant and animal species and habitat functions, including those associated with
ephemeral streams.

Response to Comment No. 22-08

See response to comment 22-07.

Response to Comment No. 22-09

The DEIS followed Council on Environmental Quality guidelines in developing the cumulative analysis. In addition, the final EIS
contains substantive improvements in the cumulative analysis, and the reader is referred to Section 4.17 of the FEIS for further
information on cumulative analysis.

Response to Comment No. 22-10

The Nevada State Engineer's Order 1197 greatly influences water development in the Amargosa Desert Hydrographic Basin. The
BLM acknowledges that the groundwater flow system in western Nevada is dominated by various flow systems. However, there is a



level of uncertainty regarding groundwater flow and availability within a given region. Environmental resource data were collected
and analyzed to the level of detail necessary to understand potential impacts and to distinguish project effects (both beneficial and
adverse) among the Proposed Action and alternatives. The data analyzed in this EIS are the best available representation of current
and predicted conditions.

Response to Comment No. 22-11

See response to comment 22-10.

Response to Comment No. 22-12

It is speculative to make assumptions of impacts of all projects with applications submitted to BLM. As stated in 4.17.4, the likelihood
of implementation of these cumulative projects is unknown. Each project will be required to comply with NEPA which will include a
cumulative effects analysis. Should the agencies determine that impacts are becoming too great for the area or sensitive species,
projects may not be permitted or allowed to proceed. Any single project or group of projects will be identified as such, and BLM, in
consultation with its coordinating agencies, will determine whether to approve those projects.

Response to Comment No. 22-13

To address the NPS, USFWS, and BLM concerns that the proposed groundwater withdrawals associated with the proposed Project—
in combination with existing withdrawals in the vicinity of Devils Hole and the Ash Meadows NWR — may pose a risk of adversely
affecting federal rights and resources, the Proponent has agreed to acquire an additional 236 afy of existing water rights within the
Amargosa Desert Hydrographic Basin. The 236 afy consists of 204 afy identified as “Minimization Water Rights” (see Appendix A),
and an additional 32 afy to offset the potential reduction in groundwater return flow as a result of changing the manner of use from
agricultural to industrial. The acquisition of the additional 236 afy of existing groundwater in the basin will most likely be obtained
from existing water rights permitted for agricultural use. At this time, it is unknown where the additional water rights will be obtained.

To comply with its obligations under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, BLM is consulting with the U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service regarding the potential impacts of the proposed Project and alternatives on protected species. Mitigation measures to avoid
and/or minimize any adverse effects have been developed as a part of that process. Such measures include compensatory mitigation
for Desert Tortoise and groundwater studies, conservation of groundwater through the purchase of additional water rights, and surveys
and monitoring for Desert Tortoise.



Response to Comment No. 22-14

SF6 is not being utilized in any part or process of the proposed Project, therefore there is no potential for the proposed Project emit
SF6.

Response to Comment No. 22-15

As stated in Section 2.3.16, a decommissioning plan including appropriate mitigation will be developed.

Response to Comment No. 22-16

Privatization of this site is not a reasonably foreseeable option or alternative.



CommentNo.
23-01

CommentNo.
23-02

Response® thesecommentsareprovided
on aseparatgagefollowing thiscomment
document.



apruett
Line

apruett
Line

apruett
Text Box
Comment No. 23-01

apruett
Text Box
Comment No. 23-02

arosia
Line

apruett
Text Box
Responses to these comments are provided on a separate page following this comment document.

apruett
Rectangle


CommentNo.
23-0¢

CommentNo.
23-0¢ Responset thesecommentsareprovided

on aseparatg@agefollowing thiscomment
document.

CommentNo.
23-0¢

CommentNo.
23-0€



apruett
Line

apruett
Line

apruett
Line

apruett
Line

apruett
Text Box
Comment No. 23-06

apruett
Text Box
Comment No. 23-05

apruett
Text Box
Comment No. 23-04

apruett
Text Box
Comment No. 23-03

arosia
Line

apruett
Text Box
Responses to these comments are provided on a separate page following this comment document.





This page intentionally left blank.



RESPONSES TO COMMENT NO. 23-01 THROUGH 23-06

Response to Comment No. 23-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 23-02

See response to Comment No. 20-18.

Response to Comment No. 23-03

As part of the water appropriation permit application review and authorization, the Nevada State Engineer has the authority to approve
and control the amount of groundwater pumped from basins in Nevada. The Nevada State Engineer will determine what measures
would be taken should a basin become overextended due to additional growth, drought conditions, or uses by existing or pending
water right holders in the basin.

Response to Comment No. 23-04

The DEIS followed Council on Environmental Quality guidelines in developing the cumulative analysis. In addition, the final EIS
contains substantive improvements in the cumulative analysis, and the reader is referred to Section 4.17 of the FEIS for further
information on cumulative analysis.

Response to Comment No. 23-05

See response to Comment No. 23-04.

Response to Comment No. 23-06

The DEIS followed Council on Environmental Quality guidelines in developing the cumulative analysis. In addition, the final EIS
contains substantive improvements in the cumulative analysis, and the reader is referred to Section 4.17 of the FEIS for further
information on cumulative analysis.
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RESPONSES TO COMMENT NO. 24-01 THROUGH 24-23

Response to Comment No. 24-01

The BLM’s preferred alternative is the Proposed Action (dry-cooled alternative).

Response to Comment No. 24-02

Solar Millennium has filed an application with the Nevada State Engineers Office to change the place and manner of use of an existing
certificated water right near the Project site. The water right has an annual duty of 603 afy which has been pumped approximately
413.88 afy on average over the last 25 years. Solar Millennium's water requirements during operation is 400 afy. To allow for
redundancy should one of the wells fail, Solar Millennium intends to drill a new well and move the point of diversion to a location just
west of the current well. Meters will be placed on both wells to ensure there is no exceedance of the permissible annual duty.

The change in manner of use of the existing water right from irrigation and agriculture to industrial may result in a loss of
groundwater recharge to the basin. The best available literature indicates that recharge due to agricultural practices in Amargosa
Valley ranges between 9 and 22% (Stonestrom et al. 2007). The primary water uses during operations would be for washing solar
mirrors, ancillary equipment heat rejection, and the power cycle. It is unknown what amount of infiltration occurs as a result of
washing solar mirrors, and the other uses will not have any infiltration associated with them.

Response to Comment No. 24-03

As cited in Table 2-4, the amount of water required for dust control is anticipated to be 45 afy. This quantity of water, which include
RO discharge water, has been accounted for in the estimated operational water requirement of 400 afy

Response to Comment No. 24-04

Solar Millennium has filed an application with the Nevada State Engineers Office to change the place and manner of use of an existing
certificated water right near the Project site. The water right has an annual duty of 603 afy which has been pumped approximately
413.88 afy on average over the last 25 years. Project water needs during construction will be about 600 afy; during operations it will
be 400 afy. Water would be sourced from the one well. Potential effects to local water users has been added to Section 4.4.2.1



Response to Comment No. 24-05

A coordinated regional flood plain approach for the area was pursued jointly with BLM, Nye County and adjacent solar company
right-of-way applicants. All parties agreed to the positive pursuit of the approach, however coordinated funding, schedule variations
and design responsibility for such a facility was determined to be an overwhelming challenge at this point in time. Therefore the
alternative of providing a regional detention basin north of US 95 is an unlikely venture and the Project is proposing independent
flood protection.

A Conceptual Stormwater Control Plan was prepared for the project site and submitted to BLM as part of the Plan of Development.
The plan included conceptual evaluation of on-site flood control.

