SOLAR ENERGY DEVELOPMENT
PROGRAMMATIC ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
PUBLIC COMMENTS ON SOLAR ENERGY STUDY AREAS
OCTOBER 2009

On June 30, 2009, the BLM initiated a second scoping period for the Solar Energy
Development PEIS to solicit public comments on tracts of BLM-administered land to
receive in-depth study for solar development in the PEIS. This action was in response to
Secretarial Order No. 3285 (issued March 11, 2009 by the Secretary of the Interior),

which announced a policy goal of identifying and prioritizing specific locations best
suited for large-scale production of solar energy. This scoping period was announced
through a Federal Register Notice (Volume 74, No. 124), and extended through July 30,
2009. The scoping period was subsequently extended through September 14, 2009 (FR
Volume 74, No. 142, July 27, 2009).

All public comments received during the second scoping period, including
individual letters and comments received electronically, are contained in this file.
Personal information has been withheld when requested. These comments can also be

viewed on the Solar Energy Development PEIS website (http://solareis.anl.gov) using

several search criteria (State/Country, Name, Organization, Study Area, Comment

Number).



Thank you for your comment, Perry Mistry.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60001.

Comment Date: June 30, 2009 13:55:21PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60001

First Name: Perry

Middle Initial: M

Last Name: Mistry

Organization: Svpmtech-LabServices-San jose-CA
Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: San jose

State: CA

Zip: 95148

Country: USA

Email: svpmtech@yahoo.com

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
District 8-Evergreen Valley-San jose /San Jose City-Solar City Projects-Business Plan Development:

Participation from Local Evergreen valley/District 8 Small-Medium enterprise and Local Utility Power Company-PG&E

DEVELOPMENT OF STATE OF ART RENEWABLE ENERGY UTILITY POWER PROJECT:
Renewable Power Utility Project:
DISTRICT 8:Evergreen valley-San Jose-CA-USA:

SOLAR POWER:

WIND POWER:

GEO THERMAL POWER

Combination of Solar Power-Wind Power-Geothermal power

Solar Power operated RETAIL BUSINESS CENTER:

Scientific Labs-Pilot Labs -21st century Projects:

Renewable power /Solar Power operated Cold Storage for Food& vegetables & biotech-Pharma-Medical devices-Clean Rooms:
Solar Power Operated Swimming Pools:

Solar Power Operated Schools-Community Colleges-University:



Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60002.

Comment Date: June 30, 2009 17:44:42PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60002

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial:

Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]

State: [Withheld by requestor]

Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email: [Withheld by requestor]
Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I would like to see a monthy status report listed by Township and Range of applications for solar and wind. The private owners
would like to be kept informed on what is going.



Thank you for your comment, William Modesitt.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60003.

Comment Date: July 1, 2009 11:52:42AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60003

First Name: William

Middle Initial: E

Last Name: Modesitt
Organization:

Address: 4728 Mount La Platta Dr
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: San Diego

State: CA

Zip: 92117

Country: USA

Email: kylekai@me.com

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
Solar development is an excellent idea, something that is badly needed. However, solar farms should take the environmental

impact of the land they're built on more seriously. Instead of building on open desert land, building solar farms on existing
structures, such as parking lots, it a far better idea. Thank you.



Thank you for your comment, Rachel Shaw.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60004.

Comment Date: July 1, 2009 17:01:55PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60004

First Name: Rachel

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Shaw

Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]
State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email: [Withheld by requestor]
Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I am disturbed that this project, touted as a key to saving the environment (in terms of climate) has been inadequately attentive to
the environmental impact on the desert ecologies in the proposed sites. It may be easy to assume that desert lands are rocky
barrens devoid of life, but this is far from the truth. These areas are fragile, biologically rich ecosystems that are literally
irreplaceable. Given that there are many damaged lands - public and private - that would better suit the needs of this project, |
strongly encourage you to relocate it away from these sensitive areas.

See the explanation at this link for more details:
http://theclade.faultline.org/index.php/site/article/interior _fast-tracks big solar on_public lands/



Thank you for your comment, Johanna Wald.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60005.

Comment Date: July 2, 2009 18:26:04PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60005

First Name: Johanna

Middle Initial: H

Last Name: Wald

Organization: Natural Resources Defense Council
Address: 111 Sutter Street

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: San Francisco

State: CA

Zip: 94104

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: desert working group extension request.doc

Comment Submitted:



DESERT WORKING GROUP
July 2, 2009
Via Solar PEIS comment form and electronic mail

Linda Resseguie
Bureau of Land Management Washington Office

Dear Ms. Resseguie:

As you may know, we are an informal working group recently formed to examine ways to
balance the need for timely development of utility-scale solar energy sources with the need to
protect desert ecosystems, landscapes and species. Our group, which is currently focused on
desert ecosystems and potential solar energy projects in California, includes representatives of
solar energy companies, the electric utility sector, desert conservation groups, environmental
groups and philanthropies. As we have told the Administration, including officials at the
Interior Department, we are very supportive of the Bureau of Land Management’s focus on
potential study zones for the solar programmatic environmental impact statement (PEIS) and
appreciate the opportunity, as part of this process, to identify solutions to renewable energy
siting issues that can meet the Administration’s climate goals while safeguarding the nation’s
valuable natural and cultural resources.

We write now to request an extension of 45 days to the comment period established for review
of the Administration’s plans for its solar program. Several of our participating organizations
have interests in more than one state and need the additional time in order to prepare comments
which reflect all of their respective interests. Even more significantly, we believe that with
more time we will be able to prepare joint comments of this working group which will provide
significant assistance on both substance and process to the BLM and the Interior Department as
you move forward with this PEIS.

The members of our group fully recognize the urgent need to move forward to find appropriate
areas for solar development. At the same time, we are agreed that we must take the time
necessary to plan carefully and comprehensively and to select the right places that are both
protective of desert ecosystems, landscapes, and species and are practical for solar energy
development. Affording us the requested additional time at the beginning of this process will
benefit all concerned in the long run and will further the Administration’s climate change,
natural resource protection and renewable energy goals.

Thank you in advance for consideration of this request.

Sincerely,
Ileene Anderson Rainer Aringhoff

Center for Biological Diversity Solar Millenium



Linda Resseguie
July 2, 2009
Page 2

Kim Delfino
Defenders of Wildlife

N N

Arthur Haubenstock
BrightSource Energy

CBlauta H (9s04

Johanna Wald
Natural Resources Defense Council

V. John White

Center for Renewable Energy Efficiency
and Renewable Technology

cc: Mike Pool, Acting BLM Director

Shannon Eddy %

Large-scale Solar Association

Wendy Pulling
Pacific Gas & Electric

o A

Peter Weiner
Paul Hastings

M%M

Carl Zichella
Sierra Club

Ashley Conrad-Saydah, Renewable Energy Project Manager, CA BLM



Thank you for your comment, Austin Puglisi.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60006.

Comment Date: July 4, 2009 18:34:49PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60006

First Name: Austin
Middle Initial:

Last Name: Puglisi
Organization:
Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Morongo Valley
State: CA

Zip:

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
This is the first of four comments I wish to make on the PEIS process.
This comment covers land use, water resources, ecological resources, and environmental justice.

Large tracts of the Mojave Desert have arleady been developed. Many plant and animal species are threatened or endangered as a
result of range encroachment and habitat fragmentation. Industrial-scale solar projects will further stress these species, likely past
the "tipping point" beyond which they cannot recover. Not nearly enough research has been done on desert ecosystems to know
what effects development (on virtually all the Mojave flatlands) would have. In the great rush to give our public lands to energy
companies for development, there has been much talk about speeding up the environmental review. We need more study, not less.

(1) More research should be done on the effects of deforestation. Desert vegetation and desert soil have been shown to absorb
significant amouts of greenhouse gases. These studies are very recent and need to be expanded and duplicated so we know what we
are losing before we lose it.

(2) Some policy-makers seem to have forgotten that the desert is a desert. Water is scarce. Already there is not enough to support
current residential, agricultural, and industrial needs. Solar projects requiring water should be rejected if they can not demonstrate
whrere that water will come from. If they are buying up water rights from others then they are creating a potentially devastating
effect on local communities. Some rural citizens will lose their homes, or their farms, by Federal decree, so that urban citizens wil
have more energy.

(3) The flow of underground water and the extent of aquifers in the desert has not been fully documented or studied. Projects
depending on new wells may end up dropping the water level so that other wells far from the project go dry. Fauna and flora may
be disturbed many miles from the project. This needs to be considered. Projects on untouched desert lands must not be considered
benign until proven harmful; they must be assumed harmful until proven benign.

(4) The cumulative effect of dozens of industrial-scale projects needs to be considered. One such development may have only a
small effect on the desert ecosystem. But if evelauated only as individual projects, too many will certainly be approved.

(5) Projects must not be considered withthe assumption that adequate transmission infrastructure is already in place. For example
the maps provided for the California study area show a transmission corridor along the route of the LADWP's proposed "Green
Path North" but this corridor does not curently exist. In many cases the need for construction of new high-voltage transmission
lines would be more expensive, and more environmantally destructive, than the solar farms themselves. Proponents of these
projects should not get a "pass" simply because another entity will be building the transmission lines.

In summary, we shouldn't "sacrifice" large tracts of desert when we don't know the effects of doing so. Many of the concerns
outlined above would be minimized if the BLM were to prioritize local power genration (near point-of-use) with a distributed grid,
and to limit new development to previously disturbed lands adjacent to existing power transmission lines. These areas exist.

There will be political opposition to such a policy because some of that land is more expensive than the BLM's
below-market-value fees, but policy changes on this scale need to be done based on what is right, not what is politcally expedient.



Thank you for your comment, Austin Puglisi.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60007.

Comment Date: July 4, 2009 18:53:31PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60007

First Name: Austin
Middle Initial:

Last Name: Puglisi
Organization:
Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Morongo Valley
State: CA

Zip:

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
This is the second of four comments I wish to make on the PEIS process.
This comment covers land use, visual resources, socioeconomic resources, environmental justice, and health/safety.

American citizens who live in rural areas throughout the United States are being asked to pay a disproportionate cost of developing
renewable energy. The residents of the deserts in California, Nevada, and Arizona are facing irreversible changes to their
neighborhoods for little benefit.

"Visual resources" in the desert means much mor ethan being able to look out our windows without seeing power lines. Most of
the rural communites in the Mojave Desert, especially those near Joshua Tree National Park and Death Valley National Park,
depend on tourism. Desert tourism depends entirely on stark beauty, wildlife not found elsewhere, and wide open vistas. All of
these will be marred if industrial-scale solar projects are built on pristine desert land. The negative effects will extend far beyond
the boundaries of the BLM lands under consideration. Acitivities that will be detrimentally impacted include camping, hiking,
legal off-road vehicle riding, movie and television production, birdwatching, and visits by artists who find inspiration fromt he
desert. Yet almost all of the power generated by these projects will be transmitted to Los Angeles, Las Vegas, and Phoenix.

Safety is also an issue of concern in the desert. Many of the proposed solar projects are on remote lands with little or no law
enforcement. Already the BLM in California is unable to stem vandalism, theft, violence, and arson. When new roads (necessary
for construction) open up even mor eremote areas, who will police them? When earthquakes, terrorist acts, or wildfire threaten the
remote transmission lines, who will protect them?

Localized power generation would ensure that those who stand most to benefit from new power generation would be the ones to
pay the true cost. A distrubuted power gird is also a more resilient one, less vulnerable to widespread outages.

In some situations this would require rooftop solar power, or feed-in tarrifs without caps, or multiple medium-sized projects
instead of a few giant ones. But it is the right thing to do.



Thank you for your comment, Austin Puglisi.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60008.

Comment Date: July 4, 2009 19:10:37PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60008

First Name: Austin
Middle Initial:

Last Name: Puglisi
Organization:
Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Morongo Valley
State: CA

Zip:

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
This is the third of four comments I wish to make on the PEIS process.

This comment specifically discusses one power transmission prject, the LADWP's proposed "Green Path North" which would
cross BLM land in the Mojave Desert.

While some policy-makers insist that this project is irrelevant to the Solar PEIS, they are wrong. Even a cursory review at the
location of many proposed industrial-scale projects reveals that many of these projects are on, or very close to, the favored route
(the only one LADWP has surveyed) for GPN. These projects would be useless without new high-voltage transmission lines, and
GPN would be much less profitable for the City of Los Angeles if these projects were denied (as they should be).

Green Path North is a high-voltage power transmission project designed purportedly to carry geothermal energy (from as-yet
unbuilt facilites) to Los Angeles. The segment under most dispute runs from a substation in North Palm Springs, California to
Upland, California. There is an existing, established transmission corridor along Interstate I-10 which makes an almost direct link
between these endpoints. The LADWP however wishes to build a much longer GPN through the community of Desert Hot
Springs, through the Big Morongo Canyon Area of Critical Environmental Concern, across roadless desert mountains in Morongo
Valley, through the historic hamlet of Pioneertown, through the privately owned Pioneertown Mountains Preserve, through more
desert communities and the San Bernardino National Forest.

The LADWP has publically admitted that their priority in building this transmission project is so that they own the means of
transmission. Another utility, Southern California Edison, has offered to upgrade carrying capacity via the existing corridor. The
LADWP has, in public meetings, and on the record, said this is unacceptable because it doesn't match their businees plan.

When determining appropriate siting for industrial-scale solar projects, the BLM should reject those that are not adjacent to or

very near existing power transmission infrastructure. When determining if new transmission lines are necessary, especially when
they involve new rights-of-way or energy corridors, the BLM needs to be very leery of accepting proponents' claims of "need". The
LADWP WANTS to build GPN through untouched BLM lands; it does not NEED to do so. While the cost to LADWP may be
higher to do things the right way, it is more fair and just than LADWP shifting the true cost onto rural communites that are not in
LADWP's sphere of influence (and don't wish to be).



Thank you for your comment, Austin Puglisi.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60009.

Comment Date: July 4, 2009 19:27:12PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60009

First Name: Austin
Middle Initial:

Last Name: Puglisi
Organization:
Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Morongo Valley
State: CA

Zip:

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
This is the fourth and final comment I wish to make on the PEIS process.
This comment discusses a factor not mentioned on the Solar PEIS website, which is due process.

The residents, municipalites, business interests, and environmental groups based in the Mojave and Great Basin Deserts have been
denied represention in the decision-making process.

While I am grateful for the opportunity to post comments to the BLM during this scoping period, it is no more of an opportunity
than would be extended to a utility companny based in China. The American citizens who have the most to lose from multiple
industrial-scale energy projects (and the associated transmission lines which would need to be built) have had no say in which
lands are being considered. Industry lobbyists, nonlocal environmental groups, and unelected public officials far from the desert are
deciding our fate, while we sit and wonder.

Will high-voltage transmission lines cross our communities? Will we lose my lands to eminent domain because the BLM
approved a project next door? Will tourists (and their money) still come to the desert? Will Hollywood still want to film in the
desert? Will OHV riders tear up our private lands because they have lost their designated legal riding areas? Will there be enough
water to grow our crops? Will the bighorn sheep and desert tortoise be sacrificed for someone else's vision of "the greater good"?

Climate change is a very real and a very immediate problem. Living in the hottest and driest part of the United States, we are very
aware of the urgency with which we need to adress climate change. But we are outraged that we have been unable to participate in
finding solutions. Destroying the Mojave Desert in order to save it, without giving a voice to those who know it best, is sheer
folly. We expect better from a Government that supposedly represents us.



Thank you for your comment, Peter Bray.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60010.

Comment Date: July 5, 2009 13:11:36PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60010

First Name: Peter

Middle Initial: J

Last Name: Bray

Organization:

Address: 3169 NE Irving St
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Portland

State: OR

Zip: 97232

Country: USA

Email: misterbray@hotmail.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Any fast-track energy development should only consider lands that are of minimal ecological value.

As such, the proposal to fast-track development of lands bordering Joshua Tree National Park is inappropriate.
Lands immediately bordering Joshua Tree NP provide an important buffer and transition zone for that ecosystem.

More rigorous environmental analysis than that afforded by fast-track status needs to be done before energy development on these
sensitive lands.



Thank you for your comment, Jennifer Godftrey.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60011.

Comment Date: July 6, 2009 16:31:27PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60011

First Name: Jennifer

Middle Initial: G

Last Name: Godfrey

Organization: Citizen's Alliance for Wonder Valley
Address: 2954 Shelton Rd

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Wonder Valley

State: CA

Zip: 92277

Country: USA

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

There is an awful lot of technical jargon to read through here. I can not at this time make an educated not informed comment in
regards to this/these projects. I find my home is in the middle of your solar thermal area on the eastern side of Twentynine Palms
and the MCAGCC. None of the neighbors understand or even know about our properties being eaten up by this energy rush. I find
that offensive at best because as the wife of a US Marine and many of my neighbors service both currently Active and retired alike
fought for our rights to due process. Please check with the entity that provides you with information for notice because none of the
people in these areas have a clue.

Would you please consider attending one of our CAWV meetings to explain to our area the potential impact so that we may be
able to comment on all this?? We have some legal issues going on currently brought to our attention by the MCAGCC's
proposed expantion and apparently we have the same issues here. I have seen nothing in our local papers in the legal notice
column of any sort. The Desert Trail qualifies as "newspaper of record” in this area.

area.
Thank you,

Jennifer Godfrey



Thank you for your comment, Joe Ross.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60012.

Comment Date: July 9, 2009 18:11:40PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60012

First Name: Joe

Middle Initial: V

Last Name: Ross

Organization: self

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]
State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
11 July 2009

Hello,
Thanks much for the info on the 24 tracts of public land where solar energy applications will be given priority processing by
BLM. I caught the breaking news in the Riverside Press-Enterprise.

Below are my personal comments and do not represent the views, interests, or positions of any business or organization with
which I am currently or formerly affiliated. I also request that my personal address be withheld from public disclosure.

With 52% of the total 676,048 acres within California, I hope that residents of this states will take notice and step forward with
their comments.

With regard to the "Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and Opportunity

for Public Meeting," published in the Federal Register, I believe that it's very important (nearly imperative) that the BLM Director
agree to holding various public meetings to inform, educate, and listen to the public's concerns about the 2-year segregation and
proposed withdrawal of the 676,048 acres of public lands in the six states. The EIS should explain how these areas were
configured to minimize the amount of land involved.

My recommendation would be for meetings in each of the six states impacted. Within California, locations should be Barstow,
Yucca Valley (or 29 Palms), Palm Springs (or Indio) and EI Centro.

I've looked at maps for each of the 4 priority sites in California. At 202,295 acres, Riverside East is very extensive, and I'm sure
that there are some resource conflicts there, esp. in light of its proximity to Joshua Tree National Park. The 109,642-acre Iron
Mountain site correlates with Ward Valley between the Turtle and Old Woman Mountains. Danby dry lake is within the solar
study area, and that entire area makes sense to me for priority development. At 26,282 acres, the Pisgah area is well situated in flat
terrain and near exisiting transmission facilities. I cannot comment on the 12,830-acre Imperial East site. Other authorized uses at
all sites must be fully analyzed.

Within BLM's notice of proposed withdrawal "and opportunity for public meeting" is a statement that says: "The BLM's petition
for withdrawal

has been approved by the Secretary of the Interior." That is a statement that could be confusing and misleading to the public. It
could be construed as pre-decisional. Please clarify if it just means that BLM has been given the green light to publish this notice
and segregate the public lands

pending further study...or if, in fact, the Secretary of the Interior has already approved th withdrawal prior to public input and
meetings.

I encourage BLM and DOE to be more proactive in contacting key statewide media outlets (newspaper, radio, television) to build
public understanding of the Programmatic EIS process and announce key dates for public involvement. I hope that you’ll consider
issuing regular project updates and news releases to media. With various other similar initiative and projects currently being



undertaken, I sense that the public may not be fully aware or understand how they interrelate.

Also, it appears that the 24 solar study areas will be subjected to a higher level of NEPA analysis. It is somewhat a misnomer to
continue calling the EIS a programmatic document. Of particular importance is the need for adequate biological and cultural
resource surveys, reports and consultation with the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, California State Historic Preservation Office, and
Native American Tribes before any "ground-breaking" activities commence.

I suggest that BLM and DOE do more community outreach and host public meetings to build public awareness and encourage
discussion about the EIS. While I appreciate BLM/DOE’s desire to keep the process moving and to accelerate development, I also
feel that a few strategically located open house public meetings are needed to inform, educate and more thoroughly involve the
public in the process. As your goals should be for open government, transparent decisonmaking, public engagement and
understanding, I encourage you to hold open houses regularly.

I appreciate the leadership that BLM, DOE and the State of California are showing on climate, global warming and alternative
renewable energy issues. In 2002, California enacted a Renewable Portfolio Standard requiring 20 percent of the State’s electricity
to be from renewable sources. In 2006, California’s Global Warming Solutions Act (“AB 32”) stated that California is required to
reduce its global warming emissions to 1990 levels by 2020. This equates to nearly a 30% cut from existing levels. Then in

2008, Governor Schwarzenegger issued Executive Order S-14-08 raising California’s Renewable Portfolio Standard to 33 percent
by 2020 and calling on the State to reduce its global warming emissions 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050. All of these
components of the State’s energy development leadership should be acknowledged in the EIS.

I am concerned about inconsistencies between this and other alternative energy or land use planning processes. One example is that
CREZ maps developed as part of the Renewable Energy Transmission Initiative (RETI) don't necessary jive with those from this
process. RETI maps are viewable at:

http://www.energy.ca.gov/reti/index.html

With the same agencies collaborating and working hand-in-hand on both projects, it would more comprehensible and palatable for
the public to see the same mapped transmission corridors, facility siting development areas, conclusions and
recommendations coming out of both such projects.

