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Comments noted.
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Comment noted.  Impacts to wildlife are discussed throughout Section 
4.4-Biological Resources Impacts. 
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The potential impacts identified in the comment are described in the EIS 
in the following sections: Section 4.12-Socioeconomic Impacts Section 
4.9-Visual Resources Impacts, and Section 4.11-Recreation Impacts.   
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The BLM consultation for Searchlihgt Wind Energy Project was 
formally initiated via letter correspondence on December 17, 2009. 
Letters were sent to the Chemehuevi Indian Tribe, the Colorado River 
Indian Tribes, the Fort Mojave Indian Tribe, the Las Vegas Paiute 
Tribe, the Moapa Band of Paiutes, the Pahrump Paiute Tribe, the 
Hualapai Tribe, and the Fort Yuma-Quechan Tribe. At the time the 
DEIS was prepared, Tribal consultation was still underway.  The Final 
EIS summarizes the consultation that was completed and the tribal 
comments that were received after the DEIS was written.
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Comment noted.  Impacts to bats are addressed in Section 4.4-
Biological Resources Management. 
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Comment noted.  Impacts to wildlife are discussed throughout Section 
4.4-Biological Resources Impacts. 
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The BLM consultation for Searchlight Wind Energy Project was 
formally initiated via letter correspondence on December 17, 2009. 
Letters were sent to the Chemehuevi Indian Tribe, the Colorado River 
Indian Tribes, the Fort Mojave Indian Tribe, the Las Vegas Paiute 
Tribe, the Moapa Band of Paiutes, the Pahrump Paiute Tribe, the 
Hualapai Tribe, and the Fort Yuma-Quechan Tribe. At the time the 
DEIS was prepared, Tribal consultation was still underway.  The Final 
EIS summarizes the consultation that was completed and the tribal 
comments that were received after the DEIS was written. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
This project has been designated a priority project by the BLM. 
 
 
 
 
 
The project plan of development describes two potential sources for the 
concrete necessary for WTG foundations; 1) purchasing it ready made 
and transported to the site, or 2) operating an on-site batching plant. If 
the former option is chosen, then the water for the mix would likely 
originate from a commercial concrete vendor. As there are no existing 
commercial ready-mix concrete companies in either of the three subject 
basins, the concrete would probably originate in Las Vegas Valley. If 
the on-site plant option is selected, then water for the mix would have to 
either be purchased from SWS, LVVWD, or be purchased from a 
willing seller. 
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A Traffic Management Plan (MM-TRAN-1) would be prepared to 
address effects on local traffic.  The Plan would include the following 
element: To minimize the effects on local and Lake Mead traffic the 
Transportation Plan will mandate the use of flagmen or escort vehicles 
to control and direct traffic flow, and provide schedules that show 
roadway work will be done during periods of minimum traffic flow.  
The Traffic Management Plan also includes making provision for access
for emergency vehicles. The Traffic Management Plan would be a
stipulation of the ROW Grant.               
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Comment noted.  Impacts to wildlife are discussed throughout Section 
4.4-Biological Resources Impacts.

The proposed facility has a 200 MW design capacity.  The proposed 
action is to construct eighty-seven 2.3 MW WTGs or 87 x 2.3 = 200.1 
MW. 
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The existing Geological environment was presented in EIS Section 3.1-
Geology, Soils, and Minerals. Geotechnical testing would be conducted 
at each WTG location prior to construction.

The Applicant does not have a current power purchase agreement. They 
have submitted an application for a ROW to BLM who is required to 
process the application in accordance with BLM, FLPMA and NEPA 
requirements. 
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