Response to Comment No. 24-06

The most recent version of AERMOD (Version 09292) was used. AERMOD is the model preferred by U.S. EPA and NDEP for the
types of site, emission source, and regional terrain features of the Amargosa Farm Road facility and the Amargosa Valley region.

Before the DEIS was issued there was no site specific air modeling for this Project, therefore, air quality data from a similar project in
a similar location was utilized (Palen Solar Project). After the DEIS was issued site specific modeling was completed and has been
included into the FEIS. The air quality data in the FEIS includes more relevant data based on site specific conditions and expected
impacts from construction and operation of the proposed Project. Because the site specific modeling has been completed there is no
reason to further research the similarities of wind patterns in Amargosa Valley to those in Desert Center in this EIS.

Dust monitoring stipulations will be determined by the Nevada Department of Environmental Protection - Bureau of Air Pollution
Control (NDEP-BAPC). Before construction can commence on the project site a Surface Area Disturbance Permit must be obtained,
and within it a Dust Control Plan must be developed that includes best practical methods of fugitive dust control to be used by the
permittee to control fugitive dust in detail. NDEP-BAPC has complete regulatory authority over projects in this location considered to
be minor sources with regard to air emission control and monitoring.

Response to Comment No. 24-07

The water requirements for both the dry- and wet-cooled alternatives are cited in Table 2-4. The BLM acknowledges that at present,
conventional surfactants are not allowed to be used in desert tortoise habitat. There are ongoing studies analyzing effects of various
surfactants on desert tortoise and their habitat. The BLM will work with the Proponent to achieve a workable solution to this issue.
Under any such solution, no surfactants will be used that would result in adverse impacts to desert tortoise.



Response to Comment No. 24-08

The most recent version of AERMOD (Version 09292) was used. AERMOD is the model preferred by U.S. EPA and NDEP for the
types of site, emission source, and regional terrain features of the Amargosa Farm Road facility and the Amargosa Valley region.

Response to Comment No. 24-09

See response to Comment No. 24-08.

Response to Comment No. 24-10

See response to Comment No. 24-06.

Response to Comment No. 24-11

See response to Comment No. 24-06.

Response to Comment No. 24-12

In the absence of Nye County and Nevada State noise code regulations, the EPA 55 dBa noise code threshold was adopted and applied
to the project. The study is to determine appropriate noise levels at project property lines. Regulations at a property line account for
proper noise reduction to residential structures.

Response to Comment No. 24-13

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 24-14

The requested change is subject to review and acceptance by the Developer, Solar Millenium, as NEPA is a purely procedural status
and cannot require substantive outcomes. Evaluation of construction schedule at the eastern power block must be reviewed to
determine if a 1-hour reduction will unreasonably affect construction schedule.



Response to Comment No. 24-15

Please refer to Comment No. 02-10-03. Acoustic energy as perceived by a human is referenced as a 10 dB difference - which is
perceived as a doubling of the energy. Therefore a 15 dB difference is perceived as a little more than doubling of the energy. 60 dB is
defined as normal human speech at 3 feet.

Response to Comment No. 24-16

This comment alludes to the discussion regarding acceptable property line ambient noise level conditions. In the absence of Nye
County and Nevada State noise code regulations, the EPA 55 dBa noise code threshold was adopted and applied to the project. Our
analysis is conditioned that most of the operational noise will occur during the day time hours. A defined property line noise
regulation will assist in the reduction of interior residential noise.

Response to Comment No. 24-17

Safety protocol and noise regulations will be complied with at all times during construction and operation of the facility. 20 CFR 1926
requires backup alarms on certain types of vehicles - the noise associated with the alarms helps ensure safety for workers, and for
people located within the vicinity.

Response to Comment No. 24-18

The FEIS states that when the project would be seen in the context of the existing structures that are similar in form, line, color and
texture the impacts would be reduced. The EIS states that the impacts are high for sensitive viewers in the foreground with level,
unobstructed views. The impacts further address the scale and dominance of the project to viewers in the foreground (Section 4.12.3.1
Project Contrast).

Response to Comment No. 24-19

The KOPs in the FEIS represent typical viewers and viewing distance zones. The KOP locations were selected by the BLM visual
resources staff to represent typical conditions and impacts in Amargosa Valley.

Time-of-Day impacts are addressed in Section 4.12.3.1, in regards to the relationship of the sensitive viewers from the solar array. In
this regard, high impacts to sensitive viewers with unobstructed views of the Project are disclosed.



Response to Comment No. 24-20

Although the wind fence is an introduced element to the landscape, it is considered a mitigation measure in part as it was proposed to
decrease the visibility of the solar arrays in addition to mitigate wind effects to the solar arrays.

Comment noted regarding planting trees.

Response to Comment No. 24-21

Comment noted. The FEIS has been updated as appropriate to correctly identify the gravel facility mentioned in the DEIS to the Cind-
R-Lite plant. Facilities operational hours are 6am-3pm, but plant operates 30+ lights (mixture of security, sign lighting, and pole
lighting) from sundown to sunrise (per phone conversation with Cind-R-Lite facilities manager). Additionally, the FEIS has been
updated to provide more detail in the efforts to minimize light pollution.

Powerblocks are the only facility to light up at night. The current design has each powerblock site at approximately 2,500 ft x 490 ft =
1,225,000 square feet (28.12 acres; total of 56.24 acres).

Response to Comment No. 24-22

Comments noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 24-23

In addition to BLM required mitigation measures, a Development Agreement has been made and entered into by and between Nye
County and Solar Millennium to ensure the land use impacts on public services in connection with the proposed Project are mitigated.
The goal of the Development Agreement is to "promote the health, safety, and general welfare of the County and its inhabitants, to
minimize uncertainty in planning for and securing orderly development of the Property and surrounding areas, to insure attainment of
the maximum efficient utilization of resources within the County in a way that provides the highest economic benefit and least fiscal
cost to its citizens, and to otherwise achieve the goals and purposes for which the laws governing development agreements were
enacted.” A copy of the approved Development Agreement between Nye County and Solar Millennium is provided in Appendix F.

The FEIS contains a full environmental review of the proposed Project’s likely impacts and identifies measures to avoid and mitigate
those impacts where possible. Similar avoidance and mitigation will take part as a result of the Section 7 consultation process between
BLM and the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service under the federal Endangered Species Act. Plans with additional measures, such as lighting
and stormwater control plans, will help serve the same function.
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RESPONSES TO COMMENT NO. 25-01 THROUGH 25-11

Response to Comment No. 25-01

Solar Millennium’s Plan of Development identified both a dry- and wet-cooled alternative. The selection of the appropriate
technology would be based on additional studies and public and agency consultation. This information was provided to the public
during Scoping.

Response to Comment No. 25-02

The Proponent’s decision to release a portion of the lands from further consideration was based upon refinement of the Project layout
following surveys conducted in the spring of 2009. The lands released from further consideration are shown on Figure ES-2 and
Figure 1-2.

Response to Comment No. 25-03

Reasons why a smaller footprint would not be feasible are described in sections ES-1.4.4.1 and 2.2.1.1
See also response to comment 20-10.

Response to Comment No. 25-04

See Section 2.3.8 (Fire Protection). Fire Safety Compliance Certification must be obtained from Nye County. Fire protection training
will be given to on-site personnel and at least four (4) individuals identified by the county annually per the Development Agreement.
A Construction Fire Protection and Prevention Plan will be developed and followed throughout all phases of construction. The
permanent facility fire protection system will be put into use during construction as soon as is practicable. Prior to the availability of
this system, fire extinguishers and other portable fire-fighting equipment will be available on site. All equipment will be Occupational
Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) compliant. Locations of portable firefighting equipment may include portable office
spaces, welding areas, flammable chemical areas, and vehicles and other mobile equipment.