The EIS should further expound on how the potential transmission corridors will be considered in the future under the California
Energy Commission's SB1059 designation process.

Your EIS should be clear in its relationship and conformity with the Final Programmatic EIS for wind development.

In the same vein, the EIS report should acknowledge how consistency will be obtained with other planning efforts in the region
(e.g. Western renewable Energy Zones in a 17-state region, Westwide Energy Corridors EIS). BLM, in cooperation with the
Forest Service and DOE, recently completed the Westwide Energy Corridor Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement
process, pursuant to the Energy Policy Act of 2005. The Solar EIS should acknowledge, ensure consistency and build upon that
effort.

You can see why the public may be confused with so many planning efforts being undertaken, many with apparent similar and
related goals and objectives. It's unfortunate that thepublic is burning out from infomania, data smog and attentional overload. Due
to the sheer bulk of information constantly bombarding the public, many of these important planning efforts may not be getting the
due diligence, scrutiny and attention they deserve. I encourage you and other agencies to try harder to coordinate, eliminate
redundant efforts, jointly inform and educate. That will help with info-overload and cyber-indigestion being experienced by all.

Finally, I would particularly like to see more from BLM and DOE in terms of alternative energy development leadership and
specific recommendations for dealing with bureaucratic red tape, procedures and process predicament that could hinder energy
development. Siting, permitting, financing, and constructing projects and transmission is a very complex process that requires
substantial coordination among various agencies. Certainly, added financial and human resources will help to expedite permitting.

As part of the prioritization, will any shortcuts be identified for commercial solar power or photovoltaic electric generating facilities
to avoid or reduce compliance with the BLM’s planning, environmental and right-of-way application requirements?

Will adequate funding and staffing be provided for the applications to be properly reviewed, with field work planned when
necessary?

Will most solar development right-of-way applications be processed as Category 6, full cost recovery applications? Currently,
solar energy right-of-way applications and authorizations are subject to appropriate cost recovery and rental payments required by
43 CFR 2804.14, 43 CFR 2805.16, and 43 CFR 2806.10, and the bonding requirements of 43 CFR 2805.12(g). If some

flexibility and discretion can be allowed without adverse impacts, I'm all for it and supportive. For example, if right-of-way
authorizations and Pland of Development can be processed simultaneously, that would be more efficient and result in overall
time-savings with serious detriment.



I'm a strong opponent to "analysis paralysis." Determine what needs to be done, develop an action plan and get on with it. I
would like to see an all-encompassing coordinated plan for all applicable agencies to efficiently work together to avoid
redundancies and cut the red tape without ignoring laws, regulations, and their mandated responsibilities.

Look for additional ways to streamline the process and be consistent with Departmental policy on intergovernmental cooperation.
For example, it may be possible to combine the required environmental review process for a solar energy development project with
other required State or local environmental requirements or project clearance actions.

Will the right-of-way authorizations contain appropriate stipulations relating to all aspects of project development including such
items as road construction and maintenance, vegetation removal, natural, cultural and biological resources mitigation and
monitoring, and site reclamation?

Will approved and completed Plans of Development (POD) be required for construction and operation of the solar facility prior to
beginning construction?

Will bonds be required for solar energy development right-of-way grants to ensure compliance with the terms and conditions of the
authorization and the requirements of the regulations, including reclamation?

What will the terms be for the solar energy
authorizations for commercial facilities? They should not exceed the design life
of the project, typically 30 years.

What will the authorizations inlcude relative to renewals?

Will other compatible uses be authorized in the priority (and other) solar development areas? These seem unlikely due to the
intensive use of the site for siting facility equipment and transmission.

I'm a firm believer that the solar energy industry should do more to educate as well as promote themselves. Right-of-way holders
should be required, through terms and conditions of the right-of-way authorization, to work with the BLM, DOE and State and
local agencies to increase public acceptance and awareness of the benefits of solar energy development by

providing information and public viewing areas at safe locations near the development. Working together, positive messages about
the responsible use of renewable resources and the multiple resource use on public lands can be provided.

How will the EIS address Section 102(2)(B) of NEPA (along with 40 CFR 1502.23) that deals with "cost-benefit analysis"? I
hope to see diligent analysis focus on many areas for economic analysis (cost & revenue analysis, value analysis, decision rules,
behavior predictions, budget & fiscal impacts, economic activity impacts, changes to rural lifestyles and attitudes, economic &
social structural changes associated with solar energy development).

Another issue that needs to be addressed is the impact to wildlife (specifically avian species) as a result of "tower-kill" ( esp. when
such technology as the power tower is used).

Regarding development of reasonable alternatives ("practical or feasible from the technical and economic standpoint and using
common sense"), I'd like to suggest an additional one for analysis. Because these areas within the six states have become so
heavily allocated for land uses, I would like to see an alternative that also analyzes the potential for compatible solar development
in areas that are currently not available for such development. This would include designated wilderness areas where flat terrain
exists and where visitor use statistics may indicate that the potential undesignation of wilderness (and associated energy
development) may be in the national interest (based on the President's priority agenda and Executive Order).

Further, such an alternative should document and analyze opportunities to work with the various military services that have large
acreages of withdrawn lands in arid and desert areas. This alternative would identify opportunities for compatible development on
areas already allocated or withdrawn for other uses. I have a gut feeling that potential for such compatibility may exist, and the
BLM and DOE should make stronger efforts to coordinate with the wilderness, wildlife advocates and DOD for full use of
wilderness and military lands to optimize solar energy development where it can co-exist with other uses.

Additional utility corridors should be minimized, and the EIS should clearly establish (perhaps with varying alternatives showing
the range of impacts) by using existing corridors vs. development of new ones.

Impact analysis should differentiate between technologies that use water-cooled vs. air-cooled systems. One example of a question
to be answered is: how can the policies subsequently developed be written to encourage a less-impacting technology over one that
is more adverse in nature?

With the fast growth of this industry (and related technology), I question if your 20-year timeframe is appropriate. I believe that a
better planning cycle/horizon might be 10 years, and I would like you to consider this for your programmatic analysis period (with
the option to update or supplement in the future if needed).



I encourage the promulgation of Memos of Understanding between BLM and local water districts to incorporate best management
practices into all forms of energy development.

Additional issues within the scope of the EIS required by NEPA for solar energy development projects include, but are not limited
to:

** all aspects of the solar project, including direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of the proposed action.

** compliance requirements with the Endangered Species Act, Migratory Bird Treaty Act, National Historic Preservation Act, and
other applicable laws and regulations.

** installation and maintenance of solar collectors, water for steam generation and cooling purposes, oil or gas used by backup
generators, thermal or electrical storage, turbines or engines, access roads and electrical inverters and transmission

facilities.

** Scope and level of site clearance should include the areas of proposed surface disturbance and areas potentially affected by the
project.

** The level of analysis will reflect the amount of land needed for the solar energy collection and associated support facilities,
amount of surface to be disturbed, water requirements, and potential impacts on wildlife and other resources.

The BLM and DOE should be commended for their identification and NEPA-compliant environmental review of priority
development areas within the context of their great programmatic EIS for solar development in a 6-state region.

While I receive News.Bytes and info via various ListServs, please include me on your mailing list for future information and
contact as the EIS progresses. I can be reached via email to

Please note that these comments are mine alone, and they do not represent the views of any organization, business or association
with which I am affiliated.

Thanks very much for your consideration.

Best wishes,
Joe Ross



Thank you for your comment, William Solomon.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60013.

Comment Date: July 9, 2009 19:04:56PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60013

First Name: William
Middle Initial: A
Last Name: Solomon
Organization:
Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Shipman

State: VA

Zip: 22971

Country: USA
Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Because I live so far from the subject areas, I have little personal knowledge of the possible issues there.

However, I feel that the currently mandated comment period is far too short to allow individuals and organizations to properly
respond.

Also, the BLM should perform a proper environmental study for any proposed project regardless of whether or not commentators
raise particular concerns about it.

WAS



Thank you for your comment, Richard Williams.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60014.

Comment Date: July 10,2009 10:21:27AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60014

First Name: Richard

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Williams

Organization: D-37

Address: 7533 oakwood ave
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Hesperia

State: CA

Zip: 92345

Country: USA

Email: thehbmccowboy@verizon.net
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
To whom it may concern, I am a every weekend rider and desert racer as well as my two boys, lossing this land to a bunch off

solar power, that will not even supply power to the High desert would be devestating to our sport and the future of our kids. surly
there is other locations that this power plant can be put. Thanks for your time



Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60015.

Comment Date: July 10, 2009 12:06:30PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60015

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial:

Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]

State: [Withheld by requestor]

Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email: [Withheld by requestor]
Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

The areas of concern for development are used by a lot of private personal for outdoor enjoyment. I feel the loss of this use will
hurt the community overhaul by taking away the economic gain through off road users. These areas are remote at best and do not
have a large scale economy, with the influx off outside outdoor enthusiast, their economy grows. Please take this into
consideration before developing an area that takes away life and does not allow the community to share the great outdoors with
their children.



Thank you for your comment, Donn Nay.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60016.

Comment Date: July 10, 2009 12:29:49PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60016

First Name: Donn

Middle Initial: E

Last Name: Nay
Organization:

Address: 1820 N. Naomi
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Burbank

State: CA

Zip: 91505

Country: USA

Email: nays5@sbcglobal.net
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
I strongly oppose the use of this area for solar energy. This area is used by many off road recreationists and there are too few acres

available now for this activity. With Johnson Valley being threatened for closure by the Marines the loss of the Big Rock area
would be devastating. While I understand the need for clean energy I cannot support the removal of open land for this purpose.



Thank you for your comment, Rachel McMahon.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60017.

Comment Date: July 10, 2009 14:23:27PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60017

First Name: Rachel

Middle Initial:

Last Name: McMahon

Organization: Solar Millennium, LLC

Address: 1625 Shattuck Ave., Suite 270

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Berkeley

State: CA

Zip: 947091161

Country: USA

Email: memahon@solarmillennium.com

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: BLM SESA - request for extension of comment period.doc

Comment Submitted:

Solar Millennium AG has been developing parabolic trough solar power plants since the 1980s, including Europe’s first parabolic
trough plants — two 50 MW plants in Spain that are have achieved operation and one additional 50 MW plant that is in
commissioning. We are active worldwide with a focus in Spain, China, North Africa, and the Southwestern United States, with a

specific focus in California.

Solar Millennium appreciates the opportunity to review and comment on the BLM’s proposed Solar Energy Study Areas released
on June 29, 2009. We agree it is important for renewable energy planning and efforts to move forward expeditiously to ensure
success of President Obama’s renewable energy and climate change goals. However, we are concerned that the current 30 day
comment period will not allow Solar Millennium sufficient time to fully consider the impacts of the proposed areas and provide
useful comments to the BLM. Therefore, Solar Millennium respectfully requests an extension of the comment period by at least 45

days.
Thank you for your attention to this request.
Sincerely,

Rachel McMahon
Director, Government Affairs - Project Development



July 10, 2009

SENT VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL and ON-LINE COMMENT FORM

Linda Resseguie

Bureau of Land Management
Washington, D.C.

Linda Resseguie@blm.gov

Request for Additional Time to Comment on Solar Energy Study Areas

Dear Ms. Resseguie —

Solar Millennium AG has been developing parabolic trough solar power plants since the
1980s, including Europe’s first parabolic trough plants — two 50 MW plants in Spain that are
have achieved operation and one additional 50 MW plant that is in commissioning. We are
active worldwide with a focus in Spain, China, North Africa, and the Southwestern United
States, with a specific focus in California.

Solar Millennium appreciates the opportunity to review and comment on the BLM’s
proposed Solar Energy Study Areas released on June 29, 2009. We agree it is important for
renewable energy planning and efforts to move forward expeditiously to ensure success of
President Obama’s renewable energy and climate change goals. However, we are concerned that
the current 30 day comment period will not allow Solar Millennium sufficient time to fully
consider the impacts of the proposed areas and provide useful comments to the BLM. Therefore,
Solar Millennium respectfully requests an extension of the comment period by at least 45 days.

Thank you for your attention to this request.

Sincerely,

Tuehd ptfihar—

Rachel McMahon
Director, Government Affairs — Project Development

cc: Mike Pool, Acting Director, BLM
Steve Black, Counselor to the Secretary
Ashley Conrad-Saydah, Renewable Energy Project Manager, CA BLM

1625 Shattuck Ave. Suite 270 t. (1) 510.524.4517 Info@SolarMillennium.com
\

— SQIar . Berkeley, CA 94709-1611 f. (1) 510.524.5516 http://www.SolarMillennium.com
== Millennium LLC



Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60018.

Comment Date: July 10, 2009 15:29:30PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60018

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial:

Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization:

Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City:

State:

Zip:

Country:

Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
On your map for California, why is the proposed route for the LADWP's "Green Path North" shown as an existing designated
energy transmission corridor? It is not so. In fact there are two nature preserves, an Area of Critical Environmental Concern, and

five wildlife linkages along that route.

This misleading map makes solar and wind projects in the vicinity of the false corridor look more economically feasible and
environmentally sound than they really are.



Thank you for your comment, daisy swadesh.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60019.

Comment Date: July 10, 2009 16:32:25PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60019

First Name: daisy
Middle Initial:

Last Name: swadesh
Organization:

Address: 1001 walnut dr.
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: farmington

State: NM

Zip: 87401

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

A central question for solar energy production is how to have the least negative impact on the environment.

The most sensible place to put solar collectors is on roof tops of houses in the suburbs of cities, roofs that are otherwise

unoccupied space.

Accurate measurement of the amount of energy produced might be complicated, but this would be more than offset by the residents
using the energy their own system produces first, in the process reducing energy loss in transmission over distances.

It would also save the enormous amount of land occupied by conventional commercial solar collectors.

Of course this would not entail BLM land, but it would save BLM land for more environmentally sound uses.



Thank you for your comment, james minyard.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60020.

Comment Date: July 10, 2009 22:56:56PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60020

First Name: james

Middle Initial: e

Last Name: minyard
Organization: F.O.G.R.
Address: 6878 GRAND AVE.
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: yucca valley

State: CA

Zip: 92284

Country: USA

Email: jim2kim2@verizon.net
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
dont take the last riding ara!!!!

the soler and wind thing is a good. but thear is a lot of derest out thear.
jim m



Thank you for your comment, David Cole.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60021.

Comment Date: July 11,2009 09:45:34AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60021

First Name: David

Middle Initial: B

Last Name: Cole

Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]
State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

While I understand the need to develop and advance alternative energy projects, I believe we need to balance the socio-economic

and econmomic needs of the community as well. One of the areas in question, near Giant Rock, is just an example. Thousands of

residents, recreationalists, and tourists enjoy this particular area of the desert. It has historical significance, not only for lost Indian

cultures, but for our contemporary generations as well.

I am using Giant Rock and the Landers area as an example, but implore you to look at the impact you have on the families that
enjoy all of these areas before you act.

Regards



Thank you for your comment, Scott Hartman.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60022.

Comment Date: July 11,2009 14:32:54PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60022

First Name: Scott

Middle Initial: A

Last Name: Hartman
Organization:

Address: 621 N Dearborn St
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Redlands

State: CA

Zip: 92374

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Giant rock is a great place to play and ride. I grew up there and even saw the inside of the rock before it was filled in a number of
years ago. We had parties there, rode there, camped and had all kinds of fun. My family now ride bikes, buggies and jeeps out
there all the time as my inlaws live just right up the road. It would be a travesty if it were closed to the public and taken over by
industry.



Thank you for your comment, Richard Wobhlers.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60023.

Comment Date: July 11,2009 18:50:06PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60023

First Name: Richard

Middle Initial: F

Last Name: Wohlers

Organization: Friends of Johnson Valley
Address: 13382 Waco Ln

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Apple Valley

State: CA

Zip: 92308

Country: USA

Email: rfwohlers@hotmail.com

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
No to the solar development.

I think it is time that solar and wind power generation must not be developed on public lands. Public lands for the majority of
users are diminishing due to the increasing amount of wilderness areas.



Thank you for your comment, Andrew McDaniel.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60024.

Comment Date: July 11, 2009 19:54:22PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60024

First Name: Andrew

Middle Initial:

Last Name: McDaniel
Organization: District 37
Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]
State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Please do not close down another OHV area, obtain land that is not open to OHV and is not being used for anything. I do like the
fact you are utilizing alternative energy but do it in a way that does not effect others recreation.

Thank You for your time



Thank you for your comment, Anna Fernandez.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60025.

Comment Date: July 11,2009 19:57:23PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60025

First Name: Anna

Middle Initial: M

Last Name: Fernandez
Organization: District 37

Address: 33181 Windtree Ave
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Wildomar

State: CA

Zip: 92595

Country: USA

Email: miekfernandez@yahoo.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
To whom it may concern:

Why is it when a new energy project, what ever it is, is needed, areas belonging to off-road use seems to be the only place the
project should go? Ms Feinsteine has locked up the state of California with a gazillion acres of wilderness, why can't you target
those areas? I'm sure the critters won't mind. I'm beginning to feel a little descriminated against. Or maybe it's just a subtile way
of doing away with our sport all together. You wouldn't be doing that, would you? Look, leave the open areas alone, this is a big
state, find another place. The greenies should love you, go to the wilderness, atleast it will keep the people from messing with the
equipment since we're not allowed in those areas.

Anna Fernandez



Thank you for your comment, Chris Schutt.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60026.

Comment Date: July 11, 2009 20:18:59PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60026

First Name: Chris

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Schutt

Organization:

Address: 450 E. Live Oak Ave. #32
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Arcadia

State: CA

Zip: 91006

Country: USA

Email: lab_227@yahoo.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Please take your solar projects elsewhere. This area is important to many, and has alot of history that will be negatively impacted
should this plan be implemented.



Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60027.

Comment Date: July 12,2009 03:04:36AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60027

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial:

Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]

State: [Withheld by requestor]

Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
To whom it may concern,

I strongly dislike the proposed plan of solar development in this area due to the destruction of historical objects in the area. This
is including, but not limited to Giant Rock.



Thank you for your comment, Steve Parker.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60028.

Comment Date: July 12,2009 10:35:28AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60028

First Name: Steve

Middle Initial: M

Last Name: Parker
Organization:

Address: 6210 Airway Ave
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Yucca Valley

State: CA

Zip: 92284

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I highly oppose having any wind/solar plants located anywhere near or at the Landers/Giant Rock/Johnson Valley areas EVER!
These places must never change their current designation of use. Do not take away public lands that currently have designated
public uses. Do not run us out of our OWN backyards.

These places also have high historic values as well. Besides, these areas are bordering residential communities. Keep these
proposed power plants at least 100 miles away from anyone's backyard.

I'm all for alternative power, but it needs to be far enough away where it does not visually impact the residing public, nor take
away our current rights to enjoy our local backyards as they are currently designated.

Signed,
Steve Parker



Thank you for your comment, Daniel gomez.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60029.

Comment Date: July 12,2009 12:01:44PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60029

First Name: Daniel

Middle Initial: 1

Last Name: gomez
Organization: gold coast cruisers
Address: 1587 Sequan Ct.
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Camarillo

State: CA

Zip: 93015

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Please reconsider the impact of constructing a solar system here at Giant Rock. I am sure there are other areas that this can be done
with minimal impact on local tourism and access to off road areas.



Thank you for your comment, DI HARMON.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60030.

Comment Date: July 12,2009 12:10:49PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60030

First Name: DJ

Middle Initial:

Last Name: HARMON
Organization: PIRATE4X4
Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: PALM SPRINGS
State: CA

Zip: 92264

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

As much as I agree with alternative power.It would be unfortunate to see Giant Rock closed to the public. Giant Rock has a rich
history dating back to Native Indians using it for a shelter. There must be a way to keep it open to the public.

DJ Harmon



Thank you for your comment, Chris Stover.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60031.

Comment Date: July 12,2009 12:31:25PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM6003 1

First Name: Chris

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Stover

Organization:

Address: 1328 12th St.

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Los Osos

State: CA

Zip: 93402

Country: USA

Email: stovertileanddesign@charter.net
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

[ am all for alternative energy, but I do not believe in it hendering us from public lands and visiting sites that have such a long
history. Please consider this when thinking of the area of "Giant Rock". While I have not had the opportunity to go visit it yet
with my family, I have heard and read quite a lot about it, and hope to visit it soon. It would be a shame if this area was cut off to
the public due to alternative energy.

Thank you for your time,
Chris Stover



Thank you for your comment, william schultz.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60032.

Comment Date: July 12,2009 12:41:36PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60032

First Name: william

Middle Initial:

Last Name: schultz
Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]
State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email: [Withheld by requestor]
Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
I would like to ask that this PEIS consider using another area besides Giant Rock.

This is a historical site that [ wish to visit with my family in the future, it has historical significance for us and American Indians,
and there are other alternatives that could satisfy your requirements.

Thank you.



Thank you for your comment, Robert Usnick.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60033.

Comment Date: July 12,2009 14:34:11PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60033

First Name: Robert

Middle Initial: S

Last Name: Usnick
Organization:

Address: 247 Buhman Dr
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Fayetteville

State: NC

Zip: 28314

Country: USA

Email: r_usnick@msn.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

There has to be a way to push forward with alternate energy production without taking away public land. There is much left
anymore.



Thank you for your comment, Shawn Ceeko.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60034.

