
Section 2  Response to Comments 
 

April 2003  2-32    PARSONS 

        

 COMMENTS 
 

O1 – Red Rock Audubon Society
Page 1 of 2 

O1.1 

O1.4 

O1.3 

O1.2 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
O1.1 BLM has selected the Primm Plant Site as the “agency-

preferred alternative.” However, following closing of the
public comment period, the Primm Plant site alternative
became commercially unavailable; therefore, the proposed
plant site at Goodsprings and the No Action Alternative
remain under consideration.  BLM will select an
“environmentally-preferred” alternative in the Record of
Decision. 

 
O1.2 BLM will consider your comment. 
 
O1.3 BLM will develop a Restoration Plan for the Ivanpah Energy

Center project, which will include specific details regarding
yucca and cacti salvage and re-location.  The Restoration Plan
will be part of the Construction, Operations, and Maintenance
Plan that will be in place prior to construction. 

 
O1.4 Rare plant surveys were conducted in spring 2002.  Results

from the field surveys are summarized in the DEIS on page 4-
18.  Based on the data, “…yellow two-tone beardtongue
(Penstemon bicolor ssp. bicolor), rosy two-tone beardtongue
(P.bicolor ssp. roseus) and white-margined beardtongue (P.
albomarginatus) potentially are present within the project
area.”  The text notes that positive identification of these
plants was not possible due to the lack of flowering.
Mitigation measures, such as spanning concentrations of
sensitive plant communities and seed collection, will be
addressed in the Restoration Plan as part of Ivanpah Energy
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O1.5 BLM will use seed mixtures that are site-specific and

compatible with the area of disturbance.  Appropriate
seed mixtures will be addressed in the BLM-approved
Restoration Plan specifically developed for the Ivanpah
Energy Center project.   
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O2.1 Your comment is acknowledged. Acreage requirements 
 for the natural gas pipeline at the Primm Plant Site were 
 adjusted according to your request. The changes are 
 reflected in the revised acreage table for the Primm Plant 
 Site provided in Section 4 of  the FEIS. 
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O3.1 – O3.4   The project proponent has proposed the use of
 gray water from the Southern Nevada Correctional
 Center (SNCC) as the primary water source for the
 Ivanpah Energy Center.  Water from an existing well
 that is owned and operated by Las Vegas Valley
 Water District (LVVWD) was proposed as a
 secondary water source, should the primary water
 supply source be curtailed or interrupted.   
 
 To date, the BLM has not received confirmation
 from the project proponent that agreements have
 been reached with the SNCC, LVVWD, or the State
 Engineer that either primary source or secondary
 source waters will be made available for the Ivanpah
 Energy Center.  Should agreements regarding water
 sources not be available, and become other than
 those stated in the DEIS, a Supplemental EIS would
 be required as to fulfill the requirements of NEPA
 and the BLM would not issue any Notice to Proceed
 until all water sources, treatment, and conveyance
 requirements are met.   
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O3.5 See Errata Sheet for Section 4 and Section 5. 
 
 
 
 
O3.6 See Errata Sheet for Section 4. 
 
 
 
 
O3.7 See Errata Sheet for Section 4. 
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T1.4 

T1.3 

T1.2 

T1.1 

T1.1 The DEIS states that during plant construction,  there would be
an increase in traffic along SR 161 and some decrease in levels
of service at major intersections.  Mitigation measures to
reduce the level of impacts to traffic along these routes include
use of a secondary road from SR 161 near Jean for movement
of heavy equipment, bussing construction workers to the
construction site, and scheduling movement of heavy
equipment to avoid periods of peak traffic and recreational
weekend traffic. 

 
 Concerns regarding traffic safety along SR 161 were expressed
 during the public scoping meetings.  A traffic safety study was
 conducted along SR 161 and the results were presented in the
 DEIS. Safety measures such as use of pilot cars both in front
 and behind equipment loads would reduce concerns
 regarding sight distance at vertical curves.   An additional
 safety measure would include construction of a turning lane
 along SR 161 at the plant entrance.  
 
T1.2 Your comment is acknowledged. 

 
 
T1.3  BLM has selected the Primm Plant Site as the “agency-
 preferred alternative.” However, following  closing of the
 public comment period, the Primm Plant site
 alternative became commercially unavailable; therefore, the
 proposed plant site at Goodsprings and the No Action
 Alternative remain under consideration.  BLM will select an
 “environmentally-preferred” alternative in the Record of
 Decision. 
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T1.4 Impacts to transportation resulting from construction and
operation of the proposed Ivanpah Airport are not within
the scope of the Ivanpah Energy Center Draft EIS;
however, cumulative impacts associated with additional
development within Ivanpah Valley, including the Ivanpah
Airport, are addressed in Section 6, page 6-25. 

 

T1.4 
Cont’d 
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