Response to Comment No. 25-05

Local land use plans do not apply to federal lands, including the lands on which the proposed Project would be located. Rather, BLM
must comply with the requirements set forth in the Federal Land Policy Management Act (FLPMA). Nevertheless, BLM has
coordinated with Nye County in an effort to ensure synchronicity between the Project and local land use planning.

In addition, a Development Agreement has been reached and entered into by and between Nye County and Solar Millennium to ensure
the land use impacts on public services in connection with the proposed Project are mitigated. The goal of the Development
Agreement is to "promote the health, safety, and general welfare of the County and its inhabitants, to minimize uncertainty in planning
for and securing orderly development of the Property and surrounding areas, to insure attainment of the maximum efficient utilization
of resources within the County in a way that provides the highest economic benefit and least fiscal cost to its citizens, and to otherwise
achieve the goals and purposes for which the laws governing development agreements were enacted.” A copy of the approved
Development Agreement between Nye County and Solar Millennium is provided in Appendix F.

Response to Comment No. 25-06

The simulation as presented in the FEIS depicts what the human eye would see. The photograph was taken using a 50-mm lens and a
45 degree viewing angle, which is an approximation of what the human eye sees (excluding peripheral vision). The impacts are based
on the full scale of the Project and include all of the Project elements in the assessment. Although the wind fence is considered a
partial mitigation measure, its effects to impacts were considered as well.

The BLM uses a team approach, which draws from various resource specialists (i.e., geologist, biologist, etc.) trained in VRM so that
the determination is based on group consensus, not individual opinion. In this regard, one discipline does not have a majority voice in
the decision. The Class IV designation came from this group consensus.

Response to Comment No. 25-07

This comment is not mathematically valid. The cumulative effect is derived by adding the values on a logarithmic scale, not a simple
additive linear scale. Ambient noise conditions are typically measured over a 24-hour period using the CNEL, LEQ, or LDN metric.
Currently, the applied EPA guidelines only allow for the 24-hour average noise levels for land use compatibility at project property
lines. Ambient conditions are collected to capture and define all community and surrounding activities to include roadway, aircraft,
and mechanical noise, also wildlife. These are defined as typical noise levels impacting the residential community. The facility's
operation at night will be very limited, meaning that noise levels will approximate nighttime ambient noise conditions. If revised
noise regulations were enacted, then the Developer would be required to evaluate nighttime equipment operations for potentially



necessary or desirable changes. Based on the EPA and OSHA requirements at time of study, it was concluded that no mitigation is
required.

Response to Comment No. 25-08

The BLM is unsure how the estimate of 5 to 10 sidewinders per acre was derived. Studies show that sidewinder densities are typically
no more than 1 individual per hectare (R.S. Reiserer. 2001. Evolution of life histories in rattlesnakes.). Surveys of the entire site found
5 sidewinders and no other venomous snakes. As such, impacts from movement of venomous snakes are not anticipated.
Requirements for projects in California are not applicable in Nevada.

Response to Comment No. 25-09

All workers will be required to wear the appropriate forms of personal protection equipment at all times. Volatile organic compounds
(VOC's) will be regulated and limits will be enforced by NDEP-BAPC.

Response to Comment No. 25-10

The University of Nevada at Reno was retained to validate and update information included in the Socioeconomic section of the FEIS.

Response to Comment No. 25-11

In order to obtain various agency approvals and permits, Solar Millennium is required to prepare site-specific plans with its right-of-
way application. For example, a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) must be prepared prior to obtaining a Stormwater
Discharge Permit. These plans must be developed based on final engineering design.
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RESPONSES TO COMMENT NO. 27-01 THROUGH 27-27

Response to Comment No. 27-01

The BLM believes that the EIS is consistent with NEPA requirements and that the level of information and analysis reasonably
represents baseline conditions in the ROI.

Response to Comment No. 27-02

This EIS evaluates the potential environmental effects associated with Solar Millennium’s request for a right-of-way to construct,
operate and decommission a solar thermal general facility on federal lands they identified in their right-of-way application (Case No.
NVN-084359). BLM's decision based on this EIS will be whether to grant, deny, or grant with modifications that application.
Alternatives considered, but not evaluated in detail did not meet the project purpose and need.

The EIS considers a reasonable range of alternatives, including three fully-studied alternatives and many that were evaluated but
dismissed from further study because they did not meet the purpose and need for the Proposed Action, including offsite and smaller
alternatives.

Regarding why a wet-cooled alternative remains a viable alternative, see the responses to comments 20-10 and 25-03.

The purposes of an alternatives analysis are to present sufficient choices for reasoned decision making, and to use alternatives to
reveal differences in effects. The FEIS effectively serves these purposes.

Response to Comment No. 27-03

At this time there is no solid method for determining if the project will have future environmental consequences based on an
assumption that the project has an effect on climate change. With the amount of information available today about climate science,
and future projects, it is not possible to determine the overall climate change contribution the cumulative effects will have. Currently,
climate change is not something that is regulated; therefore there are no approved mitigation measures for climate change. Some
greenhouse gases are regulated, for this project NDEP-BAPC will be the agency involved with the air quality of the project.



Response to Comment No. 27-04

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 27-05

Commenter is correct; the annual duty for certificates 5715 and 12460 were switched. Table has been updated in the FEIS. Also, the
correct reference has been added to the FEIS.

Response to Comment No. 27-06

Comment noted. The limitations of the DVRSM for use in this analysis are described in the EIS. Model results are treated cautiously
and used in conjunction with other data to evaluate potential impacts to groundwater resources.

Response to Comment No. 27-07

Impacts to groundwater from the construction and operation of the proposed project are described in section 4.4.

Response to Comment No. 27-08

Solar Millennium is proposing to build a concentrating solar power project with thermal energy storage. This is the technology they
selected for use at this particular location. The BLM's purpose and need is to respond to Solar Millennium's application under Title V
of the Federal Land Policy Management Act for a right-of-way grant to construct, operate, and decommission said facility. The BLM's
action for this EIS is to grant, grant with modifications, or deny Solar Millennium's application for a right of way on lands managed by
the BLM.

Response to Comment No. 27-09

Impacts to groundwater from the construction and operation of the proposed project are described in section 4.4.

Response to Comment No. 27-10

Comment noted. Model results are treated cautiously and used in conjunction with other data to evaluate potential impacts to
groundwater resources. The limitation of the model is fully described in the EIS.



Response to Comment No. 27-11

The commenter is referred to Section 4.17.7.4.

Response to Comment No. 27-12

The DVRFS model is the only existing groundwater flow model of the study area. The model only has data through 2003.

Response to Comment No. 27-13

Comment noted. The Nevada State Engineer will determine what measures would be taken should a basin become overextended due
to additional growth, drought conditions, or uses by existing or pending water right holders in the basin. The State Engineer has the
authority to modify existing or proposed water uses in accordance with any such determination.

Response to Comment No. 27-14

The usefulness in the DVRFS model is showing that cumulative effects of pumping at current levels will cause an impact to Devils
Hole and Ash Meadows. The magnitude may be uncertain, but is still an important finding that should be noted.

Response to Comment No. 27-15

The water level in Devils Hole is monitored daily by the National Park Service and occasionally by the U.S. Geological Survey.

Response to Comment No. 27-16

There is no vegetation in the area that will be affected as the Project area will be graded. The water table is too deep for pollutants to
infiltrate the aquifer.

Response to Comment No. 27-17

See response to Comment 22-13.



Response to Comment No. 27-18

As stated in Section 3.4, the Region of Influence (ROI) for surface water is different from the groundwater ROI. The ROI for surface
water included the Amargosa Desert Hydrographic Basin (see section 3.4.3). The ROI for groundwater included the Death Valley
Regional Flow system (see section 3.4.4).