Comment Date: July 12,2009 14:35:16PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60034

First Name: Shawn

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Ceeko

Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]
State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Please keep public lands public and open to the public. I understand the need to seek out alternative methods for power, and this
may require the use of public lands, but lets not forget that this other source of power is for the public and is gained from public
lands. Please do not bar the average person, hikers, bikers, campers, OHV enthusiast from accessing the public lands by taking
them away for the "greater good of all".

These people are the "greater good" and its our land. Yes I know big business has piles of money and will make piles of money off
of these people so lets not forget that you should want to take care of those who take care of you. Keep public lands public.



Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60035.

Comment Date: July 12,2009 14:42:14PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60035

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial:

Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization: USMC

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]

State: [Withheld by requestor]

Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

To whom it may concern,

While the expanded use of Solar Energy can help with the soaring costs of traditional fuels, it doesn't mean that we should be
putting sets of panels all over the various areas of the southwest. There should not be any panels emplaced in an area that is
known or deemed to be of historical signifigance. Through the use of proper planning and intelligent site selection, solar panels
can be very beneficial. Solar panels erected without any consideration to the historical value of an area or the traditional use of an

area just creaes an eyesore. Thank you for your time.

Sincerly.



Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60036.

Comment Date: July 12,2009 15:10:59PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60036

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial:

Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization:

Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]

State: [Withheld by requestor]

Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
The Giant Rock, Landers and Jhonson Valley areas are important recreation destinations for all of southernCalifornia.

Please Keep energy production facilities out of these areas.
Thank You



Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60037.

Comment Date: July 12,2009 15:23:42PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60037

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial: [Withheld by requestor]
Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization: Pirate4x4

Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City:

State: [Withheld by requestor]

Zip:

Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email: [Withheld by requestor]
Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Giant rock is a great place to play and ride, so please dont close it down.



Thank you for your comment, Stephen Forsman.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60038.

Comment Date: July 13,2009 13:05:16PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60038

First Name: Stephen

Middle Initial: C

Last Name: Forsman
Organization:

Address: 13410 58th Dr NE
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Marysville

State: WA

Zip: 98271

Country: USA

Email: stepfor@hotmail.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
Why does the government keeping closing land used by recreational users. There are fewer places to play and you making those

even fewer. This leads to overuse of any areas left over and also leads to less people being able to recreate as there are no longer
available destinations to visit.



Thank you for your comment, Thomas Naylor.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60039.

Comment Date: July 13,2009 13:15:00PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60039

First Name: Thomas

Middle Initial: A

Last Name: Naylor
Organization:

Address: PO BOX 1411
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Fairplay

State: CO

Zip: 80440

Country: USA

Email: bbigtn@wispertel.net
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Please do not take over the Giant Rock area for some solar project. Find somewhere in the middle of nowhere that people don't
use, which should not be that hard. Thanks, Tom N



Thank you for your comment, Paul Immoos.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60040.

Comment Date: July 13,2009 13:17:30PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60040

First Name: Paul

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Immoos
Organization:

Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]
State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip:

Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Please don't grab and close this land. There is alot of history here and it also is an enjoyable place for many recreationalists. There
are currently too many land closures going on around the country, it would be a shame to see another.



Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60041.

Comment Date: July 13,2009 13:22:25PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60041

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial:

Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization:

Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City:

State:

Zip:

Country:

Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I am in the power industry and understand the push for alternative means for power. I do not understand the need to target areas
where Families recreate. There have to be better options than taking what little land is left for public use.

Outdoor activities locations are disappearing at an alarming rate and I think by using BLM land to build new facilities only makes
the situation worse.

Surely there are more oppurtunities in other areas where you wont directly affect people.



Thank you for your comment, Nicholas Cooper.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60042.

Comment Date: July 13,2009 13:23:03PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60042

First Name: Nicholas

Middle Initial: R

Last Name: Cooper

Organization:

Address: 225 T Short Ln

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Cookeville

State: TN

Zip: 38501

Country: USA

Email: eat.sleep.wheel@gmail.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
I firmly believe that closing and confiscating public recreational lands is a step in the wrong direction. Yes, I am from Tennessee

but I hope to explore the southwest in the near future and all the recreational opportunity it has to offer. Please find other areas that
are not a known recreational area for development.



Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60043.

Comment Date: July 13,2009 13:39:10PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60043

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial:

Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]

State: [Withheld by requestor]

Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Near Giant Rock and all the land between spy mt. and goat mt. many off roader and camper use Giant Rock and are able to access
Johnson Valley OHV area easily. By closing down this area you closing access to thousands of people yearly. I understand the
need for new and clean energy, but isn't there another area that could be used just as efficiently? Thank you for taking the time out
to read this.



Thank you for your comment, Joshua Kordasiewicz.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60044.

Comment Date: July 13,2009 13:46:31PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60044

First Name: Joshua

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Kordasiewicz
Organization:

Address: 4718 Aragon Drive
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: San Diego

State: CA

Zip: 92115

Country: USA

Email: j.kordasiewicz@gmail.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I have reviewed the maps and information presented in the study. It appears to me a vast amount of public land stands to be taken
over for use in producing solar energies. As a member of the Off Highway Vehicle user group this concerns me. I would hate to
lose more of our ever dwindling public land that is available to use for recreation. It's also not a simple matter of designating land
elsewhere as the areas in California are unique and cannot be replaced. Preservation of these areas as they stand now should be of
the utmost importance.



Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60045.

Comment Date: July 13,2009 13:51:35PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60045

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial: [Withheld by requestor]
Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]

State: [Withheld by requestor]

Zip: [Withheld by requestor]

Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email: [Withheld by requestor]
Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
DO NOT close this popular recreational spot for another giant solar farm.

put the solar on BUILDINGS where the roofs are doing NOTHING. DO NOT use our public lands for this agenda.



Thank you for your comment, Richard Klein.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60046.

Comment Date: July 13,2009 14:12:53PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60046

First Name: Richard
Middle Initial: C

Last Name: Klein
Organization: W.E.ROCK
Address: 920 Hillcrest
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Placerville

State: CA

Zip: 95667

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

As a user of of open lands in Southern Calif. I take exception to everyone trying to grab up what land is left to us, the general
public. Recreation is an important staple of life for many american's, stop screwing with our recreational areas....

Thank you,



Thank you for your comment, Brian Rector.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60047.

Comment Date: July 13,2009 14:15:22PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60047

First Name: Brian

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Rector

Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]
State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Please leave the public lands public



Thank you for your comment, Dion Davis.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60048.

Comment Date: July 13,2009 14:21:54PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60048

First Name: Dion

Middle Initial: F

Last Name: Davis
Organization:

Address: 5629 W. Ave. X
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Acton

State: CA

Zip: 93510

Country: USA

Email: dfdavis@sjm.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

As an enthusiast of the California desert and the Johnson Valley and surronding areas in particular, I am against the solar power
generation project. It will ruin some unique landmarks, such as Giant Rock. These areas are used by many people for many
different activities. I am interested in large-scale solar power from an engineering perspective, but surely there needs to be more
thought given to site planning.



Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60049.

Comment Date: July 13,2009 14:28:29PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60049

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial:

Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization:

Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City:

State:

Zip:

Country:

Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I urge the BLM and DOE to take into account the previous uses of the lands they are about to hand over to these private
companies.

Much of the public uses these lands for recreation, and simply closing access to these lands for the use by private energy
companies is an atrocious act.

These lands belong to the public, and should be available to the public to use.



Thank you for your comment, Robert Frederiksen.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60050.

Comment Date: July 13,2009 14:31:14PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60050

First Name: Robert
Middle Initial: E

Last Name: Frederiksen
Organization:

Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City:

State:

Zip:

Country:

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I believe we are all in agrrement that alternative energy sources are needed, however not at the cost of loosing public lands.



Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60051.

Comment Date: July 13,2009 14:41:45PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60051

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial: [Withheld by requestor]
Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]

State: [Withheld by requestor]

Zip: [Withheld by requestor]

Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email: [Withheld by requestor]
Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Please do not take anymore OHV land from us. Especially in the Johnson Valley area. It is hands down some of the best land in
the country for OHV use. Please consider looking elswhere for this project. Thank you.



Thank you for your comment, George Conklin.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60052.

Comment Date: July 13,2009 14:47:27PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60052

First Name: George
Middle Initial:

Last Name: Conklin
Organization:

Address: 9516 Pilots Ln.
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Santee

State: CA

Zip: 92071

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

This is our favorite area for camping hiking and four wheeling. we enjoy coming out here to get away from the city life and relax
for the weekend. Many outhers do this as well, this is a get away place for many of Us. I'm sure There are outher places that are
not nearly as popular as this one for The project.

Thank You

Jon Conklin



Thank you for your comment, Sue Loehrer.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60053.

Comment Date: July 13,2009 14:51:45PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60053

First Name: Sue

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Loehrer
Organization:

Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City:

State: TX

Zip: 77098

Country: USA

Email: smldc@hotmail.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Although I do not live in the area, I am always concerned when there is an attempt to close land to the public for uses such as
this. I applaud the effort for a 'greener energy', but not at the expense of land that is actually used by families.



Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60054.

Comment Date: July 13,2009 16:01:51PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60054

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial: [Withheld by requestor]
Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]

State: [Withheld by requestor]

Zip: [Withheld by requestor]

Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
Pick a place that's already closed to build.

This is one of the few places we have available for recreation.



Thank you for your comment, Adam Wiegmann.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60055.

Comment Date: July 13,2009 16:30:54PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60055

First Name: Adam

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Wiegmann
Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]
State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
To Whom it may concern:

It has come to my attention that development around the area called Giant Rock is threatening access to the area for outdoor life
and adventure. This has me very concerned and disappointed that an area as beautiful and historic as this faces development, and
thus closure to the public. The area around Giant Rock and other areas surrounding it, such as Johnson Valley, have been
recreating locations for thousands of people for many years. Hampering the ability of those to recreate in these areas is not the
American way.

The area also has shown significant historical presence with the speritual believes of the Native Americans, and current religious
beliefs. Furthermore it is also the home to the worlds largest free standing boulder.

In conclusion, please reconsider Giant Rock as being prime real estate "in the middle of nowhere" as it really is not since people
do recreate there and call it their vacation spot.



Thank you for your comment, Jonathan Sage.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60056.

Comment Date: July 13,2009 16:41:07PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60056

First Name: Jonathan

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Sage

Organization:

Address: PO Box 1434
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Langley

State: WA

Zip: 98260

Country: USA

Email: jsage@northwestpr.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I am interested in more information regarding the permitting and application process for building a CST Power Plant capable of
producing 46 MW of electricity.



Thank you for your comment, Jake Wright.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60057.

Comment Date: July 13,2009 16:42:01PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60057

First Name: Jake
Middle Initial: M

Last Name: Wright
Organization:
Address: PO Box 1436
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Helendale

State: CA

Zip: 92342

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Giant Rock has some amazing history... and its a place I would like to be able to share with my children in the future.



Thank you for your comment, Robert Williams.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60058.

Comment Date: July 13,2009 16:55:05PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60058

First Name: Robert
Middle Initial:

Last Name: Williams
Organization:
Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City:

State:

Zip:

Country:

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Please keep our land open for PUBLIC ACCESS.



Thank you for your comment, Kevin Krueger.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60059.

Comment Date: July 14,2009 02:26:05AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60059

First Name: Kevin
Middle Initial:

Last Name: Krueger
Organization:
Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City:

State:

Zip:

Country:

Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
Although I understand the need for working on alternative energy sources I don't see why they cannot find a way to co-exist with

the people that have come to love and enjoy this great peace of land. I've visited Giant Rock only once on vacation but was
saddened to hear that I may never get another chance to go again and enjoy it.



Thank you for your comment, Gaylord Robb.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60060.

Comment Date: July 14,2009 09:45:24AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60060

First Name: Gaylord

Middle Initial: I

Last Name: Robb

Organization: Paiute Indian Tribe of Utah
Address: 440 North Paiute Drive

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Cedar City

State: UT

Zip: 84721

Country: USA

Email: gaylord.robb@ihs.gov

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
In review of your PEIS, an area which seems to me should be included in the study area is North of Milford, UT. The area is
currently having some 500 wind energy towers/generators installed with related infrastructure. Why can’t this infrastructure serve a

dual purpose and accommodate solar panels between the wind towers?

Has that been looked at? The towers are spaced 0.8 miles apart leaving lots of room for solar panels.



Thank you for your comment, Rhone Resch.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60061.

Comment Date: July 14,2009 10:37:55AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60061

First Name: Rhone

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Resch

Organization: Solar Energy Industries Association
Address: 575 7th Street NW

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Washington

State: DC

Zip: 20004

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: SEIA comment extension.pdf

Comment Submitted:



Solar Energy
Industries
Association®

Linda Resseguie

Department of the Interior
Bureau of Land Management
1849 C Street NW
Washington, DC 20240

July 14, 2009

RE: Solar Energy Study Areas and the Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement for
Solar Energy Development

Dear Ms. Resseguie:

The Solar Energy Industries Association commends the Department of Interior's work to-date on
the Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement for Solar Development, and has a keen
interest in the recently-announced Solar Energy Study Areas.

SEIA represents over 900 member companies, many of which are or plan to pursue projects
within the six-state region of the PEIS. Considerable effort will go into crafting comments that
represent the views of the solar industry. Therefore, SEIA respectfully requests that the
deadline for comments on the Solar Energy Study Areas be extended 45 days beyond the
original deadline to September 13, 2009.

If granted, the additional time will allow SEIA to garner consensus among industry participants
and provide the Bureau of Land Management with reasoned input as it considers the scope and
location of these Solar Energy Study Areas. The solar industry is eager to see the PEIS
completed in a timely fashion. However, evaluating the announced study areas is an important
interim step and is worth the additional time and analysis at this juncture.

Thank you for your consideration.

Rhone A. Resch
President & CEO

575 7th Street, NW- Suite 400 - Washington, DC 20004 - 202.682.0556(T) - 202.682.0559(F) - www.SEIA.org



Thank you for your comment, Dan Taylor.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60062.

Comment Date: July 14, 2009 15:26:22PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60062

First Name: Dan

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Taylor

Organization: Audubon California
Address: 765 University Avenue
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Sacramento

State: CA

Zip: 95825

Country: USA

Email: dtaylor@audubon.org

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: Dan Taylor Comment.pdf

Comment Submitted:



}%Zudubon

July 14, 2009

The Honorable Kenneth L. Salazar
Secretary

Department of Interior

1849 C Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20240

The Honorable Steven Chu
Secretary

Department of Energy

1000 Independence Ave., SW
Washington, D.C. 20585

Re: Request for extension of time for public comment period for Scoping for
Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement to Develop and Implement Agency-
Specific Programs for Solar Energy Development, 74 Fed. Reg. 31307 (June 30, 2009)

Dear Secretary Salazar and Secretary Chu:

National Audubon Society, a non-profit organization representing more than one million
members and supporters nationally, respectfully requests a 45-day extension of the
comment period for Scoping Comments for a Programmatic Environmental Impact
Statement to Develop and Implement Agency Specific Programs for Solar Energy
Development, 74 Fed. Reg. 31307 (June 30, 2009).

On June 30, 2009, the Department of Energy and the Bureau of Land Management
(“agencies”) announced the availability of “Solar Energy Study Area” maps, which
highlight priority areas for utility-scale solar energy development in Arizona, California,
Colorado, New Mexico, Nevada, and Utah. The maps are expected to supplement the
BLM’s preparation of a draft Solar Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement
(“Solar PEIS”). In conjunction with the issuance of the maps, the agencies reopened the
public comment period for 30 days.

The Solar PEIS will facilitate the identification and selection of lands appropriate for
solar energy development. The designation of 24 specific tracts of public land as Solar
Energy Study areas at this early stage in the environmental review process provides a
tremendous opportunity for Defenders and other interested stakeholders to submit
detailed environmental analysis and recommendations on which areas should be
designated as Solar Energy Zones and which lands should be excluded. Audubon is
keenly interested in working with the agencies to assure that strong policies are in place
to minimize negative environmental impacts and protect our public lands and wildlife for
future generations.



The 24 study areas total 676,048 acres of land and a thoughtful analysis of the significant
impacts of a project of this size and scope will require considerable time and effort. In
addition to the specified study areas, the maps include an unspecified amount of BLM
lands being considered for Solar Development in the PEIS. These areas were not
included in the original PEIS scoping notice, and interested parties have not had any prior
opportunity to comment on the environmental impacts, including impacts on wildlife
species and habitats, that will result if utility scale solar projects are placed on these
lands. The July 30, 2009 deadline for comments is wholly inadequate to properly analyze
both the proposed study areas and the BLM lands under consideration. Granting our 45-
day extension request will allow Audubon, as well as all interested stakeholders, a more
sensible time frame to develop useful and substantive comments for the agencies to
consider.

We appreciate the agencies’ serious consideration of our request and look forward to
your response. Please notify me of your decision.

Respectfully submitted,

Dan Taylor

Director of Public Policy
Audubon California

765 University Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95825
916.649.7600
916.719.2666 (mobile)
dtaylor@audubon.org



Thank you for your comment, Peter Griffith.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60063.

Comment Date: July 14, 2009 15:30:04PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60063

First Name: Peter

Middle Initial: E

Last Name: Griffith
Organization: self
Address: 43408 Dodaro Dr.
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Temecula

State: CA

Zip: 92592

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
I am writing to express my OPPOSITION to the taking of public recreation lands for any use that precludes further public access.

Wind energy development near Giant Rock will dramatically alter the landscape, and destroy the main source of commerce in the
region: Public recreational access to the desert.

As a responsible user of these lands, I implore you to REJECT and proposed use for public BLM lands that would remove this
critically needed access.

Thank you for taking the time to read this.
Sincerely,

Peter Griffith
Temecula, CA



Thank you for your comment, Donna Plutschuck.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60064.

Comment Date: July 14, 2009 16:46:19PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60064

First Name: Donna

Middle Initial: M

Last Name: Plutschuck
Organization: private citizen
Address: 439 S. Quay St.
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Lakewood

State: CO

Zip: 80226

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
Finally! The BLM & the US Government have to help in whatever way possible with developing renewable energy. Not only

does it put people to work, it maintains Americans' standard of living while reducing greenhouse gases. Please, install solar and
wind power.



Thank you for your comment, Kevin Dynes.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60065.

Comment Date: July 14, 2009 19:04:13PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60065

First Name: Kevin

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Dynes

Organization:

Address: 1310 HArdrock Ln
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Billings

State: MT

Zip: 59105

Country: USA

Email: a1979tallguy@yahoo.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
As an user of Johnson Valley OHV and the surrounding areas, I am saddened to hear of this land grab by alternative energy
companies. I support alternative energy but not at the cost of local and non-local,like myself, off highway users. Public lands

should remain public with access to all users.

Please reconsider this plan and keep the trails open.



Thank you for your comment, Rose Anderson.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60066.

Comment Date: July 14, 2009 19:05:38PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60066

First Name: Rose
Middle Initial: M

Last Name: Anderson
Organization:
Address: PO Box 3887
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Apple Valley
State: CA

Zip: 92307

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

As an off-road enthusiast who lives fairly close to the area in question, I URGE you to look elsewhere.

These public lands are being taken away from us at an alarmingly fast rate.

We need to preserve these areas so that our children, and our childrens children can use this area as we have for many more
generations to come.

Please dont let our youth down.

Thank you,

Rose Anderson



Thank you for your comment, sam coleman.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60067.

Comment Date: July 14, 2009 19:19:02PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60067

First Name: sam

Middle Initial:

Last Name: coleman

Organization: the offroad recreation community
Address: 51 judson rd

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: montgomery

State: NY

Zip: 12549

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I agree with research, development and use of alternative power, but it should not infringe on our use of these public lands.



Thank you for your comment, Chris Demartini.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60068.

Comment Date: July 14, 2009 19:24:37PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60068

First Name: Chris
Middle Initial:

Last Name: Demartini
Organization:
Address: 261a faller dr
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: New Milford
State: NJ

Zip: 07646

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I do not support taking away people's rights to recreate on public land in the interest of alternative energy.



Thank you for your comment, Shaun Bootsma.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60069.

Comment Date: July 14, 2009 19:28:49PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60069

First Name: Shaun
Middle Initial:

Last Name: Bootsma
Organization:

Address: 97 Rainsville Rd
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Petaluma

State: CA

Zip: 94952

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Please do not let the solar companies use this land known as Giant Rock.

Its a small area that many people use as a recreational area and closing them out of yet another area is a blow to the local economy.
There are other areas that are just a suited for a solar farm other than any of the areas where people are allowed to have fun.

Again, Please do not allow them to build the solar farm on or around the Giant Rock rec. area.

Thank you.



Thank you for your comment, Mike Armstrong.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60070.

Comment Date: July 14,2009 19:28:51PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60070

First Name: Mike

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Armstrong
Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]
State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email: [Withheld by requestor]
Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
I would be very disappointed to lose access to Giant Rock because of this development. I understand the need for alternative

energy and support it, I would just rather not have it in an area already in such valuable use to the public in the form of recreation.
Please consider an alternate place for this project.



Thank you for your comment, Ruth Hersey.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60071.

Comment Date: July 14, 2009 20:08:06PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60071

First Name: Ruth

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Hersey
Organization:

Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City:

State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip:

Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

So is this a project where the BLM (& Fed Gov't) will be leasing the land out? Ot is the BLM (&the Fed Gov't) paying for these
projects?

If the latter,then it is a bad idea. With the current technology the project can not pay for itself,& is nothing but a money drain that
taxpayers should not have to foot.

No BLM (or Fed Gov't) money should be used to fund this project.Either the tecnology works & private enterprize succeeds,or
they don't.

Either way the BLM should not be in the "energy" business.



Thank you for your comment, Donald Gerber.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60072.

Comment Date: July 14, 2009 22:03:27PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60072

First Name: Donald

Middle Initial: T

Last Name: Gerber

Organization: Rock Brawlers 4wd Club
Address: 1821 Whispering Bells Rd.
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: San Jacinto

State: CA

Zip: 92582

Country: USA

Email: earlkann@msn.com

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I have been reviewing the information available on the Solar Energy Development Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement
that is available on the website and feel the need to include my comment. I am personally concerned with the inclusion of
thousands of acres near a tremendous historical landmark know as Giant Rock and all the land between Spy Mt. and Goat Mt.
Giant Rock and the surrounding area has a rich history dating back to the Native Americans who used the landmark as a meeting
spot. Today, many campers and off highway users frequent Giant Rock often using it as a convenient access to the nearby Johnson

Valley OHV area.

For more history on Giant Rock I encourage you to visit http://www.lucernevalley.net/giantrock/ where you will find a brief but
concise history of the area.

In closing, I hope that you will consider the impacts that a solar energy project would have on this amazing natural asset.
Thank you,
Donald Gerber

Rock Brawlers 4wd club Southern California
Public Relations / Land Use Specialist



Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60073.

Comment Date: July 14, 2009 22:22:53PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60073

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial:

Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization:

Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City:

State:

Zip:

Country:

Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Do not do this. It's just more "feel good change", costs a lot does nothing.



Thank you for your comment, Eric Dodson.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60074.

Comment Date: July 14, 2009 22:29:41PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60074

First Name: Eric
Middle Initial:

Last Name: Dodson
Organization:
Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City:

State:

Zip:

Country:

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I oppose this action to set up solar panels. Giant Rock is home to many of our wheeling friends and I would hate to see it go.
Recreation is a great tool to relieve my stress in this economy and you would be diminshing it by overtaking Giant Rock.

Sincerely



Thank you for your comment, Bob Gaston.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60075.

Comment Date: July 14,2009 22:41:15PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60075

First Name: Bob

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Gaston
Organization:

Address: 2900 Rd 110
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Hopland

State: CA

Zip: 95449

Country: USA

Email: bobgstn@yahoo.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

When will this end? Soon there will be no available lands in the state to camp or recreate!

With state budget cuts and lands being appropriated for other uses, we as respectful ,considerate advocates of land use for vehicle
recreation are having our hobby dismantled!

this too is not good for the economy and wish these points to be brought to the attention of those making these decisions.-



Thank you for your comment, Ryan Shand.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60076.

Comment Date: July 14, 2009 22:48:53PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60076

First Name: Ryan

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Shand

Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]
State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
Please continue to allow access to the Giant Rock and surrouding areas for OHV use. I support the need for alternative energy
sources but I also value the need to allow contiued access to the Johnson Valley OHV area. Can't there be both? Why not set up a

"right of way" road?

Don't under estimate the distances people travel to go off roading. I personally live on the east coast and have on more than one
occasion traveled to the east coast in my Jeep for just that reason. Take away the destination and the trip never happens.

Thanks for your consideration.



Thank you for your comment, doug bigelow.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60077.

Comment Date: July 15,2009 09:21:58AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60077

First Name: doug

Middle Initial: ¢

Last Name: bigelow

Organization:

Address: 8715 Hornets nest road
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: emmitsburg

State: MD

Zip: 21727

Country: USA

Email: info@bigelowmotorsports.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I currently make the trip to Giant Rock near Landers yearly to recreate and enjoy the history of the area. It would be a shame to
significantly impact the publics right to enjoy "public" lands such as these in the name of alternative energy. I'm sure there are
other areas of less important significance that the study could use.

Doug Bigelow
Vice President
Legacy Settlement Services



Thank you for your comment, Cam Simonds.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60078.

Comment Date: July 15,2009 10:10:53AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60078

First Name: Cam

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Simonds
Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]
State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email: [Withheld by requestor]
Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
As an avid 4 wheel recreationist, it troubles me to see attacks on public land access. Although I have never recreated in the Giant
Rock area, I do plan to travel to your state within the next few years solely for the purpose of off-road recreation. I believe that

access should be preserved to this existing area for camping and recreation.

Please explore alternate sites for energy projects that do not adversely affect other interest groups. Your consideration is greatly
appreciated.



Thank you for your comment, Steve Hutch.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60079.

Comment Date: July 15,2009 10:28:50AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60079

First Name: Steve
Middle Initial:
Last Name: Hutch
Organization:
Address:

Address 2:
Address 3:

City:

State: CA

Zip: 92672
Country: USA
Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Great plase to go if you have not been there, you are missing out



Thank you for your comment, Jeff Smith.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60080.

Comment Date: July 15,2009 11:40:10AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60080

First Name: Jeff

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Smith

Organization:

Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City:

State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip:

Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email: [Withheld by requestor]
Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

My thought is that we develop our natural resource(oil,gas&nuclear) before we subsidize renewables. The amount we can generate
from renewables is minuscule to that of other sources. Not to mention the job loss in developing renewables is nearly 3 to 1 vs
developing our natural resources.

A great example is the solar panels put atop the museum of science and natural history in Denver. It was considered by the
Administrators to put solar panels on their building but after discovering the return on investment took 114 years and the panels
life was 25 years it logically was shelved. Then appears the government who is willing to take taxpayer money to fund renewable
energy. Not with logic but with taxpayer money to apease the greenies. What a waste and if that kind of investment continues the
taxpayers will run out of money. As a business decision and that's how it has to be looked at it's a no brainer.



Thank you for your comment, Daniel Barcroft.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60081.

Comment Date: July 15,2009 12:33:31PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60081

First Name: Daniel

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Barcroft
Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]
State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email: [Withheld by requestor]
Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
Please do not allow a solar and/or wind power plant in the Giant Rock area. As someone who enjoys outdoor activities from

backpacking, rock climbing, and camping to offroading and desert racing I would like to see this historic recreation land stay open
to the public and not fenced in.



Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60082.

Comment Date: July 15,2009 12:39:17PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60082

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial:

Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization: FOJV

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]

State: [Withheld by requestor]

Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
I feel that there are plenty of areas in the high desert that this project could be constructed. The Giant Rock area is important to

many people. It has history leading back to Native Americans. I'm sure an adjeacent area could be found in the high desert area
that would not impact the local residents.



Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60083.

Comment Date: July 15,2009 12:40:38PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60083

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial:

Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization:

Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City:

State:

Zip:

Country:

Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

This plan to take away land is not satisfactory. Please come up with a better location.



Thank you for your comment, JACK JOYCE.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60084.

Comment Date: July 15,2009 13:02:10PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60084

First Name: JACK

Middle Initial:

Last Name: JOYCE

Organization: Norcon, Inc. a CH2M Hill Co.
Address: 4600 Debarr

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Anchorage, Ak

State: AK

Zip: 99515

Country: USA

Email: jack.joyce@norcon.com

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I’m a mechanical PM for Norcon Inc. a CH2M Hill Co.a EPC firm we are looking to be added to your bidders list for the Solar
Intiative Fund.

Engineering

Procurement

Construction

Respectfully,

JACK JOYCE

Norcon Inc. a CH2M Hill Co.

719-433-3190 Cell

907-275-6376 Desk
907-275-6302 Fax

jack.joyce@norcon.com
WWW.norcon.com



Thank you for your comment, Jessica Downing.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60085.

Comment Date: July 15,2009 14:00:13PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60085

First Name: Jessica
Middle Initial:

Last Name: Downing
Organization:
Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City:

State: CA

Zip: 92344

Country: USA
Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
There are plenty of other nearby areas that aren't as historic and well-loved as Giant Rock. I'm a big supporter of alternative energy,

but not when it comes to taking away a popular and unique area like Giant Rock. The loss outweighs the benefit in this spot,
please find another location.



Thank you for your comment, Jeremy Kuss.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60086.

Comment Date: July 15,2009 14:57:11PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60086

First Name: Jeremy
Middle Initial:

Last Name: Kuss
Organization:
Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City:

State: ON

Zip:

Country: Canada
Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

It truly is tragic to see public lands being taken away from the public. I am 2000 miles away but hoped to travel and enjoy theses
lands. Please don’t take away from millions for the profit of a few!!!! Public should stay public!!



Thank you for your comment, Bryan Jackson.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60087.

Comment Date: July 15,2009 16:20:56PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60087

First Name: Bryan

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Jackson
Organization:

Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City:

State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I am strongly in favor of using non-environmentally sensitive public lands for development of large scale solar power development.
It is critical to our country's future. I like to idea of 'pre-apprved' areas. Good work and make it happen.

Thanks.



Thank you for your comment, Ken Little.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60088.

Comment Date: July 15,2009 17:06:51PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60088

First Name: Ken

Middle Initial: S

Last Name: Little

Organization: N/A

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]
State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email: [Withheld by requestor]
Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I realy hope they do not choose to use the area surrounding Giant Rock to build this solar farm. The area is rich with history and
used by many to recreate. This recreation and the people who come to the area just for Giant Rock brings revenue to many of the
surounding towns. I like the idea of harnessing our natural elements to create energy but I feel there are much better / less used
areas to do this in.

Ken Little



Thank you for your comment, Randy Jump.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60089.

Comment Date: July 15,2009 17:10:41PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60089

First Name: Randy

Middle Initial: L

Last Name: Jump

Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]
State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Solar chimney projects would take much land but provide much power at lower cost with low environmental impact. I support
such projects above others.



Thank you for your comment, William Ratliff.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60090.

Comment Date: July 15,2009 17:44:03PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60090

First Name: William

Middle Initial: R

Last Name: Ratliff
Organization:

Address: 470 old glenns cr.rd.
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: frankfort

State: KY

Zip: 40601

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Don't close land to public use.Please



Thank you for your comment, Michael Zenoit.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60091.

Comment Date: July 15,2009 18:05:04PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60091

First Name: Michael
Middle Initial:

Last Name: Zenoit
Organization:

Address: 1371 Willow St
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Denver

State: CO

Zip: 80220

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
I feel it is vital the various branches of the US government be looking for ways to help our country transition into a more
self-reliant position in regards to energy consumption and thus lessening our dependency on foreign energy sources. I commend

the BLM for looking at options such as these and ABSOLUTELY support this venture!

If handled with prudence, this project should have very minimal (if any) determinable impact on the localized environment and
thus should be boldly pursued.



Thank you for your comment, Ren Navez.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60092.

Comment Date: July 15,2009 19:35:59PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60092

First Name: Ren

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Navez
Organization:

Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City:

State: CA

Zip:

Country: USA

Email: renavez@verizon.net
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
To Whom It May Concern,

The plans for a Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) appear to be fast tracking the release of certain,
environmentally sensitive public lands and opening them to solar energy development. The Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
and Department of Energy (DOE) need to consider the consequences of freeing up so much public land for only one use. This
whole process needs to move at a slower pace in order to identify issues and impacts that will arise if this land is developed.
Please consider the following issues:

1. The scoping comment for the PEIS should have a 90 day review period. Please extend the comment deadline.

2. The potential for specific negative impacts to each of the 24 study areas should be clearly explained. The maps fail to identify
any local issues for the regions involved. These would include:

* Degradation of water resources from concentrated solar power
* Impacts to visual resources

* Impacts to flora and fauna

* Impacts to Federal/State Threatened and Endangered Species
* Impacts to cultural sites

* Impacts to Native American Values

* Impacts to Private Property Values

* Limiting access to public lands

3. The BLM and DOE should be scheduling public scoping meetings for communities near each of the 24 areas that are being
considered for this proposal.

4. An Environmental Impact Statement should be written for each one of the 24 tracts of land considered in this proposal.
Thank you for your consideration,

Sincerely,
Ren Navez



Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60093.

Comment Date: July 16,2009 17:08:02PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60093

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial:

Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]

State: [Withheld by requestor]

Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Using Giant Rock would be a great disservice to the land. Giant Rock provides a great deal of history that must remain. It is a
great place to be out in nature.



Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60094.

Comment Date: July 16,2009 18:49:31PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60094

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial:

Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization:

Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City:

State:

Zip:

Country:

Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I wish the Agencies to withhold my name or street address from public view or from disclosure under the Freedom of Information
Act. I do wish to express my extreme opposition to the closing of giant rock and surrounding areas, for the use of solar and wind
power projects. I would also like to express my great opposition to land grabbing by energy companies, and the closing of our
public lands without any mention in the media. Closing public lands, selling public lands, this is not the America we have

worked so hard to achieve... Why dont we put the solar pannels on top of government buildings, military bases etc.? This area

has a lot of history, and it is unacceptable to toss it away beautiful land like this for the profit of energy companies.. They have a
profit margin great enough to sustain their own infrastructure... If they want land to build, they can buy private land like the rest of
us have to, not grab public land for their own profit...



Thank you for your comment, Ileene Anderson.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60095.

Comment Date: July 16,2009 20:01:26PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60095

First Name: Ileene

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Anderson

Organization: Center for Biological Diversity
Address: PMB 447

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Los Angeles

State: CA

Zip: 90046

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

July 16, 2009

Kenneth L. Salazar
Secretary

Department of Interior
1849 C Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20240

Steven Chu

Secretary

Department of Energy

1000 Independence Ave., SW
Washington, D.C. 20585

Re: Request for extension of time for public comment period for Scoping for Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement to
Develop and Implement Agency-Specific Programs for Solar Energy Development, 74 Fed. Reg. 31307 (June 30, 2009)

Dear Secretary Salazar and Secretary Chu:

The Center for Biological Diversity (Center) is a non-profit public interest conservation organization dedicated to the protection of
native species and their habitats through science, policy and environmental law. Because of the enormity of the region covered by
the proposed Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement to Develop and Implement Agency Specific Programs for Solar
Energy Development, 74 Fed. Reg. 31307 (June 30, 2009) (solar PEIS) and our desire to submit well documented scoping
comments to facilitate the appropriate siting of solar energy zones, we requests a 45-day extension of the comment period.

The release of the notice and the “Solar Energy Study Area” maps, which highlight priority areas for utility-scale solar energy
development in Arizona, California, Colorado, New Mexico, Nevada, and Utah, reopened the 30 day scoping comment period.
The Center previously submitted comments on the PEIS, but with the change in focus to identification of renewable energy areas,
we would like the opportunity to submit much more detailed place based comments that will minimize impacts and protect the
unique and precious resources of our western deserts.

Extending the comment period for scoping an additional 45 days would allow us to submit more comprehensive data, which will
facilitate rapid crafting the draft PEIS for public review. Thank you in advance for your consideration of this request and we look
forward to your response.

Best regards,
Ileene Anderson
Biologist/Public Lands Desert Director



Center for Biological Diversity



Thank you for your comment, Wendy Pulling.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60096.

Comment Date: July 16,2009 20:12:53PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60096

First Name: Wendy

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Pulling

Organization: Pacific Gas and Electric Company
Address: 77 Beale Street, Room 2463

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: San Francisco

State: CA

Zip: 94105

Country: USA

Email: WRP8@pge.com

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: PGE PEIS extension.pdf

Comment Submitted:



Pacific Gas and

Electric Company®
Wendy Pulling Mail Code B24A
Director 77 Beale Street, Room 2463
Environmental Policy San Francisco, CA 94105
415.973.8808
July 16, 2009 Fax: 415,973.0230

Linda Resseguie
Bureau of Land Management
Washington Office

Re: Request for a 45-day Extension to Comment Period
Dear Ms. Resseguie:

Pacific Gas & Electric Company (PG&E) appreciates the opportunity, as part of the
Bureau of Land Management’s (BLM) PEIS process, to provide comments to develop an
agency-specific program to facilitate environmentaily responsible utility-scale solar
energy development in western states. As a supplier of energy to approximately five
percent of Americans and more than 40 percent of Californians, PG&E has a
commitment to clean, reliable, and renewable sources of energy.

PG&E also maintains a firm commitment to environmental stewardship and to addressing
issues of climate change. PG&E plans to double its existing commitments to buy
renewable solar thermal power by adding 1,000 megawatts over the next five years. The
additional solar thermal energy will be enough to power more than 750,000 homes.
PG&E has also entered into commitments with developers of utility scale solar
photovoltaic technology. PG&E, itself, intends to develop and operate solar power
resources in the desert southwest utilizing a range of solar power technologies. Much of
this solar power will be developed in the Mohave Desert and on lands administered by
BLM

PG&E s pleased to see that the Bureau is undertaking a comprehensive look at the
environmental impacts of large-scale solar development, and agrees solar energy
development is fundamental to the nation's energy security and economy. In light of the
critical nature of the PEIS’ analysis, PG&E formally requests a 45-day extension to
the comment period for review of the Administration’s plans for its solar program.
Identifying appropriate locations for utility-scale solar development in sensitive desert
ecosystems is an extremely important, highly complex undertaking—one that requires
coordination among stakeholders and thoughtful examination of data resources. While
we understand the urgency of moving this process forward, we also believe the
magnitude of the task warrants the additional time to develop a sound strategy to protect
fragile desert ecosystems and to facilitate productive solar energy development.

PG&E thanks you for considering this request and we look forward to continuing our
participation in the PEIS process.

Sincerely,




Thank you for your comment, Jennifer Kalt.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60097.
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Comment Submitted:

This comment period should be extended. 30 days is not long enough to adequately review and comment on such large proposals.
A 90-day review period would be more appropriate to the scale of the proposal.



Thank you for your comment, Helen OShea.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60098.
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Comment Submitted:



NATURAL RESOURCES DEFENSE COUNCIL

July 21, 2009

Via Solar PEIS comment form and electronic mail

Linda Resseguie

Bureau of Land Management
Washington D.C.

Linda Resseguie@blm.gov

Request for Additional Time to Comment on Solar Energy Study Areas

Dear Ms. Resseguie:

The Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC), a non-profit environmental organization
with over 650,000 members nationwide, respectfully requests a 45 day extension of the
comment period tor Scoping Comments for a Programmatic Environmental Impact S'tatement to
Develop and Implement Agency Specific Programs for Solar Energy Development, 74 Fed. Reg. 31307
(June 30, 2009).

NRDC has worked to protect wildlands and natural values on public lands and to promote
pursuit of cost-effective energy efficiency and sustainable energy development for many
years. NRDC is very supportive of the Bureau of Land Management’s focus on potential
study zones for the solar programmatic environmental impact statement (PEIS) and
appreciates the opportunity, as part of this process, to identify solutions to renewable energy
siting issues that can meet the Administration’s climate goals while safeguarding the nation’s
valuable natural and cultural resources.

The designation of 24 specific tracts of public land as Solar Energy Study Areas at this early
stage in the environmental review process provides a tremendous opportunity for NRDC
and other interested stakeholders to submit detailed environmental analysis and
recommendations on which areas should be designated as Solar Energy Zones and which
lands should be excluded. Affording us the requested additional time at the beginning of
this process will benefit all concerned in the long run and will further the Administration’s
climate change, natural resource protection and renewable energy goals.

www.nrdc.org 111 Sutter Street NEW YORK - WASHINGTON, DC - LOS ANGELES - CHICAGO - BEIJING

20" Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104
TEL 415 875-6100 FAX 415 875-6161



In closing, NRDC fully recognizes the urgent need to move forward to find appropriate
areas for solar development. At the same time, we know that we must take the time
necessary to plan carefully and comprehensively and to select the right places that are both
protective of ecosystems, landscapes, and species and are practical for solar energy
development.

Thank you in advance for consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Bl H (19509

Johanna Wald
Senior Attorney

e A

Helen O’Shea
Policy Associate

cc: Mike Pool, Acting Director, BLM
Steve Black, Counselor to the Secretary
Ashley Conrad-Saydah, Renewable Energy Project Manager, CA BLM



Thank you for your comment, Kyle Dreyer.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60099.
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Comment Submitted:

I would like you to reconsider using the land near Giant Rock for your solar projects. People who enjoy outdoor motorsports are
losing places every year. I am completely for alternative energy sources, just not on historic land important to OHV enthusiasts.



Thank you for your comment, Shawn Baker.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60100.
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Comment Submitted:
I am disappointed to hear that the DOI and BLM are considering closing many thousands of acres of public land near Giant Rock.
I am in support of clean wind and solar power projects--but not in the dwindling areas where taxpaying citizens recreate.

There are literally millions of acres of Federal land that are off-limits to the general public, please consider this project for one of
those areas.



Thank you for your comment, billy weiss.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60101.
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Comment Submitted:

I would like to say that Giant Rock is not the greatest place for solar and/or wind fields as it has too much history and is still used
very much by responsible campers and vacationers. This a historical landmark that should be preserved for generations to come.



Thank you for your comment, Linda Josheph.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60102.
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Comment Submitted:

Please see attached.









Thank you for your comment, Patrick Jackson.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60103.
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Comment Submitted:

1. The notice entitled "Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and Opportunity for Public Meeting; Arizona, California, Colorada,
Nevada, New Mexico, and Utah" appearing in the June 30, 2009, Federal Register states, in pertinent part, "The Secretary of the
Interior proposes to withdraw approximately 676,048 acres of public land from settlement, sale, location, or entry under the genral
land laws, including the mining laws, on behalf of the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) to protect and preserve solar energy
study areas for future solar energy development. This notice segregates the lands for up to 2 years from surface entry and mining
while various studies and analyses are made to support a final decision on the withdrawal application."”

2. The Notice states the applicant is the Bureau of Land Management.

3. The Notice indicates the 676,048 acres of public lands are located in the States of Arizona, California, Colorado, Nevada, New
Mexico, and Utah within 24 specific tracts of public lands designated as Solar Energy Zones (SEZs).

4. If approved by the Secretary of the Interior, the withdrawal will restrict surface entry of the SEZs for up to two years.
5. Some of the Solar Energy Zones completely encircle and/or landlock private lands.
6. Some of the Solar Energy Zones include Revised Statue 2477 (R.S. 2477) rights-of-way that provide access to private lands.