Response to Comment No. 27-19

The effects of the construction and operation of the proposed project on water levels at Devils Hole are described section 4.4. The
Nevada State Engineer will determine what measures would be taken should a basin become overextended due to additional growth,
drought conditions, or uses by existing or pending water right holders in the basin. The State Engineer has the authority to modify
existing or proposed water uses in accordance with any such determination.

Response to Comment No. 27-20

The EIS is consistent with the requirements of NEPA and FLPMA, and with the BLM policies that implement those statutes. The
FEIS fully evaluates and discloses impacts to biological resources, and consultation with USFWS under the Endangered Species Act
(ESA) further adds to this analysis and provided for meaningful conservation of protected species in the case of any ESA-covered
adverse impacts.

Response to Comment No. 27-21

See response to Comment 22-13.

Response to Comment No. 27-22

The BLM is currently in Section 7 Consultation with the USFWS. A Biological Assessment has been submitted and will be made
publicly available with a Biological Opinion once the inter-agency consultation is complete.

Response to Comment No. 27-23

The proposed Project would not impact groundwater-dependent biological resources associated with the Amargosa River and springs
and seeps within the Death Valley National Park.



Response to Comment No. 27-24

The BLM is the lead federal agency in the preparation of this EIS, and has the final authority to issue a right-of-way grant subject to
certain terms and conditions. BLM has prepared the DEIS and the FEIS at its own direction; Solar Millennium has had no control over
that environmental review process or over BLM's decision making process.

Response to Comment No. 27-25

The Proponent has committed to specific mitigation measures that will be incorporated in the FEIS that will mitigate impacts to night
sky to the greatest extent feasible (i.e., mitigation of night lighting).

Visual impacts were based on preliminary engineering and design, which did not consist of a lighting plan. Therefore, effects to night
sky associated with Death Valley National Park could not be assessed. As stated above, more specific night light mitigation measures
will be incorporated into the FEIS.

Traffic from US 95 contributes to the affected environment regarding night sky. Although US 95 is among the most traveled routes in
Nye County, no time-of-day studies were available from NVDOT.

Response to Comment No. 27-26

A lighting plan with specific lighting mitigation measures will be developed by the Proponent in consultation with the BLM. Specific
mitigation measures will be incorporated in the final Plan of Development (POD) that will mitigate impacts to the night sky to the
greatest extent feasible.

Response to Comment No. 27-27

Dark sky mitigation measures listed in the EIS are listed in general terms as a detailed lighting plan has not been developed at the time
of the EIS. Following final engineering design, the Proponent will be required to submit a Lighting Plan that BLM will revise and
approve. However, the FEIS discloses the Project’s visual effects based on the Project’s near-final design specifications.
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RESPONSES TO COMMENT NO. 28-01 THROUGH 28-21

Response to Comment No. 28-01

See responses to Comment No.’s 05-01 and 24-02.

Response to Comment No. 28-02

BLM appreciates your comment.

Response to Comment No. 28-03

Grammatical error corrected in FEIS.

Response to Comment No. 28-04

The information is provided to disclose the differences in efficiency between wet- and dry- cooled process.

Response to Comment No. 28-05

Agreed; paragraph is redundant. Paragraph deleted in Final EIS.

Response to Comment No. 28-06

Water required for construction and operation of the proposed solar facility were developed by Solar Millennium's engineers based on
their understanding of facility requirements.

Response to Comment No. 28-07

In response to comment, Table ES-1-4 has been updated in the Final EIS.



Response to Comment No. 28-08

In response to comment, Table ES-1-4 has been updated in the Final EIS.

Response to Comment No. 28-09

As stated in the Table ES-1-4, there would be no new groundwater pumping under the wet-cooled alternative; therefore, it is assumed
that the impacts to biological resources would be similar to the dry-cooled alternative.

Response to Comment No. 28-10

In response to comment, Table 1-2 has been updated in the Final EIS. The BLM does not believe that NRS 503.610 is applicable as
there is no evidence that Bald or Golden Eagles are likely to occur on the site and be subject to take. Text has been added to Sections
3.6.5.3 and 4.6.2.1 elaborating on impacts to eagles. Additionally, the Proponent has committed to develop a site-specific Avian
Protection Plan.

Response to Comment No. 28-11

In response to comment, Table 1-3 has been updated in the Final EIS.

Response to Comment No. 28-12

In response to comment, Table ES-1-4 has been updated in the Final EIS.

Response to Comment No. 28-13

In response to comment, Table 3-17 has been updated in the Final EIS.

Response to Comment No. 28-14

In response to comment, the text has been updated in the Final EIS.

Response to Comment No. 28-15

In response to comment, the text has been updated to more accurately reflect NDOW's personal communication in the Final EIS.



Response to Comment No. 28-16

In response to comment, the text has been updated in the Final EIS.

Response to Comment No. 28-17

Comment noted. Last two paragraphs reversed for readability.

Response to Comment No. 28-18

As stated in Section 4.6.2.4, compensatory mitigation is required to fully offset any impact to Desert Tortoise.

Response to Comment No. 28-19

Comment noted. Incorporated commenter's suggestion for readability.

Response to Comment No. 28-20

It is speculative to make assumptions of impacts of all projects with applications submitted to BLM. As stated in 4.17.4, the likelihood
of implementation of these cumulative project is unknown. Each project will be required to comply with NEPA which will include a
cumulative effects analysis.

Response to Comment No. 28-21

Transmission lines to be developed or upgraded by Valley Electric Association will be analyzed in a separate NEPA action. However,
the BLM will require that all transmission line structure constructed as part of their proposed action meet APLIC guidelines.
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The 45-day comment period is consistent with the
Council on Environmental Quality regulations for
implementing the National Environmental Policy
Act regarding the review of draft environmental
impact statements. Significant effort was made to
advise people of the schedule and duration for the
review well in advance.

Response to Comment No. 31-02

The Amargosa Valley Area Plan and Nye County
Comprehensive Plan were spelled out in the main
body of the text. Only acronyms and abbreviation used
in the main body of the text are listed in this section.
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Response to Comment No. 31-03

Information on the existing social and economic
characteristics of Amargosa Valley were derived
from data available through well qualified
sources such as the U.S. Census Bureau, US
Dept of Commerce, Bureau of Economic
Analysis, NV Dept of Employment, Training and
Rehabilitation — Research and Analysis Bureau,
and the Nevada State Demographer's office. The
Project is consistent with the policies, goals,
objectives and land use descriptions set forth in
the Amargosa Valley Area Plan as the
designated Special Development Area permits
the uses contemplated.

Solar Millennium has worked with local, state,
and federal agencies in order to comply with any
land use provisions. Nye County and Solar
Millennium have negotiated a Development
Agreement for the construction and operation of
this facility. This Agreement is provided in
Appendix F.

It is outside the analysis of the EIS to determine
if economic stimulus money is being utilized for
companies based out of the U.S.
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Solar Millennium has worked with local, state, and federal agencies in order to comply with any land use provisions. Nye County and Solar Millennium have negotiated a Development Agreement for the construction and operation of this facility. This Agreement is provided in Appendix F.
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it is understoodhatthesemay notreflectcurrent
conditions.