7. R.S. 2477 was self-executing. Ratification or approval by the federal government is not required to perfect an R.S. 2477
right-of-way. (Sierra Club v. Hodel (10th Cir. 1988) 848 F.2d 1068, 1083-84.)

8. The Bureau of Land Management has the authority to determine the validity of R.S. 2477 rights-of-way for its own purposes
but does not have the authority to make binding determinations on the validity of R.S. 2477 rights-of-way for other purposes
(SUWA v. BLM.) Other purposes include access to private lands.

9. The Bureau of Land Management does not have the authority to deprive private property owners access their lands.

10. "The DOI recognizes that there is '[n]o formal process for either asserting or recognizing R.S. 2477 rights-of-way currently is
provided in law, regulations, or DOI policy,' which creates a 'continuing cloud' on right-of-way claims. Accordingly, DOI asserts
that '[c]ourts must ultimately determine [sic] the validity of such claims.' (Department of Interior, Report to Congress on R.S.
2477 (June 1993), pp. 6 & 25.)" (County of San Bernardino v. United States, C-06-1179 VAP (C.D. Cal).)

11. The Bureau of Land Management's application for the removal of approximately 676,048 acres of public lands from surface
entry should be denied until the BLM identifies and validates R.S. 2477 rights-of-way that provide access to private lands.



Thank you for your comment, Julie Fitch.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60104.
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Comment Submitted:


















Thank you for your comment, Omer Holcomb.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60105.
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Comment Submitted:
I am concerned about putting solar panels on the land in Otero County New Mexico just south of Alamogordo, New Mexico.

1. This is not a wasteland it is an extensive grass covered semi arid desert.

2. These grasslands are home to numerous colonies of burrowing owls. (I have seen them myself.)

3. Competition for water is intense already. Water to wash solar panels is extremely limited already without an increased demand.
4. The red sand deserts of mesquite covered dunes are located further south. The proposed area is a grassland. Someone did not do
their homework.



Thank you for your comment, John Valenzuela.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60106.
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Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
I am John Valenzuela, Chairman of the San Fernando Band of Mission Indians/Seven feathers corporation. I am interested in all

projects of concern in the mojave and antelope valley area sensitive areas to native americans. These projects fall within our
historical area through which we are connected with DNA.



Thank you for your comment, Brendan Hughes.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60107.
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Comment Submitted:
To Whom It May Concern,

The plans for a Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) appear to be fast tracking the release of certain
environmentally sensitive public lands and opening them to solar energy development. The Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
and Department of Energy (DOE) need to consider the consequences of freeing up so much public land for only one use. This
whole process needs to move at a slower pace in order to identify issues and impacts that will arise if this land is developed.
Please consider the following issues:

1. The potential for specific negative impacts to each of the 24 study areas should be clearly explained. The maps fail to identify
any local issues for the regions involved. These would include:

* Degradation of water resources from concentrated solar power
* Impacts to visual resources

* Impacts to flora and fauna

* Impacts to Federal/State Threatened and Endangered Species
* Impacts to cultural sites

* Impacts to Native American values

* Impacts to private property values

* Limiting access to public lands

2. The BLM and DOE should be scheduling public scoping meetings for communities near each of the 24 areas that are being
considered for this proposal.

3. An Environmental Impact Statement should be written for each one of the 24 tracts of land considered in this proposal.

4. Viable alternatives exist in at least two forms. First, using rooftop solar (photovoltaics) on homes and businesses in population
centers reduces line loss and creates more jobs than centralized projects. Also, the West is full of abandoned agricultural lands that
are close to utility lines. These previously disturbed, degraded lands are sometimes in large blocks suitable for large solar power

projects.

Thank you for your consideration.



Thank you for your comment, Shaun Gonzales.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60108.
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Comment Submitted:

The development of Solar energy in the deserts of the southwest should pay close consideration to a number of conditions and
processes that could be severely disturbed by the construction and operation of large energy projects, the transmission lines for the
power produced, the impact of increased human presence, and the impact on less quantifiable qualities of the deserts, to include the
value of pristine and uninterrupted vistas, and the need to preserve an expansive wilderness that has had an impact on American
heritage and cultural values. To disrupt this land without considering the complexity of the ecosystems and the values placed on
open wilderness by the American people would counteract the benefits of "green energy" and irreversibly shift the costs to the
fragile desert ecosystems. The United States Government should ensure proper siting of renewable energy projects in the deserts,
and must offset the impact of further development in this wilderness.

Specific steps include:

Proper Siting:
--Limiting the transfer of non-native species to the deserts from survey, construction, and site operations.

--Consideration of the potential impact of the construction and operation of energy development on critical habitat that may adjoin
properties designated for development. This consideration should also extend to species that are threatened or endangered by viture
of their limited population or habitat, but have not yet officially been classified as an endangered species. Impacts include but are
not limited to water run-off, advantages and disadvantages imposed on desert species by the structures of the energy site, and the
resulting impact on ecosystem processes (bird perching opportunities, shade, concentrated water run off, thermals, etc), and how
these structures may also provide advantages to non-native species.

--Siting energy development to avoid necessitating the construction of additional transmission lines which would expand the
negative impacts of energy development on the habitat and undisturbed vistas.

--Siting energy development and transmission lines in proximity to population centers, thus reducing the negative impact of
"green energy" development on the ecosystem and increasing the economic benefit by lowering infrastructure costs, construction
costs, and costs of transportation for personnel and support of site operations

Offset:

--Consult with public and private organizations in desert populations centers to study and deploy institutional means of harvesting
solar energy within the population centers, to include installation of solar energy panels on rooftops of public and private

buildings. Encouraging renewable energy development in population centers expands awareness of the benefits of renewable energy
and would likely produce more jobs, while also limiting the need to develop costly infrastructure on public lands which hold

many other values, to include recreation, wildlife conservation, and mineral wealth.

--Designating more desert lands as National Parks or wilderness, to include the "Catellus Lands" in the Mojave Desert along the
Interstate 40 corridor in California. Preservation of the Catellus and adjoining lands between Joshua Tree National Park and the



Mojave National Preserve would conserve a wildlife corridor which is also home to critical Desert Tortoise habitat, and preserve
the scenic vistas along National Trails Highway/Route 66, which carries significance for American history and heritage.

--Private energy developers and the United States Government should invest in further research into desert ecosystem processes and
the impact of development, and also invest in non-profit organizations that research, preserve, and promote awareness of the history
and heritage of the American southwest.

--Increase the staffing of BLM and National Park service personnel in the southwestern deserts to ensure proper adherence to land
use rules ( restrictions on new road development in wilderness areas, deterrence to illegal dumping, etc), and to monitor the
impact of increased development and human presence on the lands.



Thank you for your comment, Christopher Lish.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60109.
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Comment Submitted:
Dear Ms. Resseguie,

Renewable energy, including solar power, will be an important part of America's clean, sustainable energy future. Along with state
and private lands, our public lands have a role to play, but renewable resource development is not appropriate everywhere on the
public lands, and development that does occur on the public lands should take place in a responsible manner.

“In permitting the sacrifice of anything that would be of the slightest value to future visitors to the convenience, bad taste,
playfulness, carelessness, or wanton destructiveness of present visitors, we probably yield in each case the interest of uncounted
millions to the selfishness of a few individuals.”

-- Frederick Law Olmstead

The industrial nature of solar energy projects makes choosing the right places for development critical. Prioritizing development in
the best places will both speed construction of good projects by limiting conflicts, as well as preventing damage to sensitive
wildlands, wildlife and other resources.

”Our duty to the whole, including to the unborn generations, bids us to restrain an unprincipled present-day minority from
wasting the heritage of these unborn generations. The movement for the conservation of wildlife and the larger movement for the
conservation of all our natural resources are essentially democratic in spirit, purpose and method.”

-- Theodore Roosevelt

I applaud the Bureau of Land Management’s identification of Study Areas and urge the agency to work through the public process
to designate them. I recommend that the Bureau of Land Management:

* Adjust the boundaries of the Study Areas to exclude Citizens' Proposed Wilderness areas, crucial wildlife habitat and migration
corridors, and other sensitive lands and resources;

* Make clear what existing transmission capacity and other infrastructure is available to support these study areas; and

* Ensure that there are multiple opportunities for the public to learn about and provide input during this process.

"Every man who appreciates the majesty and beauty of the wilderness and of wild life, should strike hands with the farsighted men
who wish to preserve our material resources, in the effort to keep our forests and our game beasts, game-birds, and
game-fish-indeed, all the living creatures of prairie and woodland and seashore-from wanton destruction. Above all, we should
realize that the effort toward this end is essentially a democratic movement."

-- Theodore Roosevelt

Thank you for your consideration of my comments. Please do NOT add my name to your mailing list. I will learn about future
developments on this issue from other sources.

Sincerely,
Christopher Lish



Thank you for your comment, Starlene Javier.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60110.
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Comment Submitted:

I have concerns for the environmental impact as well as the distruction of lands for our wildlife. I moved here twenty-one years ago
to be able to enjoy the night skys as well as the sunsets and sunrises. Will this solar study impact us in this way. Will it destroy

our views of the natural land, wildlife and the beautiful mountains? Will it be beneficial for us cost wise or will we end up paying
for the study in thelong run?



Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60111.
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Comment Submitted:

I support the choice of the solar study areas in Colorado. I live in Antonito and not too far from the study just south of Antonito.
This location is ideal for the purpose intended and solar energy is vital to the future of our country. I hope that the government
will help those of us in small rural towns to obtain affordable means of using alternative energy sources such as solar and wind
power. I also think that wind power study areas should be established; and, the locations chosen for the solar study are also viable
for wind power study.



Thank you for your comment, Anthony Marvel.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60112.
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Comment Submitted:

To Whom it May Concern: I understand the need to respect biodiversity and analyze the impacts of man-made projects. I am
excited that the federal government has finally began to act with some form of urgency to address climate change. These projects
will impact the ecosystem in which they are built. It is unavoidable. All man-made projects, especially of such a scale, have an
impact. [ agree the projects must be planned wisely. However, I hope they are not delayed or halted for such concerns. We must
address the issue of global warming A.S.A.P. Let's build these projects smartly, but expediently. We will make mistakes as we
attempt to address climate change, but we must begin to act now. We must act on a large scale with endeavors like these 7 solar
projects. We have studied and studied. We have to start acting.



Thank you for your comment, Allan Wilkinson.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60113.
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Comment Submitted:

When making your evaluation please consider the advantage of combining Hot Rock Geothermal (HRG) with Concentrated Solar.
Hot Rock Geothermal would provide energy during times of low solar input, Concentrated Solar would provide energy during the
day allowing recovery time for the HRG. The Rio Grande Rift near Cutter-Engle would be an ideal area in which to develop such

a facility.



Thank you for your comment, Michael Woolsey.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60114.
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Comment Submitted:

Does this make sense? Yes, but only if this program of alternative energy growth, does in fact, create energy & save the taxpayer
in the long run.

This could and would provide jobs, because you need manpower to construct these solar farms. However, if this is just politics
and hot air, those jobs will disappear just as fast and then the govt. will be paying for unemployment benefits.

If we're going to do it, can we at least try to, "Get it right the first time?"



Thank you for your comment, matthew rhode.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60115.
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Comment Submitted:

How will the public benefit from the use of solar power on public lands, other than the obvious environmental benefits of using a
renewable resource to produce electricity?

Will the public benefit by receiving electricity at cheaper rates than fossil fuel electricity? Will a portion of the proceeds from the
sale of the electricity be put into a public fund that would promote renewable energy education through the state's public schools?

Solar power is a welcome addition to the power mix, but since it will be on public lands it would be prudent for the public to
benefit from the commercial use of their lands, either economically or educationally.

Thank you for your time and energy,

Matthew Rhode



Thank you for your comment, Jean Kaiwi.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60116.
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Comment Submitted:

This is another public giveaway of land to a private firm. Please reconsider this.



Thank you for your comment, Donna Tisdale.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60117.
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Organization: Backcountry Against Dumps
Address: PO Box 1275

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Boulevard

State: CA

Zip: 91905

Country: USA

Email: donnatisdale@hughes.net

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: Bill Powers CEC- PV article 8-09.pdf

Comment Submitted:

First of all, why are folks who reside in Canada and Mexico allowed to comment on policies that impact American tax payers and
our public lands?

Solar energy should be generated through the cheapest and least destructive means possible, closest to the point of use.

That means using commercial and residential roof top solar, first. It can be built without the need for massive and expensive new
transmission lines, destruction or fragmentation of intact valuable habitat and recreation resources.

See attached August 09 Natural Gas & Electricity article from Bill Powers showing the cost of effectiveness of rooftop PV

Feed in Tariffs should be made available to pay fair market prices to all those who generate more renewable energy than they
produce, including Joe Six-pack and his neighbors.

FITs will speed the installation of roof top solar and small wind turbines. They will also encourage folks to conserve energy so
they have more to sell back to the grid. If and when they pull energy from the grid it would most likely be in off-peak hours.

If built at all, industrial scale solar should be built on already disturbed land adjacent to existing transmission. If it is supported
by the impacted community.

Pre-commercial solar projects like Stirling Solar Energy Systems Two in Imperial Valley, CA, should not receive any incentives,
tax breaks, tax credits, green tag credits, or funding from tax payers, especially when they are removing public lands from public
access, and negatively impacting critical resources.

Energy efficiency and conservation should actually come first and those programs should not be controlled by the investor owned
utilities. Let local governments and non-profits handle them. IOUs have allegedly abused these programs terribly in California,
reportedly even using those funds for lobbying purposes. They have also collected profits while failing to meet goals and tasks.

California's Renewable Energy Transmission Initiative is a farce and should be scrapped.

That's it for now...
HH#H



Investment Directions—Photovoltaic

8

CEC Cancels Gas-Fed Peaker,
Suggesting Rooftop Photovoltaic
Equally Cost-Effective

An emerging discussion in the climate-
change debate is whether our renewable energy
should come primarily from remote utility-scale
wind and solar plants, connected to urban cen-
ters by a vast new network of transmission lines,
or whether local renewable energy should play a
much more prominent role. The rooftop solar
photovoltaic (PV) array is among the most rec-
ognized forms of local renewable energy.

On June 17, the California Energy Commis-
sion (CEC) issued a landmark ruling that will
undoubtedly figure prominently in this discus-
sion. The CEC denied an application for a 100-
megawatt natural gas—fired gas turbine power
plant in part because rooftop solar PV could
potentially achieve the same objectives for com-
parable cost.

CEC denied an application for a 100-megawatt
natural gas—fired gas turbine power plant in:part
because rooftop solar PV could potentially achieve
the same objectives for comparable cost.

This decision implies that any future applica-
tions for gas-fired generation in California, or
any other type of generation including remote
utility-scale renewable energy generation that

Bill Powers, P.E. (bpowers @ powersengineer-
ing.com), (619) 295-2072, is president of Pow-
ers Engineering in San Diego.
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Bill Powers

may require public land and new transmission to
reach demand centers, will be measured against
using urban PV to meet the power need.

The CEC decision said the following:

Photovoltaic arrays mounted on existing flat
warehouse roofs or on top of vehicle shelters
in parking lots do not consume any acreage.
The warehouses and parking lots continue
to perform those functions with the PV in
place. (Ex. 616, p. 11.) . . . Mr. Powers (ex-
pert for intervenor) provided detailed analy-
sis of the costs of such PV, concluding that
there was little or no difference between the
cost of energy provided by a project such
as the CVEUP (gas turbine peaking plant)
compared with the cost of energy provided
by PV. (Ex. 616, pp. 13-14.) ... PV does
provide power at a time when demand is
likely to be high—on hot, sunny days. Mr.
Powers acknowledged on cross-examination
that the solar peak does not match the de-
mand peak, but testified that storage tech-
nologies exist which could be used to man-
age this. The essential points in Mr. Powers’
testimony about the costs and practicality of
PV were uncontroverted. (CEC Decision,

pp- 29-30)

The CEC concluded that PV solar arrays on
rooftops and over parking lots may be a viable
alternative to the gas turbine project, and that if
the gas turbine project proponent opted to file a
new application, a much more detailed analysis
of the PV alternative would be required. The
use of the urban PV alternative as the litmus test
that must be passed before a new gas turbine
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plant, or a new remote utility-scale wind or solar
plant, can be approved should move the rooftop
solar PV option onto center stage of the national
renewable energy debate.

The CEC concluded that PV solar arrays on roof-
tops and over parking lots may be aviable alterna-
tive to the gas turbine project.

URBAN PV IS COST-EFFECTIVE
ALTERNATIVE TO PEAKING GAS-FIRED
POWER

The CEC identified the low-end levelized cost
of energy (COE) for PV as $114 a megawatt-
hour in an August 2008 report that includes the
comparative costs of different renewable energy
technologies.! This $114 a megawatt-hour is
based on “thin-film” PV and conservative as-
sumptions regarding the installed cost and the
direct-current-to-alternating-current conversion
factor. The thin-film PV technology upon which
the CEC estimate is based is manufactured by
First Solar. First Solar stated an expected COE
of $90 a megawatt-hour in its April 2008 com-
ment letter to the CEC.

The thin-film PV capacity factor identified
by the CEC and California’s investor-owned
utilities is 18 percent. Capacity factor is a mea-
sure of the amount of power produced by a sys-
tem compared to its maximum potential output.
Maximum potential output would be achieved
if the system produced its rated power output
24 hours a day, every day of the year. Operating
continuously at maximum output is equal to a
100 percent capacity factor.

The CEC identified the COE of a 50-mega-
wattsimple-cycle gas turbineas $647 a megawatt-
hour in its December 2007 report, Comparative
Cost of Electric Generation Technologies. The tur-
bines proposed for the gas turbine project were
two turbines of approximately 50-megawatt ca-
pacity. The CEC assumed a 5 percent annual
capacity factor for simple-cycle gas turbines in
calculating the $647-a-megawatt-hour figure.
This level is consistent with the level of opera-
tion anticipated by the project applicant. The
applicant stated that the expected capacity factor
would be 5 percent.?

Adjusting the peaking gas turbine COE to
reflect an 18 percent capacity factor, equivalent
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to the annual capacity factor of thin-film PV,
gives a simple cycle gas turbine COE of $180 a
megawatt-hour.

The local utility assigns PV without storage
a capacity factor of 50 percent for peak demand
reliability purposes.’ The reason for this is that
PV system output peaks at midday, and the daily
summertime demand peaks are typically around
3:00 p.m. or 4:00 p.m. State-of-the-art peaking
gas turbines achieve only about 75 percent of their
nameplate capacity at 100°F due to the relatively
low density of ambient air at 100°F. Older peak-
ing turbines achieve as little as 65 percent or less
of nameplate capacity at 100°F.

If only 50 percent of the installed PV capac-
ity is considered available for peaking reliabil-
ity purposes per San Diego Gas & Electric’s
(SDG&E’s) assumption, then 150 megawatts of
PV without storage would have to be installed to
assure 75 megawatts of state-of-the-art peaking
gas turbine power reliability at 100°F. In other
words, 50 percent more PV nameplate capacity
must be installed to achieve the same reliable
capacity achieved by the gas turbine at 100°F.

If the value of the peaking power available
from the PV array is limited exclusively to its
ability to provide peaking power (for the sake of
argument), it is reasonable to multiply the level-
ized COE by 1.5 to reflect the relative output
compared to a peaking gas turbine on a summer
afternoon. Multiplying the base case PV COE
range of $90 a megawatt-hour (First Solar) to
$114 a megawatt-hour (CEC) by 1.5 gives a
peaking power PV COE range of $135 a mega-
watt-hour to $171 a megawatt-hour.

There is little difference between the COE of a
150-megawatt thin-film PV. . . and 100 megawatts
of state-of-the-art gas turbine capacity at the same
conditions. This is without considering the . . . re-
newable energy credits . . . , the elimination of air
emissions, or the lack of dependence on a secure
supply of natural gas.

Thus, there is little difference between the
COE of a 150-megawatt thin-film PV array to
assure 75 megawatts of net reliable summer af-
ternoon peaking power at 100°F and 100 mega-
watts of state-of-the-art gas turbine capacity at
the same conditions. This is without consider-
ing the green economic benefits of renewable
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energy credits generated by PV, the elimination
of air emissions, or the lack of dependence on a
secure supply of natural gas.

The addition of limited storage to each PV
system ensures that the PV nameplate capac-
ity is firm on-peak capacity. Commercial-scale
demonstration projects are under way.* The
battery systems are fully controllable by the
utility as peaking units. The addition of energy
management and battery storage allows the PV
system to supply the utility grid with its peak
output through the late afternoon summer-
time demand peak. The batteries mean that a
75-megawatt PV array with limited storage can
provide the same reliable output at 100°F as a
100-megawatt peaking gas turbine plant. Add-
ing limited storage capacity is a cost-effective
approach to assuring the entire PV capacity is
available during peak demand periods.

On June 18, Southern California Edison
(SCE), California’s largest investor-owned
utility, received approval from the California
Public Utilities Commission to construct a
500-megawatt urban PV project on warehouse
rooftops. SCE states in its March 2008 project
application that it

can coordinate generation or storage tech-
nologies at the substation level to moderate
the inherent weather-caused variability in
solar PV production before such intermit-
tency cascades into the higher voltage trans-
mission system. Such coordination will re-
duce system costs. ([2008, March 27]. SCE
application to CPUC for commercial PV
program— Testimony, p. 17.)