Respons¢o CommentNo. 31-06

This EIS doesnottier to the1998LasVegas
ResourceManagemenPlan.Until anupdated
RMP/EISis approveddy the BLM, the 1998
providesregulatoryoversightfor land
managemerdctivitieson BLM landsin the
SouthernNevadaDistrict.
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Response to Comment No. 31-04
The study area, or Region of Influence (ROI), varies depending on the resource being analyzed and the predicted locations of direct and indirect impacts from the Proposed Action or alternatives.  The quoted portion of from the DEIS states why people historically moved to the area and not why people are currently moving there, and therefore is not incorrect. Population numbers are based on the best available sources, which are included in the DEIS and FEIS.
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Response to Comment No. 31-05
The study area, or Region of Influence (ROI), varies depending on the resource being analyzed and the predicted locations of direct and indirect impacts from the Proposed Action or alternatives. The only available data on housing availability in Amargosa Valley was from the 2000 Census and it is understood that these may not reflect current
conditions. 
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Response to Comment No. 31-06
This EIS does not tier to the 1998 Las Vegas
Resource Management Plan. Until an updated
RMP/EIS is approved by the BLM, the 1998 provides regulatory oversight for land management activities on BLM lands in the Southern Nevada District. 
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Respons¢o CommentNo. 31-07

This EIS doesnottier to the Nye County
Comprehensiv®lan.Thereferenceao the Nye
CountyComprehensiv@lanservedo inform the
readerthatotherplansguidedevelopment
activitiesin thearea.Thecitationregardinghe
objectivesandgoalsof Nye Countyis adirect
quotefrom thePlan.

Respons¢éo CommentNo. 31-08
Seeresponséo comment25-05.
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Response to Comment No. 31-08
See response to comment 25-05.
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Response to Comment No. 31-07
This EIS does not tier to the Nye County
Comprehensive Plan. The reference to the Nye
County Comprehensive Plan serves to inform the
reader that other plans guide development
activities in the area. The citation regarding the
objectives and goals of Nye County is a direct quote from the Plan.
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Responséo CommentNo. 31-09

The DevelopmenAgreemenmadebetweerNye
Countyandthe Proponentncludesprovisionsthat
"requirethe Developerto consultwith the
Amargosalown Advisory Boardif a proposed
amendmentvould, in the County’sopinion, affect
thatentity."

Responséo CommentNo. 31-10

The proposedProjectis locatedon federallands
managedy the BLM, which aresubjectto land
managementegulationssetforth underthe
Federal.and Policy andManagemen#ct
(FLPMA). TheAmargosavalley AreaPlanis a
locallandplanningguidefor developmenin the
AmargosaValley planningarea.While theBLM
considergherecommendationsf the Amargosa
Valley Area,the BLM mustcomplywith its
requirementsinderFLPMA.

Respons¢éo CommentNo. 31-11
Commentoted.Nye Countyhasnegotiateda
voluntaryDevelopmeniAgreementwith Solar
Millennium to mitigatedirectimpactsto roads,
emergencyervicesgtc.
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Response to Comment No. 31-11
Comment noted. Nye County has negotiated a voluntary Development Agreement with Solar Millennium to mitigate direct impacts to roads, emergency services, etc.
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Response to Comment No. 31-10
The proposed Project is located on federal lands
managed by the BLM, which are subject to land
management regulations set forth under the
Federal Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA). The Amargosa Valley Area Plan is a local land planning guide for development in the Amargosa Valley planning area. While the BLM considers the recommendations of the Amargosa Valley Area, the BLM must comply with its requirements under FLPMA.
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Response to Comment No. 31-09
The Development Agreement made between Nye
County and the Proponent includes provisions that
"require the Developer to consult with the
Amargosa Town Advisory Board if a proposed
amendment would, in the County’s opinion, affect
that entity."
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CommentNo.
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Responséo CommentNo. 31-12

TheVisual Resourcdnventorydevelops
managemenbjectivesnot mitigationmeasures.
TheVRM outlinesgeneralguidelinesfor
mitigation, but specificmitigationmeasuresre
projectspecificandbasedn projectdesign
information.Generalmitigationmeasuresire
coveredn Section4.12.6.A descriptionof BLM
suppliedVRI is describedn Section3.12.2.

Responséo CommentNo. 31-13

In the contextof this study, ‘inferior’ refersto
locationof viewerin relationto the projectitself.
As such,the closeproximity of theviewerto the
projectwascharacterizeds'level'.
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Response to Comment No. 31-12
The Visual Resource Inventory develops management objectives, not mitigation measures. The VRM outlines general guidelines for mitigation, but specific mitigation measures are project specific and based on project design information. General mitigation measures are covered in Section 4.12.6. A description of BLM supplied VRI is described in Section 3.12.2.
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Response to Comment No. 31-13
In the context of this study, ‘inferior’ refers to
location of viewer in relation to the project itself. As such, the close proximity of the viewer to the
project was characterized as ‘level’.
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Respons¢éo CommentNo. 31-14

TheBLM is authorizedo processright-of-way
applicationdn accordancevith FLPMA, BLM
right-of-wayregulationsandotherapplicable
federallaws.

The Constitutionveststhe U.S. Congressvith
controloverfederallands. Congres$as
constitutionallydelegatednanagement
authorityoverthoselandsto variousfederal
agenciesincludingto BLM underthe Federal
LandPolicy Managemen#ct (FLPMA).

Responséo CommentNo. 31-15

This EIS doesnottier to the1998LasVegas
RMP/EIS.The RMP/EISis usedto guidethe
decisionframeworkfor analyzingimpactsto
variousresourcesvithin theBLM LasVegas
District, andto establishwhetherspecific
projects suchasthe proposed’roject,are
consistentvith thatRMP. Site-andresource-
specificanalysesvereconductedo evaluatehe
effectsof the proposedrojecton the humananc
naturalenvironment.
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Response to Comment No. 31-14
The BLM is authorized to process  right-of-way applications in accordance with FLPMA, BLM right-of-way regulations, and other applicable federal laws.
The Constitution vests the U.S. Congress with control over federal lands.  Congress has constitutionally delegated management authority over those lands to various federal agencies, including to BLM under the Federal Land Policy Management Act (FLPMA).
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Response to Comment No. 31-15
This EIS does not tier to the 1998 Las Vegas RMP/EIS. The RMP/EIS is used to guide the decision framework for analyzing impacts to various resources within the BLM Las Vegas District, and to establish whether specific projects, such as the proposed Project, are consistent with that RMP.  Site- and resource-specific analyses were conducted to evaluate the effects of the proposed project on the human and natural environment.
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A response to this comment is provided on a separate page following this comment document.


CommentNo.
32-0z
Responset thesecommentsareprovided
on aseparateagefollowing thiscomment
document.
CommentNo.
32-0¢



apruett
Line

apruett
Text Box
Comment No. 32-03

apruett
Text Box
Comment No. 32-02

apruett
Line

arosia
Line

apruett
Text Box
Responses to these comments are provided on a separate page following this comment document.





This page intentionally left blank.



RESPONSES TO COMMENT NO. 32-01 THROUGH 32-03

Response to Comment No. 32-01

The BLM is currently in consultation with the USFWS. A Biological Assessment has been submitted and is being reviewed by the
USFWS. Mitigation measures will be finalized during this process.

Response to Comment No. 32-02

Comment noted. The BLM is currently in Section 7 consultation with the USFWS regarding this project.

Response to Comment No. 32-03

See responses to comments 05-01 and 24-02.
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RESPONSES TO COMMENT NO. 33-01 THROUGH 33-04

Response to Comment No. 33-01

A wet-cooled solar facility is a viable alternative; however, the level of effort to acquire the amount of water needed for a wet-cooled
solar project and the potential legal action from concerned stakeholders increases time and costs to develop a wet-cooled solar project
in this region. Solar Millennium only develops solar thermal parabolic trough power plants.