SCE envisions large-scale storage as a vi-
able and complementary element to its PV
program. Maintaining rated power of the PV
system through the afternoon peak load with
energy storage would only be necessary on hot
summer days.

ROOFTOP PV COULD PROVIDE
RELIABLE POWER IN MANY PLACES
NATIONWIDE

The U.S. solar energy approach to date has
been almost completely focused on remote util-
ity-scale solar energy resources and the trans-
mission associated with such projects. This ap-
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proach had merit in the 1980s when California
became the world leader in solar power develop-
ment using parabolic trough solar thermal tech-
nology at a time when solar PV cost $12 to $15
a watt (2008 dollars). However, the world has
changed. Commercial PV installations now cost
less than $4 a watt.

“Land-Intensive” Argument No Longer
Correct

The current national focus on utility-scale
desert solar power in the Southwest presumes
this solar resource is so much more cost-effective
than the urban PV alternative that it justifies the
transmission cost, environmental trade-offs, and
controversy of such remote solar development.
This may have been true in the 1980s. It is not
true in 2009.

The least-cost solar resource in 2009 is in
California’s developed urban and suburban areas,
and this resource is vast. Urban solar deployments
would be compatible dual use of existing roof-
tops and parking lots, avoiding the often-cited
dilemma that “solar power is very land-intensive,
and siting a solar plant means that most if not all
of the other uses of that land are precluded.”

It is true that some of the largest solar re-
sources are to be found on public lands in
the Southwest. However, these large solar re-
sources are only useful to the extent that they
are cost-effective in their own right and can be
delivered efficiently to population centers. The
cost of delivery via new transmission can be
very high, without even addressing the envi-
ronmental compromises necessary to construct
the transmission lines or the utility-scale solar
plants themselves.

No Line Loss nor Significant Additional
Transmission

California’s ongoing renewable energy trans-
mission siting process, known as the Renew-
able Energy Transmission Initiative (RETI),
indicates the least-cost solar solution to reach-
ing California’s target of 33 percent renewable
energy by 2020 would consist predominantly of
local distributed PV. Why? Because state-of-the-
art PV is more cost-effective than solar thermal,
and tens of thousands of megawatts of PV could
be added at the local level with little or no up-
grading to the existing transmission system re-
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quired. RETT makes the following points about
state-of-the-art PV:

There is considerable commercial interest
in utility-scale “thin film” (PV) systems.
This sensitivity tests an alternate thin film
technology for solar with capital costs of
about $3,700/kWe (AC), roughly half that
of tracking crystalline (PV). Notably, these
(PV) capital costs are also lower than the
large-scale solar thermal projects; therefore
thin film solar is assumed to occur both at
the distributed scale (20 MW) and also in
large scale blocks (150 MW). (California En-
ergy Commission. [2009, January 5]. RETI
Phase 1B Final Report, pp. 5-27, 5-28.

PV can be deployed in urban and suburban areas
in. compatible dual-use applications that require no
environmental trade-offs.

Unlike solar thermal technologies, PV can be
deployed in urban and suburban areas in com-
patible dual-use applications that require no
environmental trade-offs. Urban/suburban PV
is more cost-effective than remote PV because
it avoids the (1) high cost of new transmission
lines and (2) high line losses, in the range of 15
percent, during peak demand periods.

Urban/suburban PV is more cost-effective than re-
mote PV because it avoids the (1) high cost of new
transmission lines and (2) highline losses.

Could Fulfill 75 Percent of California’s
Renewables Target

The RETT report goes on to say that distrib-
uted PV at a current state-of-the-art capital cost
of $3.70 a watt can provide two-thirds of what
California needs going forward to reach 33 per-
cent renewable energy by 2020:

The results of this sensitivity run are dra-
matic. More importantly, the cost-com-
petitive in-state (distributed PV resources)

increase by more than 20 times to about
45,000 GWh/yr. This figure is over two-
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thirds of the netshort requirement. The large
majority of these (distributed) resources are
20 MW solar PV projects assumed to con-
nect to the distribution system.

In February 2009, RETT reduced its estimate
of the gap that must be filled to reach 33 percent
by 2020, such that 45,000 gigawatt-hours a year
(GWhyr) from distributed PV could meet 75
percent of the need.

The November 2008 Los Angeles Department
of Water & Power (LADWP) “Solar Los Ange-
les” strategic plan is a good real-world example of
a renewable energy future that leads with distrib-
uted urban PV. The plan consists of 780 mega-
watts of urban PV and 500 megawatts of remote
solar. This is two-thirds urban solar, one-third re-
mote solar. With this urban/remote balance, little
if any new transmission will be necessary for Los
Angeles to go solar. LADWP is a public utility,
and “Solar Los Angeles” reflects the intent of the
city of Los Angeles to become a leader in smart
and urban renewable energy development.

Little if any new transmission will be necessary for
Los Angeles to go solar.

San Diego Gas & Electric’s service territory
offers another example of the large role urban
PV could and should play in California’s, and

the nation’s, renewable energy portfolio:

 There are approximately 4,500 megawatts of
commercial rooftop and commercial parking
lot PV potential in SDG&E territory.

* Peak load in SDG&E territory in 2008
was 4,348 megawatts, and the average load
over the course of the year is approximately
2,500 megawatts.

* 4,500 megawatts of PV are equivalent to ap-
proximately 900 megawatts of continuous
power generation over the course of a year.

* The San Diego area could generate approxi-
mately 40 percent of its year-round power
demand from urban commercial rooftop and
commercial parking lot PV alone.

e That is without considering approximately
2,500 megawatts of PV potential on residen-
tial rooftops in SDG&E territory.
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e If the residential PV resource is fully devel-
oped in addition to the commercial PV re-
source, 60 percent of the San Diego area’s
year-round power demand could be met
with urban PV.

 This large solar resource has no land-use re-
quirements, as it is all compatible dual-use,
and has no environmental impacts.

If the residential PV resource is fully developed.in
addition to the commercial PV resource, 60 per-
cent of the San Diego area’s year-round power
demand could be met with urban PV.

Argument That Insufficient Manufacturing
Capacity Exists Is False

RETT has attempted to minimize the dis-
tributed PV solution to California’s renewable
energy goal by stating that there is no way PV
manufacturers could mobilize quickly enough
to provide 2,000 to 3,000 megawatts of PV
per year to realize the potential of the distrib-
uted PV alternative for California. This is not
a valid concern. Spain, with about the same
population as California and a less productive
economy, added nearly 2,500 megawatts of PV
in 2008.

More than 5,000 megawatts of PV were in-
stalled worldwide in 2008.° Worldwide thin-
film PV production capacity reached 3,600
megawatts a year in 2008. It is projected to
reach 7,400 megawatts a year in 2010. World-
wide conventional polycrystalline silicon PV
production capacity reached 13,300 megawatts
a year in 2008. It is projected to reach 20,000
megawatts a year in 2010. The 2010 projections
were made just as the economic slump began in
late 2008. It is likely there will be some scale-
back on the 2010 capacity projections due to the
state of the world economy. However, there is a
tremendous amount of available worldwide PV
manufacturing capacity.

Worldwide PV manufacturing, either thin-
film alone or thin-film and conventional poly-
crystalline silicon, could readily supply a 3,000-
megawatts-a-year PV demand in California and
a much higher PV demand for the United States
as a whole. The Wall Street Journal recently re-
ported that conventional solar panel prices have
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fallen by $2 a watt since 2008, due to too much
solar manufacturing capacity chasing too few
solar projects.

New Transmission Line Buildout Could
be Minimized

Investor-owned utilities make far more
profit on transmission lines than any other
types of infrastructure they build. This re-
ality is often lost in the debate over whether
it is preferable to generate renewable energy
remotely and transmit it to demand centers
or generate it locally. For example, a 1,000-
megawatt transmission line being proposed by
a western utility ostensibly to transmit renew-
able energy, with an estimated cost of $1.9 bil-
lion, will generate at least $1.3 billion in profits
(in current dollars) for the utility shareholders
over the financial life of the project. A total of
$700 million of those profits will be credited to
the company in the first eight-and-a-half years.
Remote renewable energy generation requires
transmission. Local renewable energy genera-
tion does not.

The nation has over 527,000 miles of exist-
ing high-voltage transmission.® This transmis-
sion infrastructure serves a declining demand
for electricity. U.S. electricity demand declined
approximately 2 percent in 2008 and is expected
to decline another 1 percent in 2009.”

Southern California, with an average electri-
cal demand of approximately 14,000 megawatts,
has approximately 20,000 megawatts of import
capacity on existing transmission lines. South-
ern California can already import 100 percent
of its average electrical load. There may be some
need to upgrade older lines so they can continue
to provide decades of reliable service. However,
neither California nor the United States as a
whole is experiencing a shortage of transmission
capacity as a general matter.

The policy challenge is the difficult work of
ramping down the existing flow of fossil power
on existing lines and methodically replacing it
with renewable energy generation. A reasonable
proposal of this sort was presented to the Cali-
fornia Energy Commission in early 2007 by a
major solar thermal developer. Called the Mo-
jave Solar Development Zone, it would prefer-
entially locate solar thermal projects along the
rights-of-way of major existing highways with
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existing high-voltage transmission lines in the
Mojave Desert. These highway corridors already
have a combined 6,000 megawatts of existing
transmission capacity.

In reality, the zone identified by the solar
thermal developer is far larger than it needs to
be to generate 6,000 megawatts, or even 10,000
megawatts of solar power. Solar thermal or PV
can produce about 100 megawatts a square mile.
One hundred square miles would produce about
10,000 megawatts. One-half mile solar rights-
of-way on each side of the highway for only 100
miles would suffice to provide 10,000 mega-
watts of solar power.

This commonsense proposal predates the
RETT process and apparently gained little or
no traction within the RETT process itself. One
likely reason is that the desert solar land rush
had already begun, and restricting solar devel-
opment to a limited Mojave Solar Development
Zone would have inconvenienced developers
with more remote and undeveloped properties
in some phase of negotiation.

Another likely reason is that it made use of
existing transmission and presumed that existing
fossil transmission rights would be transferred to
the solar projects. This is a reasonable presump-
tion, but it is also a strategy the affected investor-
owned utilities have steadfastly opposed. The
California Energy Commission and the state
of California missed an opportunity in 2007 to
gain a measure of control of the desert land rush
through some form of the Mojave Solar Devel-
opment Zone and failed to act.

There is a better, more cost-effective, and less
damaging solution that is being ignored or dis-
missed for reasons of political convenience.

The easiest pathway from a political stand-
point—to give investor-owned utilities a man-
date to overlay public lands and the United
States with new transmission—would result in
tremendous controversy and probable gridlock
in moving forward on the development of re-
newable energy generation. The affected citizens
and interest groups will oppose many of these
projects for the right reasons—that there is a
better, more cost-effective, and less damaging
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solution that is being ignored or dismissed for
reasons of political convenience.

[t is understandable why an investor-owned
utility would see renewable energy solutions
through a transmission lens. However, that
lens is costly, inefficient, and controversial. The
fact that a solar strategy with heavy reliance on
remote sites and attendant new transmission
would be very costly is positive financial news
to an investor-owned utility. Yet it is an unnec-
essary and largely avoidable financial burden on
everyone else.

CONCLUSION

The CEC made the right decision when it
identified urban PV as a potentially viable alter-
native to a conventional peaking gas turbine.
The CEC, through the RETT process, had al-
ready identified state-of-the-art PV as more
cost-effective than utility-scale solar thermal
technology. The net effect of these develop-
ments is to place more focus on urban PV to
carry a much bigger share of the nation’s renew-
able energy load than had been previously con-
templated by policymakers. 2
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Thank you for your comment, idan salhov.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60118.

Comment Date: July 28,2009 18:12:05PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60118

First Name: idan

Middle Initial:

Last Name: salhov
Organization: eye-makeup
Address: http:eye-makeup.net
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: beer sheva

State:

Zip:

Country: ISR

Email: idans78@gmail.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

i found out your office is great thanks for everything great site keepup with the good job.

http://eye-makeup.net



Thank you for your comment, Eugene Howard.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60119.

Comment Date: July 29, 2009 17:58:19PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60119

First Name: Eugene

Middle Initial: D

Last Name: Howard
Organization: Self

Address: 4033 Kalamath Street
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Denver

State: CO

Zip: 80211

Country: USA

Email: eugenedhoward@msn.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Please do proceed with evaluating public lands for solar. We need to break our country's dependence on OIL and instead of
DRILLING in sensitive areas that could spoil the land and doesn't move to solve the problem, install SOLAR PV, THERMAL
and Wind on public lands that go to make our country a safer place and energy independent from the rest of the world. THIS is a
GREAT USE of Public lands that belong to all Americans. Thank you for listening to me.



Thank you for your comment, James Clark.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60120.

Comment Date: July 29, 2009 18:56:28PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60120

First Name: James
Middle Initial:

Last Name: Clark
Organization:

Address: 780 S. Tenth St,
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Globe

State: AZ

Zip: 85501

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Solar generating stations should be built any location on federal lands. This would include all areas that are currently designated
as limited entry.



Thank you for your comment, Vince Martin.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60121.

Comment Date: July 30,2009 01:10:08AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60121

First Name: Vince

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Martin

Organization: Friends of Johnson Valley
Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Covina

State: CA

Zip: 91724

Country: USA

Email: sammybuilder@yahoo.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I strongly oppose the movement to aquire public land for solar and wind power projects in Johnson Valley. Your proposal to take
thousands of acres near Giant Rock and all the land between Spy Mountain and Goat Mountain will result in a major loss of
recreational areas that many off roaders and campers use to enjoy the beauty of the desert with their families. Please look at other
sites other than recreational public land for this type of project.



Thank you for your comment, dan baker.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60122.

Comment Date: July 30, 2009 11:24:49AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60122

First Name: dan

Middle Initial:

Last Name: baker

Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]
State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email: [Withheld by requestor]
Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I would like to see more money allocated to subsidizing distributed energy generation efforts on residential and commercial
rooftops rather than studies and utility size installations.

In the Southwest we have millions of acres of 'unused' rooftops that could be used to generate power and not impact wilderness
and BLM land at all. Local generation avoids issues with loss of transmission, and provides lots more small jobs for local
economies rather than a few large contract jobs in remote areas.



Thank you for your comment, John Carter.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60123.

Comment Date: July 30, 2009 17:42:35PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60123

First Name: John
Middle Initial: B
Last Name: Carter
Organization:
Address:

Address 2:
Address 3:

City:

State:

Zip:

Country:

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I am oppossed to any large scale development that will further degrade what is left of our " great American western Landscape"
heritage. It is not only the principle component of these types of developments that concerns me--It is the ancillary aspects--- as in
power transmission lines strung through virgin valleys and mountain ranges. It is also the population growth around these

projects which brings more problems and pollution that is another concern. We need to harvest the energy that this society already
waste before taking on any further energy development.



Thank you for your comment, Ron Morrison.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60124.

Comment Date: August 1, 2009 02:22:02AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60124

First Name: Ron

Middle Initial: A

Last Name: Morrison
Organization: self

Address: 2405 No Stevens St
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Tacoma

State: WA

Zip: 98406

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I note that there does not appear to be any proposals for solar energy production plants in the Eastern part of Wash. State. Has the
BLM considered any of its lands for utility size solar energy production that it owns in Wash. State? If not, why not?

e-mail: ronmorrison406@hotmail.com



Thank you for your comment, Ron Morrison.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60125.

Comment Date: August 1, 2009 02:22:02AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60125

First Name: Ron

Middle Initial: A

Last Name: Morrison
Organization: self

Address: 2405 No Stevens St
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Tacoma

State: WA

Zip: 98406

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I note that there does not appear to be any proposals for solar energy production plants in the Eastern part of Wash. State. Has the
BLM considered any of its lands for utility size solar energy production that it owns in Wash. State? If not, why not?

e-mail: ronmorrison406@hotmail.com



Thank you for your comment, Robert Hoffman.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60126.

Comment Date: August 1,2009 11:58:55AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60126

First Name: Robert

Middle Initial: V

Last Name: Hoffman
Organization: Quail Unlimited
Address: 605 College PL.
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Las Cruces

State: NM

Zip: 88005

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

These projects will impact a significant amount of wildlife habitat. In this part of the world with its scarcity of rainfall, the effects
on wildlife will be magnified. Therefore I stongly urge planners to listen to the biologists and spare the best areas of native habitat.
In particular the Mason Draw is very good desert grassland and a rich area of wildlife habitat and this site should be abandoned
unequivocally. Moreover the southern portion of the Red Sand area is also good grassland and this area should be altered to avoid
impacts to the grassland portion. The Aden Hills area is mostly creosote and poor habitat area and could be developed. Also the
need for copious water makes all of these sites questionable. Water needs should be a large factor in siting decisions. While many
people from others parts of the country might think of this region as "just desert", in fact it is an incredible area of wildlife
diversity which has its own unparalleled beauty. But it is also a very fragile environment due to its aridity. Any development for
power should absolutely minimize impacts on these qualities.



Thank you for your comment, Rick Aguirre.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60127.

Comment Date: August 5, 2009 04:21:06AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60127

First Name: Rick

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Aguirre
Organization:

Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]
State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Why go out to the deserts and build Solar Power. Why not have more incentives to place Solar Panels, etc on roof tops on inner
city houses, parts of parks, commercial and public buildings, parking area and structures. There are many areas within inner city to
generate electricty. Have an army to place all types of Solar Production inner city. You may not ruin our deserts and have to build
more power lines. Hugh cost factor.



Thank you for your comment, Charles Roney.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60128.

Comment Date: August 5, 2009 15:00:23PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60128

First Name: Charles

Middle Initial: E

Last Name: Roney

Organization:

Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City:

State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Where do I go to get the criteria that is used to determine if property should be involved in these studies? IE: who decides which
properties to study? Are the lands visited, or just picked off a map? Who sets the value to be charged for this land? (As I see it,
all the land involved is placed in the trust of the BLM to be administered to for us, the U.S. public.) How is it determined how
close these projects come to existing occupied private property? (If one of these projects is approved, the land involved will be
within fifty feet of my front porch. I did not work all my life and pay into this system so I could wake up every morning and look
at miles of foreign looking structures. These projects should be a minimum of two and a half miles from any existing occupied
structure; I retired to this area for the solitude and pristine views



Thank you for your comment, chat sohbet.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60129.

Comment Date: August 5, 2009 15:22:49PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60129

First Name: chat
Middle Initial:
Last Name: sohbet
Organization:
Address:

Address 2:
Address 3:

City:

State: TX

Zip:

Country: USA
Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

We love our president and Obama support t

We believe President Obama will be the world more beautiful, so no matter what the president supported OBAMAya

How to ask the U.S. situation now if you are going much better than the former according to the need to do what you know very
well and is treated accordingly.

Thank you President Obama



Thank you for your comment, Edwin Figuerres.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60130.

Comment Date: August 6, 2009 12:23:38PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60130

First Name: Edwin

Middle Initial: C

Last Name: Figuerres
Organization: megabiofuels
Address: 755 San Francisco Ave
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Pomona

State: CA

Zip: 91767

Country: USA

Email: megabiofuels@gmail.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Hon.Mr.James Caswel-Director BLM

greetings! i am aware that the Scoping Period is extended to Sept 09.PLEASE PROVIDE ME THE WEB on HOW TO FILE

AN APPLICATION FOR SOLAR PROJECT ON BLM LANDS- ONLINE? Is there an application fee? With respect to the
Scoping meeting-PLEASE INCLUDE/CONDUCT A MEETING HERE IN POMONA CA, which is accessible to those living in
the nearby cities- Chino, Diamond Bar, Claremont, Ontario. Please do not conduct the same meeting in the same venue HERE IN
CA- GIVE A CHANCE TO OTHERS PLEASE- TO ALLOW GREATEST PARTICIPATION FROM THE CALIFRONIA
RESIDENTS. LET ME KNOW, THE CONSTRAINTS IF THE VENUE IS THE PROBLEM - SO THAT WE CAN WORK
TOGETHER.I CAN HELP YOU LOCATE A PLACE HERE IN POMONA FOR A BIGGER MEETING PLACE- LET ME
KNOW ASAP THANKS A LOT.



Thank you for your comment, I. Miley Gonzalez.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60131.

Comment Date: August 6, 2009 15:33:59PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60131

First Name: 1. Miley

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Gonzalez

Organization: New Mexico Department of Agriculture
Address: MSC 3189

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Las Cruces

State: NM

Zip: 880038005

Country: USA

Email: lowen@nmda.nmsu.edu

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: Solar Study Area Comments 8-03-09.pdf

Comment Submitted:



August 3, 2009

Solar Energy PEIS

Argonne National Laboratory
9700 South Cass Avenue
EVS/900

Argonne, IL 60439

To Whom It May Concern:

This letter is in response to the June 29, 2009, notice in the Federal Register soliciting comments
with respect to solar energy study areas on Bureau of Land Management (BLM) administered
lands. New Mexico Department of Agriculture (NMDA) understands the need for and supports
the development of renewable energy sources to provide for current and future energy demands.

Proposed solar study areas in New Mexico encompass over 120,000 acres of BLM-administered
lands. NMDA is concerned with the impact that removing these lands from multiple-use status
will have on livestock production operations currently permitted to graze in these areas. Our
analysis identifies 13 grazing allotments with land in the proposed solar energy study areas.
While the degree to which solar energy projects may affect each allotment will vary greatly
depending on the location of facilities and affected area in each allotment, NMDA encourages
BLM to consult and coordinate with all permittees potentially affected by this proposal so
impacts to their operations can be identified and analyzed.

NMDA is also concerned with the amount of water required for certain types of solar energy
collection facilities. Parabolic trough and central tower systems typically use steam to generate
electricity. These steam powered generators can require large amounts of water for cooling
purposes. This increased demand for a limited water supply could have adverse affects on local
water users, both agricultural and municipal.

Utility scale solar energy collection facilities typically result in the removal of vegetation over
large areas. The loss of vegetation can significantly increase the rate of soil loss to wind and
water erosion. Any plans for a solar energy facility should include measures to mitigate erosion.



Solar Energy PEIS
August 3, 2009
Page 2

Surface disturbance also creates an opportunity for noxious and invasive plant species to become
established and spread to adjacent areas, which could negatively impact resource conditions for
the state overall as well as individual grazing allotment permittees. A weed control program
would need to be developed and incorporated into planning for facilities and roads. Considering
the loss of native vegetation from a watershed health perspective, a net decrease in overall
watershed health may occur as a result of solar energy development. This could be mitigated by
the inclusion of funding for vegetation management projects in nearby areas that restore
degraded lands such a BLM’s Restore New Mexico program.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this important matter.

Sincerely,

</

I. Miley Gonzalez, Ph.D.
Director/Secretary

IMG/jm/lo



Thank you for your comment, Joe Ross.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60132.

Comment Date: August 11,2009 16:14:07PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60132

First Name: Joe

Middle Initial: V

Last Name: Ross

Organization: self

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]
State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
11 August 2009

Hello,

By Secretarial Order (No. 3285), Secretary of the Interior Salazar created an "Energy and Climate Change Task Force" (to be
headed up by Deputy Secretary David Hayes). It will be important that the PEIS effort be synched up and consistent with that
group's function (as delineated in the Order). I would encourage the EIS to clearly explain the parallel efforts and how they are
correlated. Further, I would hope that the Dept. of the Interior soon announce the members, meetings and minutes associated with
this Task Force. I would encourage the Department to create a website for open, transparent public communications in this regard.

Another issue has "surfaced" that I would like to pass along to you for analysis in the EIS. That is the potential effects of solar
development on albedo radiation (light reflected off the earth’s surface). Heat would also be associated with this radiation. The
widespread development of solar energy could have potentially adverse impacts on albedo radiation and associated warming and
climate change.

I presume that the PEIS will also clearly model for insolation (incident solar radiation) at the priority and other areas proposed for
development. This should present a quantification of solar energy available per unit area (as kilowatt-hours per square foot per day
or as megajules per square meter per year). With a handle on the magnitude of insolation values, you should also provide
estimates of the gross energy potential for areas.

Thank you again for your consideration.
Best regards,

Joseph Ross
29 Palms, CA



Thank you for your comment, Ken Piel.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60133.

Comment Date: August 12,2009 15:40:47PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60133

First Name: Ken

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Piel

Organization: Wondervalley92277.com
Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]

State: [Withheld by requestor]

Zip: [Withheld by requestor]

Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
Solar energy should not be placed anywhere around the Wonder Valley area.

This area is Land Patent area and we rely on wells for our water.

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) created The Small Tract Act of 1938. The Small Tract Act was about the only method
of making federal land available for private ownership. These homesteads were not meant to be working farms, but vacation homes

for city dwellers.

San Bernardino County was enthusiastic about "getting lands on the tax rolls", and was not concerned about infrastructure (roads,
water, power, schools) to support such development. Wonder Valleys CSA (County Service Area) dirt roads are not part of the

county maintained road system so the property owners pay for maintenance.

Wonder Valley is a unique place in this overcrowded world. It's a beautiful valley in an unincorporated rural desert area just east of

Twentynine Palms



Thank you for your comment, Shayne Kimball.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60134.

Comment Date: August 12,2009 19:45:17PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60134

First Name: Shayne

Middle Initial: B

Last Name: Kimball
Organization:

Address: P.O. Box 283
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Adrian

State: OR

Zip: 97901

Country: USA

Email: thunderchief@live.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
You should seriously look into Malheur County Oregon. We have a community college that is working on getting a program

together that will certify people in the alternative energy sector. Plus, we live in the suniest spot in the state and have large power
lines out on "BIM" not far from the local towns. Seriously you at least look into it. Thanks.



Thank you for your comment, Raymond Marshall.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60135.

Comment Date: August 12, 2009 23:59:05PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60135

First Name: Raymond

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Marshall
Organization:

Address: 16 Cambridge Way
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Piedmont

State: CA

Zip: 94611

Country: USA

Email: rmarshall@sbcglobal.net
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Hello,

I am sumbitting a link to an article titled "A Framework For Energy Independence Via Solar Hosting Farms" that was published
today by U.C. Berkeley's Boalt Hall School of Law. The article appears on Boalt Hall's Ecology Law Currents website. Here's the
link - http://elq.typepad.com/currents/2009/08/currents36-10-marshall-2009-0726.html#more.

Cheers

Raymond Marshall



Thank you for your comment, Raymond Marshall.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60136.

Comment Date: August 13,2009 00:06:56AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60136

First Name: Raymond

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Marshall
Organization:

Address: 16 Cambridge Way
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Piedmont

State: CA

Zip: 94611

Country: USA

Email: rmarshall@sbcglobal.net
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Hello,

I am sumbitting a link to an article titled "A Framework For Energy Independence Via Solar Hosting Farms" that was published
today by U.C. Berkeley's Boalt Hall School of Law. The article appears on Boalt Hall's Ecology Law Currents website. Here's the
link - http://elq.typepad.com/currents/2009/08/currents36-10-marshall-2009-0726.html#more.

Cheers

Raymond Marshall



Thank you for your comment, elizabeth pryor.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60137.

Comment Date: August 16,2009 23:28:49PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60137

First Name: elizabeth
Middle Initial: a

Last Name: pryor
Organization: eureka springs
Address: 18806 e loredo lane
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: rio verde

State: AZ

Zip: 85263

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
The future of our country depends on many things, nature and technology, why cant humans learn that cutting costs in the

beginings,always haunts us in the end. Leave the blm land in and around the aravaipa canyon alone, alot of history is in that
area,sad to see what might get dug up, maybe an ole curse that better be left sleeping with the dogs.



Thank you for your comment, Pam Richmond.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60138.

Comment Date: August 17,2009 17:11:31PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60138

First Name: Pam
Middle Initial:

Last Name: Richmond
Organization:
Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City:

State:

Zip:

Country:

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Test - ignore



Thank you for your comment, Linda Harper.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60139.

Comment Date: August 18,2009 18:35:04PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60139

First Name: Linda

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Harper
Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]
State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

NO to the solar project proposed for the Newberry Springs area.

It will be an exessive user of underground water for perpetual cleaning of equip.

It will disturb the wildlife and ground flora and fawna contributing to blow sand problems.
Newberry Springs should remain mixed use residential with LOW WATER consumption.



Thank you for your comment, Patricia McQueary.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60140.

Comment Date: August 19,2009 15:44:27PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60140

First Name: Patricia

Middle Initial: L

Last Name: McQueary

Organization: USACE

Address: 321 N Mall Drive

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Saint George

State: UT

Zip: 84790

Country: USA

Email: patricia.l. mcqueary@usace.army.mil
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento District, Saint George Office, would like to participate as a cooperating agency.
The Saint George office will be issuing a Clean Water Act Section 404 permit on drainages that flow across state boundaries.
Please include us in future mailings about this project.

Thank You.



Thank you for your comment, Nancy Dittman.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60141.

Comment Date: August 20, 2009 12:53:52PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60141

First Name: Nancy

Middle Initial: K

Last Name: Dittman
Organization:

Address: 27315 Highview Ave.
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Barstow

State: CA

Zip: 92311

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I live on a hill in Barstow and I have noticed a thick haze over the desert all of 2009. It is my understanding that such a
haze(smog) can significantly cut down on solar gain. Also, I have heard that solar plants use huge quanties of water to keep the
mirrors clean. If this drought continues, water could be the most precious resource, even more expensive than energy. I hope these
two factors are being considered as to the fiscal feasibility

of building the plant.



Thank you for your comment, Eric Fehr.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60142.

Comment Date: August 22, 2009 13:47:07PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60142

First Name: Eric

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Fehr

Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]
State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email: [Withheld by requestor]
Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

How will the Solar Energy Development sites affect my access to public lands for things like climbing, mountain biking,
motorcycling and backcountry skiing?



Thank you for your comment, Jill Flaningam Miller.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60143.

Comment Date: August 23, 2009 19:40:55PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60143

First Name: Jill

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Flaningam Miller
Organization:

Address: P.O. Box 2657
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Wrightwood

State: CA

Zip: 92397

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Please DO NOT lease these lands for development of solar energy until a more thorough environmental impact assessment is
done. These lands are of GREAT environmental importance, containing significant stands of flora such as the ironwood and
creosote and bordering national park land. These desert areas are highly evolved, perfectly tuned systems that cannot withstand
development. While development of renewable energy is a wise use of our public resources, it would be much better done on
already developed lands or pre-existing structures, such as the tops of city buildings. We must spare the Mojave! What is good for
the desert is good for humans!



Thank you for your comment, Matthew Miller.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60144.

Comment Date: August 23, 2009 20:31:35PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60144

First Name: Matthew
Middle Initial: P

Last Name: Miller
Organization:

Address: P.O. Box 2657
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Wrightwood
State: CA

Zip: 92397

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
The federal government is in a process of weatherization of low income homes with recovery act money. A similar thing can be

done with this project. Solar panels can be put on homes and buildings, creating power in an already existing infrastructure.
Putting these plants anywhere will cause as much, if not more, harm than good. Do not use these lands for these projects.



Thank you for your comment, Tim McKimmie.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60145.

Comment Date: August 24, 2009 15:57:27PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60145

First Name: Tim

Middle Initial:

Last Name: McKimmie
Organization:

Address: 1105 Circle Dr.
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Las Cruces

State: NM

Zip: 88005

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

New transmission lines and new corridors could damage wildlife corridors, viewsheds, property values, and cause erosion and
destroy the wilderness quality of many public lands. Please use existing corridors whenever possible.



Thank you for your comment, Paul Smith.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60146.

Comment Date: August 25, 2009 19:25:39PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60146

First Name: Paul

Middle Initial: F

Last Name: Smith

Organization: 29 Palms Innkeepers
Address: Paul Smith, President
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Twentynine Palms

State: CA

Zip: 92277

Country: USA

Email: paulgpac@yahoo.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Iron Mountain: This use would seriously interfere with the Cadiz aquifer which impacts wildlife north and adjacent to Joshua Tree
National Park. Ward Valley is Indian sacred land and tortoise habitat.

East Riverside tract: Serious impact to water and wildlife in wilderness area of National Park. I predict significant biological
impacts to Park.

Both are adverse to tourism of our area.



Thank you for your comment, Michael Flynn.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60147.

Comment Date: August 27,2009 15:33:24PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60147

First Name: Michael

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Flynn

Organization: None

Address: PO box 4449

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Kingman

State: AZ

Zip: 86402

Country: USA

Email: mikifinazl @hotmail.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Water must be the primary influence for decisions made on solar plants in desert areas like Mohave county. It should be the make
or break criteria.

Several private interests are attempting to green wash some dubious projects in our area as they chase the Federal dollars that will
be temporarily offered for these projects. They have used their influence to get the local officials to break the zoning laws using a
redefinition to bypass planning and zoning requirements and allow spot re-zoning.

We use the old glacial ice melt that is in underground aquifers and for all intents and purposes it is a finite resource, regardless of
which opinion you buy from the geologists. I don't see the United States building desalination plants and pumping water to
Kingman if we exhaust this resource.

To avoid regulations these interests are trying to ram through legislation that will subvert our growth plans so they can build
these plants. Thus, they are willing to rape one resource for another: water for oil independence.

I don't mind solar energy, build the plant, but don't use water cooling. These plants will consume thousands of ACRE feet of
water a year and our water table is already in depletion. The area is also in a long term drought. Facts you can get from local
experts as well as USGS.

To avoid being sued and to cater to entrenched interests the politicians are trying to placate the public with a few jobs that the
plants will create and side step the regulations.

I have personally talked to the people involved in building these solar plants and they refuse to consider dry cooling or hybrid
cooling. The reason they gave me was it would cost more.

On the public front the solar companies have hired slick professional people to run their "public" meetings to appease government
requirements. I have been to most of the meetings and these carpet baggers keep changing the information so that they can find the
"sweet spot" that will give them the nomenclature to "sell" this bad idea and hoodwink the less informed.

Now, if they are wrong and the water is depleted there is no viable alternative. So the sand will cover over everything here as
people move away because of dwindling water resources. Once the water is gone, it is gone and there is no turning back.

Since the local politicians have sold out, we need to get the government to step in and protect the long term interests of the
citizens.



Thank you for your comment, Richard Orr.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60148.

Comment Date: August 30, 2009 21:57:56PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60148

First Name: Richard

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Orr

Organization: Sustainable Grazing Coalition
Address: P.O. Box 145

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Caliente

State: NV

Zip: 890080145

Country: USA

Email: bbwheatgrass@yahoo.com

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Several of the areas in Nevada identified on the initial portential siting maps are in active Grazing allotments. Several of those
allotments constitute the winter grazing areas for the effected permittees. Any land areas taken out of access by the permitted
livestock due to solar collector construction could potentially effect far more than just the AUM's lost to surface occupation of the
solar site. If a significant loss of winter AUM's occurs, it could make the entire operation insolvent due to winter versis summer

use areas being out of balance for feed with the only (impractical) alternative being the overly costly process of buying feed to offset
the loss of winter forage. It is important that no permits are negatively effected in this manner. In a county as small and
economically depressed as Lincoln County, Nevada losing even one business greatly effects the entire county population base and
economic solvency.

In addition, several of the valley's in Nevada contain course silty and silty textured soils which are very succeptable to wind
erosion when they receive even a low level of traffic or disturbance. The erosion alone will significantly effect plant growth and
production and could also settle on solar collection equipment requiring regular cleaning for maximum efficiency, which leads to
more traffic, which leads to an increased erosion level and further need for cleaning.



Thank you for your comment, Claire Barker.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60149.

Comment Date: August 31,2009 12:30:29PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60149

First Name: Claire

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Barker
Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]
State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email: [Withheld by requestor]
Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Hello-
I would appreciate it if our public lands were protected from development of any kind.

Solar development-while "greener"in SOME ways, on a utility scale basis: disrupts the landscape, denies access, develops access
where none was and changes the shade/sun/water cycle so critical to many of the areas being "scoped". Thousands of solar panels
precede the problem of removal of obsolete panels-which are toxic-and presently non-recyclable.

I fear greatly the setting of "precedence" through "NEED" under the guise of green energy. Denying known problems of of
environmental/socio-economic damage to communities affected and warping industrial sized solar development potential to fit a
gas/coal model.

Solar is most effective close to its source of consumption. Utility scale or personal panel placement. ALL of Colorado (Western
United States) has great solar potential and tracts of industrial land, private land and public right of ways perfect for locale
community use-specific development.

Hurrying to seek a path of least resistance, under the pressure of federal and state scrutiny, will make it more difficult or impossible
in the future, to mitigate applications for development of any and every kind on our gorgeous public lands.

Utility scale solar energy development-presently is tied into transmission line development.

Connecting large tracts of land, over miles of more land to reach each other. Toxic views, migratory and native bird threats,
extension of development in even more "open space" beyond the immediate utility solar plant, and only token legal attention to
environmental/socio-economic impacts of the communities and ecosystems involved.

The economic benefit to communities affected-specifically individuals who's property value plunges and community business
economics-dependent on non-industrialized ambiance-are not well regulated or methodically re-imbursed for losses incurred
secondary to solar and transmission development. Much falls under "eminent domain."

All industry-solar included-require some water-if only to wash panels free of dust-which is plentiful in many of the scoped regions.
Other technologies to provide storage capability of energy-utilize the equivelant in water consumption to present
agri-business-BUT-utilizes it 12 months out of the year-instead of just three.

Unregulated or legal changes in regulations of water use-make sunny, arid climates very vulnerable to continuing water issues that
devastate the local eco-systems. The agricultural industry is already struggling with this issue, another "layer" of industrial usage
permits would be paradoxical under the guise of "green".

At present-I acknowledge that the energy industry/energy consumer is at a crossroads-under the time limit of legal change in
Colorado-to increase "green energy consumption and development by 10%.



We are also at a crossroads where moving too fast and in the "path of least resistance and cost" will cost our future generations
dearly. We KNOW this-even though the technology is new-the pitfalls are
predictable.

Let us NOT repeat history-please.

Uphold public lands for public enjoyment, open space, environmental sanctity and eco-system balancing. The issue is already
difficult enough without adding another layer of potential problems.

Sincerely, Claire Barker



Thank you for your comment, Donald Barker.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60150.

Comment Date: September 1, 2009 11:02:06AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60150

First Name: Donald
Middle Initial: W

Last Name: Barker
Organization:

Address: 4952 N. RD. 112
Address 2:

Address 3:

City:

State: CO

Zip: 81146

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

1. Public Lands Should Remain Public Lands and not developed!

2. Water is a real problem In the arid west. The water in the west is over appropriated right now. to change water from Agriculture
to Industrial changes the amount of time used and more water will be utilized than it is now.

3. To cover the present Range Sites will change the ecosystem and effect the ecosystems surrounding these sites! This will not be
a positive thing.

4. Solar energy should be placed close to where it will be utilized, not transported 200 miles away to be used by big cities. The
panals should be place close to the area to utilize the energy better.



Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60151.

Comment Date: September 1, 2009 15:14:44PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60151

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial: [Withheld by requestor]
Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]

State: [Withheld by requestor]

Zip: [Withheld by requestor]

Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

As a younger resident of the San Luis Valley, I am deeply concerned about what the 22,000 acres of solar farm will do to both the
land itself and the water of the Valley. By pumping water out of the aquifer 12 months out of the year, there are going to be huge
ecological impacts, including drainage of naturally occuring wetlands, increased concentration of salts and harmful substances in
the water, and less plant life due to reduced sunlight on those 22,000 acres and to less water. I realize that solar energy is being
required by the government. However, I feel that less concentration of solar panels, new technology that allows for the cooling and
cleaning of the panels in another way besides water usage, and the forfeiting of the La Veta powerline would all be economical
ways to compromise between solar and environmental sanctity.



Thank you for your comment, susan nash.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60152.

Comment Date: September 1, 2009 15:45:14PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60152

First Name: susan
Middle Initial:

Last Name: nash
Organization:
Address: po box 4036
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: idyllwild

State: CA

Zip: 92549

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
To Whom It May Concern,

I am very disturbed to find that waking up to Catastrophic Climate Change is also waking up to Catastrophic Corporate Greed,
which may do little to slow down climate change. Please follow the law and protect the environment.

The plans for a Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) appear to be fast tracking the release of certain,
environmentally sensitive public lands and opening them to solar energy development. The Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
and Department of Energy (DOE) need to consider the consequences of freeing up so much public land for only one use. This
whole process needs to move at a slower pace in order to identify issues and impacts that will arise if this land is developed.
Please consider the following issues:

1. The potential for specific negative impacts to each of the 24 study areas should be clearly explained. The maps fail to identify
any local issues for the regions involved. These would include:

* Degradation of water resources from concentrated solar power
* Impacts to visual resources

* Impacts to flora and fauna

* Impacts to Federal/State Threatened and Endangered Species
* Impacts to cultural sites

* Impacts to Native American values

* Impacts to private property values

* Limiting access to public lands

2. The BLM and DOE should be scheduling public scoping meetings for communities near each of the 24 areas that are being
considered for this proposal.

3. An Environmental Impact Statement should be written for each one of the 24 tracts of land considered in this proposal.
Thank you for your consideration,

Sincerely,
Susan L. Nash



Thank you for your comment, Tim Allyn.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60153.

Comment Date: September 1, 2009 16:44:39PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60153

First Name: Tim

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Allyn

Organization: Sustainability Is Designed
Address: 620 North McCadden Place
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Los Angeles

State: CA

Zip: 90004

Country: USA

Email: t.allyn@ca.rr.com

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

DOI:

The nation's public lands are a treasure for us, and hopefully for generations to come. Their bounty is retained by their natural
state. Turning our public lands into industrial zones for power, or destructive high impact recreation destroys what belongs not to
just us, but future generations of people, animals, biota and natural process. We have ruined enough.

The proposed solar projects at Chuckawalla are industrial, and unnecessary. Our developed communities; urban, suburban and
rural, have many millions of undeveloped or underdeveloped roof space, and un-covered paved spaces to meet our current and

future demands for power. All solar must first be FULLY INCORPORATED into our developed lands.

In our push for cleaner energy, we work against our gains found in a cleaner, more efficient planet if we destroy the nature and
natural systems we need to protect.

I oppose solar installations on public lands (unless they are on the roof of a ranger station, public bathroom etc.)
Regards,

Tim Allyn



Thank you for your comment, Barbara Renton.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60154.

Comment Date: September 1, 2009 16:59:56PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60154

First Name: Barbara

Middle Initial: M

Last Name: Renton
Organization: FHCA, MBPA
Address: 828 Delgada Ave
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Yucca Valley

State: CA

Zip: 92284

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Roof-top solar panels are much preferable since how many millions are there here? On top of each roof no one can complain about
obstruction of travel, views, or survival of Nature. You are sorely short-sighted if you don't realize this already.

Other massive land areas are golf courses and cemeteries, have you thought of using those?

Putting poison upon the ground to kill any plant or animal underneath each solar panel and destroying the water aquifer beneath it
is NOT environmentally friendly, now is it?



Thank you for your comment, Orville Diss.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60155.