Response to Comment No. 33-02

Comment noted. The BLM's purpose and need is to respond to Solar Millennium’s application for a right-of-way on BLM managed
lands. These lands were designated for disposal under the 1998 Las Vegas RMP/EIS. In evaluating whether to grant or deny Solar
Millennium's application, BLM must comply with Title VV of the Federal Land Policy Management Act, BLM right-of-way
regulations, and other federal laws.

In addition, the risks associated with the hazardous materials for the Project have been fully evaluated in the FEIS. All of those risks
were determined to be minor. There is no basis to believe that the Project would pose any serious risk to nearby residents or anyone
else. There also exist adequate fire, police, and medical services nearby in the event of any unforeseen risk or other issue.

Response to Comment No. 33-03

In response to Comment A - See responses to comments 05-01 and 24-02.

In response to Comment B - The use of RO water is the standard industry practice for cleaning mirrors. At this time, Solar
Millennium does not intend to capture and reuse mirror wash water.

In response to Comment C - The BLM acknowledges that control of aggressive phreatophytes is a concern in the arid southwest due
to their high water consumption. However, in the Amargosa Valley, aggressive phreatophytes are primarily an issue on private lands,
not federal lands. It is beyond the scope of this EIS and beyond BLM’s authority to require phreatophyte control on private land as a
mitigation measure



Response to Comment No. 33-04

As per the Development Agreement between Nye County and Solar Millennium, the Developer (Solar Millennium) agrees to assist in
supplementing fire, police, and medical services through various means. For more specific information on how Solar Millennium will
contribute please refer to the Developer Agreement in Appendix F. Any energy produced from the Project would be sold to a utility,
which would then sell the energy to consumers. This inquiry should be directed to the appropriate utility. Accordingly, whether the
proponent will contribute to the energy needs of low-income residents is outside the scope of this EIS.
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RESPONSES TO COMMENT NO. 34-01 THROUGH 34-33

Response to Comment No. 34-01

Comment noted. The BLM appreciates the commenter's participation in the EIS process.

Response to Comment No. 34-02

See responses to comments 05-01 and 24-02.

Response to Comment No. 34-03

See responses to comments 05-01 and 24-02.

Response to Comment No. 34-04

The reference to three wells has been changed in the FEIS to reflect use of only one well.

Response to Comment No. 34-05

The reference to three wells has been changed in the FEIS to reflect use of only one well.

Response to Comment No. 34-06

The reference to three wells has been changed in the FEIS to reflect use of only one well.

Response to Comment No. 34-07

The reference to three wells has been changed in the FEIS to reflect use of only one well.



Response to Comment No. 34-08

Solar Millennium has filed an application with the Nevada State Engineers Office to change the place and manner of use of an existing
certificated water right near the Project site. To allow for redundancy should one of the wells fail, Solar Millennium intends to drill a
new well and move the point of diversion to a location just west of the current well. Meters will be placed on both wells to ensure
there is no exceedance of the permissible annual duty. Pending permitting by the Nevada State Engineer, the Proponent will lease 400
afy for project operations, while the water right holder retains the remaining 203 afy to be used for agriculture purposes. During
construction, the Proponent will lease the remaining 203 afy to meet their 600 afy water needs during construction. A new pipeline
will be constructed between the well and the project site to convey the water needed for project construction and operation.
Appropriate permits from Nye County would be obtained to construct and operate the new pipeline.

Response to Comment No. 34-09

The reference to three wells has been changed in the FEIS to reflect use of only one well.

Response to Comment No. 34-10

The BLM preferred alternative is the Proposed Action (dry-cooled alternative).

Response to Comment No. 34-11

Since it is unknown where water for a wet-cooled alternative would ultimately be obtained, the assumption is made that any water
acquired would be sourced from an existing water right owner(s) who would be willing to sale or lease their water right. It could be
assumed that the water that would be acquired for the wet-cooled option is fully used on an annual basis by the current water rights
owner(s) in the current capacity.

Under the No Action alternative, the BLM assumes current conditions and trends would continue.

Response to Comment No. 34-12

This EIS has to look at the broad amount of information available about climate science. The IPCC report is referenced in the
document, but cannot be the only information on the topic utilized. Therefore the EIS cannot make statements about a topic based off
one piece of information, and must address that there is uncertainty. The last sentence in the paragraph, citing Chambers, 2006, lists
expected changes to occur in the following paragraph and bullet point list. Since the sentence was followed up with the corresponding
information in the DEIS no changes have been made regarding this comment.



Response to Comment No. 34-13

The information cited is from Winograd and Thordarson (1975). The BLM acknowledges there are differences in opinions regarding
groundwater flow and occurrence in the carbonate aquifer system.

Response to Comment No. 34-14

See response to Comment No. 34-13.

Response to Comment No. 34-15

Text in Section 3.2.6 has been updated in the FEIS to reflect that observed subsidence in Amargosa Valley is attributed to
groundwater usage, as it is not clear exactly what Katzenstein and Bell (2005) meant by “hydrologic processes related to the abundant
spring activity” near Amargosa Flat and Ash Meadows National Wildlife Refuge.

Response to Comment No. 34-16

Figure has been revised.

Response to Comment No. 34-17

The BLM acknowledges the Nevada State Engineer has determined the perennial yield in the Amargosa Desert Hydrographic Basin to
be 24,000 afy, and the basin is over-allocated. Sections 3. 4 and 4.4 in the FEIS have been expanded to describe conditions and trends
in the basin.

Response to Comment No. 34-18

Sections 3. 4 and 4.4 in the FEIS have been expanded to describe conditions and water use trends in the basin.

Response to Comment No. 34-19

The location of the well to be used for this project has been updated on the maps included in the FEIS.



Response to Comment No. 34-20

The quoted statement was referring to the 1998 model not the updated model where the pumping dataset was corrected. The text has
been revised to say, “Even with the model limitations and assumptions presented above, the model can still be used as a qualitative
tool to provide information on the potential impacts to local groundwater resources.

Response to Comment No. 34-21

The following statement will be added to the text: An important conclusion from Scenario 1 is that the cumulative effect of 2003
groundwater withdrawal levels continuing into the future will cause an impact to Devils Hole and Ash Meadows even though the
magnitude and timing of this impact is uncertain.

Response to Comment No. 34-22

In response to comment, the text has been updated in the Final EIS.

Response to Comment No. 34-23

The statement has been modified to clarify the citation.

Response to Comment No. 34-24

The text has been changed from 5 ft to 10 ft as suggested. The buffering effect occurs in the model due to the drawdown cone reaching
a significant discharge area (Ash Meadows spring complex), not just Devils Hole. The statements referring to the buffering effect will
be removed from the text for clarity.

Response to Comment No. 34-25

The model report and section 4.4 has been rewritten to reflect pumping from one well, not three. Statements discussing unknown
recharge from mirror washing will be deleted from the text.

Response to Comment No. 34-26

See response to comment 34-25.



Response to Comment No. 34-27

See response to comment 34-08.

Response to Comment No. 34-28

Comment noted. The FEIS has been updated to expand the description of water requirements during construction and operation.

Response to Comment No. 34-29

Section 4.4.2 has been modified in the FEIS to clarify certain statements. A groundwater model for the wet-cooled alternative is not
feasible since it is unknown where water for a wet-cooled alternative would ultimately be obtained. The assumption is made that any
water acquired would be sourced from an existing water right owner(s) who would be willing to sale or lease their water right. It can
be assumed that the water that would be acquired for the wet-cooled option is fully used on an annual basis by the current water rights
owner(s) in the current capacity.

Response to Comment No. 34-30

The following sentence has been added: "The magnitude and timing of these impacts is unknown and cannot be determined with
accuracy at this time." Also, in a previous sentence, “with unknown impacts” has been replaced with “producing impacts.”

Response to Comment No. 34-31

See responses to comments 05-01 and 24-02.

Response to Comment No. 34-32

The DEIS followed Council on Environmental Quality guidelines in developing the cumulative analysis. In addition, the final EIS
contains substantive improvements in the cumulative analysis, and the reader is referred to Section 4.17 of the FEIS for further
information on cumulative analysis.

Response to Comment No. 34-33

Impacts to night sky conditions of Death Valley National Park were not assessed, due to preliminary design plans not containing a
lighting plan. The Proponent has, however, committed to specific mitigation measures that will be incorporated into the FEIS and will



mitigate impacts to night sky to the greatest extent feasible. To this end, lighting impacts from future projects within the Region of
Influence are not known in order to inform the Cumulative Impacts. However, future lighting plans will be reviewed and approved by
the BLM in an effort to reduce cumulative effects to night sky.
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RESPONSES TO COMMENT NO. 35-01 THROUGH 35-06

Response to Comment No. 35-01

Sensitive viewers within the foreground distance zone with level, unobstructed views would
have the highest impacts as stated in section 4.12 (i.e. the project would dominate the view).

Response to Comment No. 35-02

The area between the eastern property line and Sandy Lane will be open to public access. Per the
Development Agreement by and between Nye County and the Proponent, landscape design
features will be incorporated into the project design, including landscape buffers between the
eastern property line and Sandy Lane. Specific details have not been finalized and provided to
the BLM.

Response to Comment No. 35-03

The wind fence is primarily considered as design feature to decrease wind effects on the solar
array and as a result, the fabric on the fence is partially transparent. In this regard, the fence is
considered a mitigation measure in that it decreases visibility of the solar array and other project
elements as well as reducing the effects of glint and glare.

Response to Comment No. 35-04

Access to the project site will be via Valley View Blvd., which is approximately 3.5 miles west
of Sandy Lane. Sandy Lane would not be used during construction or operations.

Response to Comment No. 35-05

Surveys of the Project area conducted in 2009 found relatively low densities of small mammals,
snakes, and invertebrates. It is anticipated that any individuals of these species will preferentially
move to the natural habitats to which they are accustomed, such as the native desert areas to the
north and west or to the agricultural fields to the south.

Response to Comment No. 35-05

See response to Comment No. 24-06.
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CommentNo.
36-01

Responséo CommentNo. 36-01
Seeresponséo comment20-25.

As statedn AppendixA.6 mitigationmeasures
WL-6, clearancesurveyswill beconductedor
DesertTortoisein accordancevith all Stateand
Federakegulationsin addition,asstatedn
AppendixA.6, biologicalmonitorswill beon
siteto ensurethatnotortoisesareharmed
duringthe constructiorprocessAppropriate
mitigationmeasuresvill bedevelopediuring
the consultatioprocesdetweerBLM andU.S.
FWSunderthe ESA. A Biological Assessment
hasbeensubmittedandwill Opinionwhenthis
inter-agencyconsultatioris complete.
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Response to Comment No. 36-01
See response to comment 20-25.
As stated in Appendix A.6 mitigation measures WL-6, clearance surveys will be conducted for Desert Tortoise in accordance with all State and Federal regulations. In addition, as stated in Appendix A.6, biological monitors will be on site to ensure that no tortoises are harmed during the construction process. Appropriate mitigation measures will be developed during the consultation process between BLM and U.S. FWS under the ESA. A Biological Assessment has been submitted and will Opinion when this inter-agency consultation is complete.
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RESPONSES TO COMMENT NO. 37-01 THROUGH 37-27

Response to Comment No. 37-01

See response to comment 22-07.

Response to Comment No. 37-02

See response to comment 22-07.

Response to Comment No. 37-03

See response to comment 22-07.

Response to Comment No. 37-04

The alternatives considered in this EIS are described in Chapter 2. The Proponent is working with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
to obtain the required permits under the Clean Water Act. The USACE compliance requirements are a separate action from the BLM's
right-of-way permitting process. The BLM must make a decision whether to approve, approve with modification, or deny issuance of
the right-of- way grant requested in the application. The BLM’s purpose and need is to process the right-of-way application in
accordance with FLPMA, BLM right-of-way regulations, and other applicable federal laws. The BLM recognizes there are other BLM
managed land that could produce renewable energy. However, for this EIS, BLM’s purpose and need is to process a specific
application. Should BLM decide to deny the right-of-way, the Proponent can pursue any other energy development methods,
technology, and locations that the Proponent desires, including applying for a different BLM land parcel.

Response to Comment No. 37-05

See response to comment 22-07.

Response to Comment No. 37-06

A map showing the Amargosa Desert Hydrographic Basin and surrounding basins has been added to the FEIS.



Response to Comment No. 37-07

See Section 3.4.3.1 — Surface Water Features. The FEIS includes a description of ephemeral washes in the project area, including
Fortymile Wash, which is tributary to the Amargosa River. Drainages that traverse the project area are not considered to be
prominently linked with downstream ecosystems, including the Amargosa River, because of the ephemeral nature of flows of
xeroriparian drainages in the project vicinity. The sparse vegetation in the project vicinity provides little detrital material to support a
significant carbon resource for downstream ecosystems. Biological and ecological values on the site are typical of valleys in the
Mojave Desert. Plants and wildlife are highly adapted to this low-water, high-temperature environment. The suite of plants and
wildlife present on the site are all xeric-adapted upland species, and species diversity is primarily limited by availability of water
resources. In contrast, downstream areas of the Amargosa River contain perennial waters that support greater species diversity and
higher densities of both plants and wildlife. However, the xeric-adapted wildlife species present on the Project site are self-sufficient,
remote from, and independent of the Amargosa River. They are unlikely to use or colonize habitats within or adjacent to perennial
surface waters of the Amargosa River as suitable habitats in these areas are likely already occupied. The Project site does not support
any of the aquatic-dependent plant or wildlife species found downstream in the Amargosa River.See also response to comment 22-07.

Response to Comment No. 37-08

The Conceptual Stormwater Control Plan in Appendix E of the DEIS and FEIS describes how stormwater control features will be
incorporated into the project design. A conceptual level of evaluation is what is required by the BLM at this stage of planning. Due to
the ephemeral nature of drainages that traverse the project site, and low amount of precipitation in the regional area (averaging 3.9
inches per year), it is highly unlikely that rechanneling of these washes will affect downstream flows. The Conceptual Stormwater
Control Plan provides analysis for the project site as well as the entire contributing basin of the Forty Mile Wash (approximately 330
square miles) impacting the project site. Perimeter flood control facilities proposed for the project have been conceptually designed to
intercept, convey and discharge the computed 100-year storm event flow rate of approximately 9,600 cfs generated by the Fortymile
Wash watershed. The proposed stormwater facilities will be designed to stabilize releases of intercepted storm flows to historic
locations in both quantity and manner. A complete functional assessment of these washes will be conducted as part of the USACE
Section 404 permit process.

Response to Comment No. 37-09

The current fencing plan includes the perimeter flood control facilities inside a tortoise fence, security fence and wind fence. The
fencing will be designed to allow for the passage of storm flows and minimization of debris capture.



Response to Comment No. 37-10

A coordinated regional flood plain approach for the area was pursued jointly with BLM, Nye County and adjacent solar company
right-of-way applicants. All parties agreed to the positive pursuit of the approach, however coordinated funding, schedule variations
and design responsibility for such a facility was determined to be an overwhelming challenge at this point in time. Therefore the
alternative of providing a regional detention basin north of US 95 is an unlikely venture and the project is proposing independent flood
protection.

Response to Comment No. 37-11

Based on review of the latest 303(d) list from NDEP (2006) there are no 303(d) waters in or near the Project area.

Response to Comment No. 37-12

As part of the water appropriation permit application review and authorization, the Nevada State Engineer has the authority to approve
and control the amount of groundwater pumped from basins in Nevada. The Nevada State Engineer will determine what measures
would be taken should a basin become overextended due to additional growth, drought conditions, or uses by existing or pending
water right holders in the basin.

Response to Comment No. 37-13

Uncertainty in the DVRFS model is discussed in the DVRFS model report provided in Appendix B. Calibration standards are also
discussed in the same report. The reader is referred to this report if they want more information on the DVRFS model. The summary
and conclusions will be revised to reflect the model as a quantitative tool.

Response to Comment No. 37-14

See response to comment 34-21. Given the qualitative nature of the DVRFS model results and the uncertainty in the groundwater
withdrawal amounts in the Amargosa Desert, the exact timing of when water levels at Devils Hole will fall below the Court mandated
level will not be presented in the EIS. However, a sentence will be added in Appendix B stating “It is likely water levels at Devils
Hole will fall below the U.S. District mandated level, but as stated in the last sentence the timing cannot be quantified at this time.”
Similar language will be inserted in the Water Resources and Cumulative Impacts sections.

Yes, there is sufficient groundwater for the Project duration. There are several 100 feet of saturated thickness in the basin fill deposits
available beneath the project site for use. See also responses to comments 05-01 and 24-02.



Response to Comment No. 37-15

The SAMM study being conducted by the USGS commenced this calendar year and will not be completed until 2013. The embedded
model within the DVRFS model will have revised geology, be calibrated through at least 2003 instead of 1998, and finer horizontal
grid spacing (500 m x 500 m) in the Amargosa Desert area instead of 1500m x 1500 m and unknown finer vertical grid discretization.
The SAMM model will produce more accurate results, but it will still be a regional scale model. A horizontal grid spacing of 500m x
500m is still too coarse to accurately evaluate groundwater conditions at a location like Devils Hole with complex geology.

Given the limited duration of the Project (30 years) there will not be significant climatic change to consider. There could be drought
years, but given the fact it takes 10-70 years for recharge to reach the water table at the Project site according to Stonestrom et al.
(2003), there is enough groundwater to sustain the Project.

Response to Comment No. 37-16

An updated list of reasonably foreseeable projects has been provided in the FEIS.

Response to Comment No. 37-17

See responses to Comments 34-21 and 37-14. The 2003 pumping rates were used because that was the most recent information
compiled by the USGS (Moreo and Justet, 2008). Given the fact that a large majority of wells in the Amargosa Valley are not metered,
using more recent pumping data would introduce even more uncertainty.

It is beyond the scope of this EIS to identify all water rights holders within 25-miles of Devils Hole. This area is subject to Order 1197
which includes restrictions on water use within a 25-mile radius of Devils Hole. It is the responsibility of the Nevada State Engineer to
approve and control the amount of groundwater pumped from basins in Nevada. The Nevada State Engineer will determine what
measures would be taken should a basin become overextended due to additional growth, drought conditions, or uses by existing or
pending water right holders in the basin.

To address uncertainties associated with groundwater use for project construction and operation, Solar Millennium has agreed to
acquire and forego the use of no less than 236afy of existing water rights within the Amargosa Desert Hydrographic Basin (No. 230).
This will result in a net reduction in water use in the Amargosa Desert Hydrographic Basin over the Project's expected 30-year
lifetime (see responses to comments 05-01 and 24-02. Details regarding specific mitigation measures are provided in Appendix A of
the FEIS.



Response to Comment No. 37-18

Future land use as a result of the construction and operation of this project is addressed in section 4.11.1.2 in both the DEIS and FEIS.
Transmission of power from the proposed Project will be “wheeled” through Valley Electric Association (Valley Electric).Valley
Electric Association is currently reviewing Solar Millennium’s application for interconnection. System studies are being conducted to
identify what system improvements will be required as a result of this proposed interconnection. Valley Electric will make a separate
right of way application and prepare the associated NEPA review as required to accommodate any facility improvements identified as
a part of the interconnection study.

Response to Comment No. 37-19

The BLM is currently in Section 7 Consultation with the USFWS. A Biological Assessment has been submitted and will be made
available with a Biological Opinion when the inter-agency consultation is complete.

Response to Comment No. 37-20

General statements about the expected changes in Great Basin due to climate change can be found in section 3.1.5, at this time
extraordinarily large assumptions would have to be made to consider how climate change could affect the proposed project, or how
the impacts of the proposed project could be exacerbated by climate change. It is outside the scope of this EIS to conduct such a study.

Monitoring climate change impacts of the surrounding area would not be associated with a project of this type, this EIS was developed
to look specifically at the impacts associated with the development of a solar facility on the site, not to address climate change in the
area. Quantifying and disclosing the anticipated climate change benefits of solar energy is outside the scope of this EIS.

Response to Comment No. 37-21

The level of detail provided in Chapter 2 regarding alternatives considered, but eliminated from further analysis is sufficient. Figure
ES-2 and 1-2 shows lands originally requested in the ROW application but subsequently released from consideration. Reasons why
alternative technologies were not considered is described in Section ES-1.4.4.2 and 2.2.1.2 (Alternative Solar Technology).

Response to Comment No. 37-22

Chapter 3 describes baseline conditions in the project area. The BLM must make a decision whether to approve, approve with
modification, or deny issuance of the right-of- way grant requested in the application. The BLM’s purpose and need is to process the
right-of-way application in accordance with FLPMA, BLM right-of-way regulations, and other applicable federal laws. The BLM



recognizes there are other BLM managed land that could produce renewable energy. However, for this EIS, BLM’s purpose and need
is to process a specific application. Should BLM decide to deny the right-of-way, the Proponent can pursue any other energy
development methods, technology, and locations that the Proponent desires, including applying for a different BLM land parcel.

Response to Comment No. 37-23

The section has been revised to include more up-to-date references.

Response to Comment No. 37-24

The EIS provides a general discussion of the reason and need for renewable energy; however, it is beyond the scope of this EIS to
provide in-depth discussion of RPSs, PPAs and capacity factors. In any event, the FEIS has been updated to provide more information
about potential offtakers, including those in California, and the need for renewable energy.

Response to Comment No. 37-25

The EIS provides a full discussion of the reason and need for renewable energy and the characteristics of the proposed Project,
including power output.

Response to Comment No. 37-26

According to a 2001 report published by Sandia National Laboratories, the principal reactions between nitrate salt and Therminol were
between the vaporized hydrocarbons and the air above the salt bath and not with the salt itself. In section 2.3.3.2, a description of how
the HTF vapors will be handled, and a description of leak detection protocols can be found. Also, according to the same report "The
safety concerns in a plant that uses Therminol and nitrate salt in a heat exchanger are not anymore dangerous than using Therminol
around other high temperature heat sources. Accidentally mixing the two components should not create combustion, but combining
hot Therminol vapors with oxygen from the air is dangerous. The design of the thermal storage system should address the unlikely
event of having hot oil vapors released into the ullage space of a nitrate salt tank where oxygen could be present."”

The salt storage tanks will be designed and operated with a nitrogen blanket with a slight positive pressure at all times. There will not
be an oxygen environment that might support a fire or explosion in the rare event that small amounts of HTF leak into the tank. An
HTF vapor sniffing sensor will be incorporated in the equipment that can encounter a breach between HTF and molten salt. This
detection system will trigger immediate isolation of the equipment in addition to nitrogen blanketing, followed by the HTF evacuation
from equipment suspected of a breach.



Response to Comment No. 37-27

In response to comment, the text has been updated in the Final EIS.
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