Comment Date: September 2, 2009 10:33:36AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60155

First Name: Orville

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Diss

Organization: Central Pump Co
Address: 0570 east hwy 112
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Center

State: CO

Zip: 81125

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I would encourage use of the BLM land in the San Luis Valley in Colorado for Solar development. The SLV is one of the most
depressed areas in the entire country. The entire economy of this valley is based on the price of potatoes. With increasing pressure
from State and other entities to cut back on water consumption, this valley will literally dry up and blow away without some
other econoomic base that doesn,t require much water.



Thank you for your comment, RJ Cardin.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60156.

Comment Date: September 2, 2009 17:35:36PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60156

First Name: RJ

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Cardin

Organization: Maricopa County Parks & Recreation
Address: 234 N. Central Ave.

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Phoenix

State: AZ

Zip: 85004

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project.

- It is not very clear how this project to study 24 sites is related to the dozens of solar right-of-way applications covering hundreds
of thousands of acres around the West. We recently received a mailing for public scoping meetings concerning such an application
for some 4000 acres just east of our Buckeye Hills Regional Park and adjacent to the northwest end of Sonoran Desert National
Monument. Would all unused applications be terminated once this EIS is completed?

- Solar projects promise to help in the fight against global warming and pollution while weaning the US off its dependence on
foreign oil. Such a noble goal can be reached without needlessly damaging large swaths of the natural environment. There are
thousands of acres of abandoned or marginal agricultural land in Arizona and other states that would be ideal for solar project
development. Just a couple of miles to the north of the Gillespie site is a large area of marginal agricultural land where a company
has already announced a solar project. Two other projects are also proposed on used land in the Harquahala Valley and west of
Gila Bend, where the sun shines just as brightly. This questions the need to use public land for private projects that can be built
elsewhere.

- Any solar project on BLM land should be limited to land damaged by mining or other operations.

Although none of the three Arizona sites are adjacent to county parks, we feel an obligation to comment on the Gillespie site, the
only one in Maricopa County, because of its potential impact on open space and quality of life for residents.

- The Gillespie site is adjacent to or straddles (for 5 miles) a significant portion of Agua Caliente Road. This road is entirely
within undeveloped Sonoran Desert on BLM land between Hyder and Arlington. It covers a variety of land formations including
isolated volcanic buttes and rugged mountains, passes next to at least one “narrows” type of canyon, and crosses vast stretches of
open desert with vistas of distant valleys and mountains. It is the latter type of landscape that would be impacted by the Gillespie
site; it would compromise the integrity and variety of the road’s landscape.

- The remote, unpaved Agua Caliente Road is in a little-known, scenic area of the state. It has the potential to be a draw for
tourists looking for a trip back in time and for classic Sonoran Desert vistas, especially as other parts of the state’s deserts are
compromised by urban and rural sprawl, mining, and other development. Only the marketing is missing. Unlike the network of
rough roads in other protected areas (such as Sonoran Desert National Monument), this is a maintained and through road, ideal for
tourists. This road deserves to be designated a Back Country Byway. Again, the Gillespie site would compromise the total
experience.

- Contiguous natural open space would be fragmented, as the Gillespie site is not in or adjacent to developed areas. The long,
narrow shape of the site would affect a large area that is out of proportion to the acreage of the site.

- The Gillespie site is approximately four miles north of Signal Peak Wilderness. Views from the Wilderness, which covers higher



terrain, would be affected.

- The impact of power lines serving the site should be considered, especially in light of at least one local power company’s
decision to remove all vegetation beneath and adjacent to their lines north of Phoenix in the name of safety and reliable power as
required by the Energy Policy Act of 2005.



Thank you for your comment, Robert Reeve.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60157.

Comment Date: September 4, 2009 12:03:26PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60157

First Name: Robert

Middle Initial: C

Last Name: Reeve
Organization:

Address: 3111 Monte Rosa Ave.
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Las Vegas

State: NV

Zip: 89120

Country: USA

Email: bobreevel @aol.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
Two comments and one question.

1. The maps used, at least to this point, are too vague to be useful.
2. If additional projects are being considered for the same basin/area they should ALL be noted on the maps

Question: My client owns 150 acres adjacent to the proposed Amargosa Valley site. How will the temperature in the immediate
area be affected by this project? If the temperature rises so as to make it uncomfortable in the evening they lose the use of the land
and this might be a form of 'taking'. Thank you, Bob Reeve



Thank you for your comment, Ray Pessa.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60158.

Comment Date: September 4, 2009 13:44:38PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60158

First Name: Ray

Middle Initial: L

Last Name: Pessa

Organization: FOGR (Friends of Giant Rock)
Address: 58725 Natoma Tr.

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Yucca Valley

State: CA

Zip: 92284

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Solar energy may be a excellent way to supplement the need for power. Some of the areas being studied however could have a
adverse effect on local residents. Vast solar fields are not appropriate in rural desert communities. I am particularly concerned with
the Southern California communities of Flamingo Heights, Landers, Johnson Valley and Lucerne Valley. There is no existing
transmission lines alone the Hwy 247 route which means even more disruption on private and public lands and community. One
application near Landers would destroy the prestige of the historical Giant Rock and its importance to native American culture. |
also object to the potential national monument considered by Senator Feinstein that would block solar and wind projects along
route 66 where only commuter and not residents would be affected by these projects. Please take these issues into consideration
when evaluating your study area.

Ray Pessa 58725 Natoma Tr. Yucca Valley, Ca 760-365-7449



Thank you for your comment, William Lansville.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60159.

Comment Date: September 4, 2009 18:11:09PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60159

First Name: William
Middle Initial: A

Last Name: Lansville
Organization:

Address: 531 Kathleen Dr.
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Barstow

State: CA

Zip: 92311

Country: USA

Email: wlansville@aol.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Consider one solar panel on each roof of every building in the USA. Each panel to be connected to the grid. That becomes a solar
energy source for someone, somewhere and in total becomes a starting point that immediatly reduces the need for foreign energy.
Additionally one small wind generator on the roof of each building and along interstate highways becomes another low cost source
when considering the collective impact of a little contributing to the whole.



Thank you for your comment, Kay Turner.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60160.

Comment Date: September 4, 2009 20:05:54PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60160

First Name: Kay

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Turner
Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]
State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email: [Withheld by requestor]
Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
It is a shame we are giving our properties to companys to destroy our beautiful dessert. Who will not take any precautions not to

use up our most precious resources. The properties you hold title to, belong to the people of this state, it should not be allowed to
be destroyed by solar companies.



Thank you for your comment, diane cameron.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60161.

Comment Date: September 5, 2009 09:40:19AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60161

First Name: diane

Middle Initial:

Last Name: cameron
Organization:

Address: 27405 clydesdale ave
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: congress

State: AZ

Zip: 85332

Country: USA

Email: ddemrn@hotmail.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

at this point in time it would be irresponsible not to develop some kind of solar power in Arizona.. We have the resource . we
should take advantage of it.

I would like to see some kind of project in the smaller communities to prove to the doubters that is efficient and the way to go. I
dont believe nuclear power is the answer just because of the waste..(which we cant properly dispose of as yet)



Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60162.

Comment Date: September 5, 2009 13:05:33PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60162

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial:

Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization:

Address:
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City:

State:
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Country:

Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I support the use of solar, I suggest a program that supports many technologies within the current energy fields relating to solar.
Firstly, By supporting / funding many uses- thermal, passive, direct (PV) or other we shall be able to see after several years which
application actually stands up against all factors like cost, return and environmental impsct's (overall).

Secondly, the use of systems also provides a service record, output performance and actuall field testing along with other unforseen
implications resulting from its surroundings. Thirdly, accect a public offering of ideas, concepts and alternatives of sort, in the
energy proction couplings. The compettion has an approved area for public comment - very simular to this possibility.

Thank you



Thank you for your comment, Gay Austin.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60163.

Comment Date: September 6, 2009 21:53:42PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60163

First Name: Gay

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Austin

Organization: Colorado Native Plant Society
Address: 600 North lowa

Address 2:
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State: CO
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Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Dear Personnel,

I am writing to you about my concern regarding the Solar Energy Development project proposed on BLM lands across the West. 1
am concerned that this project may damage or destroy threatened, endangered, or sensitive plant and/or rare lichen populations.
Are plant surveys, plant BA's, and plant BE's going to be conducted by qualified Botanists for the project area? Gay Austin



Thank you for your comment, Jason Hashmi.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60164.

Comment Date: September 7, 2009 15:04:08PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60164

First Name: Jason

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Hashmi
Organization:

Address: 1788 Grevelia St.
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: South Pasadena

State: CA

Zip: 91030

Country: USA

Email: jnhashmi@hotmail.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
To Whom It May Concern,

The plans for a Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) appear to be fast tracking the release of certain,
environmentally sensitive public lands and opening them to solar energy development. The Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
and Department of Energy (DOE) need to consider the consequences of freeing up so much public land for only one use. This
whole process needs to move at a slower pace in order to identify issues and impacts that will arise if this land is developed.
Please consider the following issues:

1. The potential for specific negative impacts to each of the 24 study areas should be clearly explained. The maps fail to identify
any local issues for the regions involved. These would include:

* Degradation of water resources from concentrated solar power
* Impacts to visual resources

* Impacts to flora and fauna

* Impacts to Federal/State Threatened and Endangered Species
* Impacts to cultural sites

* Impacts to Native American values

* Impacts to private property values

* Limiting access to public lands

2. The BLM and DOE should be scheduling public scoping meetings for communities near each of the 24 areas that are being
considered for this proposal.

3. An Environmental Impact Statement should be written for each one of the 24 tracts of land considered in this proposal.
Thank you for your consideration,

Sincerely,

Jason Hashmi

1788 Grevelia Street
South Pasadena, CA 91030



Thank you for your comment, Kenneth Albright.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60165.

Comment Date: September 8, 2009 10:47:20AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60165

First Name: Kenneth

Middle Initial: A

Last Name: Albright

Organization: Southern Nevada Water Authority
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Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: 9-8-09 SNWA scoping comment letter.pdf

Comment Submitted:

Please see attached comment letter



@ SOUTHERN NEVADA WATER AUTHORITY

100 City Parkway, Suite 700 + Las Vegas, NV 891086
MAILING ADDRESS: PO. Box 99956 « Las Vegas, NV 89193-9956
(702) 862-3400 * snwa.com

September 8, 2009

Ms. Linda Resseguie, Project Manager
Solar Energy PEIS

Argonne National Laboratory

9700 S. Cass Avenue - EVS/900
Argonne, IL 60439

Dear Ms. Resseguie:

SUBJECT: SOLAR ENERGY DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMMATIC ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT STATEMENT PUBLIC SCOPING COMMENTS

The Southern Nevada Water Authority (SNWA) appreciates the opportunity to provide scoping
comments on the Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) to evaluate solar energy
development. SNWA is responsible for management and development of water resources for
southern Nevada, and has existing and future interests within the Dry Lake Valley North and
Delamar Valley solar energy study areas in Nevada which should be addressed in the PEIS.

SNWA has applied to the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) for rights-of-way to construct the
Clark, Lincoln, and White Pine Counties Groundwater Development (GWD) Project, and an
Environmental Impact Statement is currently in preparation. The GWD Project consists of
pipelines, power lines, and associated facilities for which rights-of-way have currently been
requested, and future groundwater production wells, collector pipelines, and distribution power
lines for which rights-of-way will be requested in the future. The potential compatibility of solar
energy development with groundwater production wells, pipelines, and power lines should be
addressed in the PEIS. Specifically:

¢ The Lincoln County Conservation, Recreation, and Development Act of 2004 designated
a utility corridor which extends through the currently identified solar study areas. Under
this legislation, the Department of Interior is directed to grant rights-of-way to SNWA for
a water conveyance project (the GWD Project).

* The GWD Project pipeline and power line alignments cross the Dry Lake Valley North
and Delamar Valley solar energy study areas.

* The Dry Lake Valley North and Delamar Valley study areas also encompass areas which
have been identified by SNWA for siting of future groundwater production wells as part
of the GWD Project.

SNWA MEMBER AGENCIES
Big Bend Water District « Boulder City *» Clark County Water Reclamation District « Cily of Henderson « City of Las Vegas « City of North Las Vegas ¢ Las Vegas Valley Water District



Linda Resseguie
September &, 2009
Page 2

SNWA has rights-of-way from the BLM for groundwater monitoring and testing wells that are
located adjacent to the Dry Lake Valley North and Delamar Valley solar energy study areas.
These facilities are part of ongoing regional groundwater monitoring, and are visited at least
quarterly to collect data. Access to these facilities uses existing access roads through the solar
energy study areas. Any potential solar energy development in these areas would need to allow
for continued access to these well facilities.

The PEIS should also address the quantity and source of water that would be required for solar
energy development in Nevada. SNWA holds permitted groundwater rights in Delamar and Dry
Lake Valleys. The Office of the State Engineer of the State of Nevada Ruling #5875 identified
perennial yields, committed consumptive uses, and available quantities of groundwater for future
growth and development in those basins.

SNWA holds livestock grazing permits within the Dry Lake Valley North solar energy study
area {Wilson Creek grazing allotment). Range improvements may be needed in these areas in
the future to maintain and improve ongoing grazing operations. The potential impacts of
designation and use of solar energy development areas on grazing allotments, range
improvements, and grazing operations should be addressed in the PEIS. This should include
potential loss of grazing opportunities, both short term from construction disturbance and the
time necessary for restoration in a desert environment, and permanent from the footprint of
structures and access roads.

SNWA requests to be added to the mailing list for the PEIS and to receive a CD copy of the
document when available. Please send the materials to the attention of Chiaki Brown. We
appreciate the opportunity to provide these scoping comments. If you have any questions
regarding these comments or need additional information, please contact Lisa Luptowitz, Senior
Environmental Planner, at (702) 862-3789.

Sincerely,

A A

Kenneth A. Albright, P.E.
Director, Groundwater Resources

KAA:LL:df

¢: Lisa Luptowitz, Senior Environmental Planner



Thank you for your comment, David Phaneuf.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60166.

Comment Date: September 8, 2009 11:33:51AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60166
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Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I am asking if you have any information as to the project being developed by a company Redco, oout of Utah? I would like to
know where they are in project stage?

Any information whould be appreciated.

Thank you,
David



Thank you for your comment, Jeffrey Twine.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60167.
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Comment Submitted:

I fully support the Solar Energy Study Areas, but, rather than making specific comments on it I’'m submitting an abstract of a
renewable energy plan that I’ve devised.
This plan is somewhat more ambitious and comprehensive. The text is attached:

Renewable Energy Parks System

Much of the land to the west and south of the Rocky Mountains (over 400,000 square miles) is too dry for agriculture. Even where
there is sufficient rainfall farmers are being paid not to farm over 35 million acres (about 55,000 square miles) and many other
farmers are just barely eking out a living. There are at least 500,000 square miles of underutilized land in the land to the west of
the Mississippi alone, and much more in in Alaska and the eastern states. It would be a win-win situation if we used energy parks
to make these open spaces more productive, lessen our dangerous dependence on imported fuels, reduce the amount of
climate-altering carbon dioxide we spew into the atmosphere and create jobs at the same time.

We need to achieve economies of scale to make renewable cost competitive with fossil-fuel electricity or fuels. This can be
achieved, in part, by the creation of large-scale energy parks that would produce electricity or fuels (and perhaps both at the same
site) from wind power, solar electric technologies and biomass. The potential is enormous: If just 1/10 of the above-mentioned
underutilized land was used for energy parks (50,000 square miles) we could produce about 600,000 Megawatts of electricity from
just wind power and considerably more if large arrays of photovoltaic cells were interspersed between the wind turbines.
Alternatively, if biomass appropriate to the region was grown between the turbines on within solar-thermal-electric plants, we
could use the electricity to help produce transportation fuels. These open-space energy parks, together with a real commitment to
energy conservation, would allow us come much closer to energy independence. All eyes are now on the USA; we need to take the
lead in renewable energy, and this would be a great example for other countries to follow.

State or federal energy parks might work best as a joint public/private enterprise — the land being bought or leased by the
government and the energy production facilities built and operated by private entrepreneurs such as wind farm developers.
Corporate sponsorship would be helpful. All parties, including state or federal governments, could share in any resultant profits.

The ideal situation would be one in which the energy parks are sited in under-utilized land fairly close to a city—to minimize
transmission costs. It must be pointed out however, that most of the energy transmission infrastructure is in dire need of
replacement or upgrading. It would be wise to take renewable energy —and renewable energy parks—into account when this
upgrade or replacement is done.

A long-term objective would be the development of a national or state energy park system similar to the current system of national
and state parks which are designed to protect the environment.



Thank you for your comment, jim lefevre.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60168.
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Comment Submitted:

we the people of the united states have an obligation to do as much as we can.that meaning to go solar or wind power. ower
childerns lives depend on what we do know. that we get of the oil wagon. the futcher of america depends on our changing the way
we do things.every body has to do there part. that means our goverment.! the upper class! knowbody should be excluded. we all
have to do our part. more solar. more wind. thanks for your time.



Thank you for your comment, Norma Roman.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60169.
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Comment Submitted:

The plans for a Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) appear to be fast tracking the release of certain,
environmentally sensitive public lands and opening them to solar energy development. The Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
and Department of Energy (DOE) need to consider the consequences of freeing up so much public land for only one use. This
whole process needs to move at a slower pace in order to identify issues and impacts that will arise if this land is developed.
Please consider the following issues:

1. The potential for specific negative impacts to each of the 24 study areas should be clearly explained. The maps fail to identify
any local issues for the regions involved. These would include:

* Degradation of water resources from concentrated solar power
* Impacts to visual resources

* Impacts to flora and fauna

* Impacts to Federal/State Threatened and Endangered Species
* Impacts to cultural sites

* Impacts to Native American values

* Impacts to private property values

* Limiting access to public lands

2. The BLM and DOE should be scheduling public scoping meetings for communities near each of the 24 areas that are being
considered for this proposal.

3. An Environmental Impact Statement should be written for each one of the 24 tracts of land considered in this proposal.
Thank you for your consideration,

Sincerely,
Norma Roman



Thank you for your comment, Karen Meyers.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60170.
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Comment Submitted:

We would like to comment on the small area marked with light blue, east of 29 Palms, & between Joshua Tree Nat Park & the
Marine Corps Base. This is where we live. It is an area called Wonder Valley. We are very much against solar or wind power
development here because of the impact on our way of life. We moved here 28 yrs ago to be in the wide open spaces, & we cherish
our beautiful views of the surrounding mountains. Also at stake are the desert tortoises & lots of other wildlife that live in this

area. There are many areas without homes that would be acceptable for these large-scale developments. Our property is surrounded
by BLM land, so this is particularly important to us. We have a beautiful 4-bedroom 2-bath home + guest house (with our own
well), & are retired now. We have a reverse mortgage on our home, & could not move without incurring great financial hardships.
We do not want our peaceful desert life ruined by large structures, activity & pollution. Please deny the applications for solar &/or
wind development in this area. The water useage alone would be a reason for denial of these projects in this area. There are other
areas that would be much better suited for wind/solar projects. Please take all this into consideration -- there are about 4,000
residents in Wonder Valley who would be adversely affected. Thank you for your time.



Thank you for your comment, Genne Nelson.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60171.
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Comments on Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement
to Evaluate Solar Energy Development on Public Lands

I commend the U.S. Bureau of Land Management for extending the comment period on the development of a Programmatic
Environmental Impact Statement for Solar Energy Development on public lands after the maps of proposed study areas were
released. It is easier to comment on potential site impacts when you actually know where the sites are located. I also commend the
agency for taking a programmatic approach which will streamline processing of future solar development by defining general
policies and mitigation strategies. Commonalities in the areas considered for solar development in the desert Southwest make this
approach possible, but site-specific review for environmental differences will always be needed. Standard policies and
environmental requirements also provide the solar developers with information that can facilitate their early planning stage and
economic evaluation of projects.

I am also glad the BLM recognizes the importance of public land to people who live in communities surrounded by public land.
Solar energy will provide benefits to millions of American. But development of utility-scale solar energy projects has the potential
to have dramatic effects on not only the environment, but on the people who live near them. Rural communities that live within
large tracts of public land should not bear a disproportionate burden of impacts to their quality of life for the benefit of people
hundreds of miles away. Mitigation measures should protect critical components like air quality, water resources and visual
resources of residents who live in the wide-open spaces.

My comments will be divided between those environmental issues that are common to the desert Southwest, and those specific to
the propose site in Nevada identified as Amargosa Valley which is where I live.

Comments Relevant to the Desert Southwest

Water

Part of the reason the desert Southwest is favorable for solar energy development is the fact that it is a desert. Rainfall is slight,
cloudy days are few and sunny days abundant. Consequently water resources are limited. Congress passed the Energy
Independence and Security Act of 2007 which required that “...the Secretary of Energy shall transmit to Congress a report on the
results of a study on methods to reduce the amount of water consumed by concentrating solar power systems.” [1] The fact that
congress commissioned the Department of Energy (DOE) to study water conservation measures suggests Washington recognizes
the need to address water issues in the desert Southwest where solar resources are optimal.

The DOE studied four types of concentrating solar power technologies: parabolic troughs, linear Fresnel, power towers, and
dish/engine. Of these, only parabolic-trough technology is currently in commercial use in this country. All but dish/engine
technology use a conventional steam generation process that requires cooling in order to function. Conventional technology uses
water to cool the systems. For those locations that have surface water resources, water can be circulated once through the plant and
returned to the natural source. This elevates the temperature of the water with potentially significant environmental impacts,
including increased evaporative loss. Recycled cooling, which would be necessary in locations like the Great Basin that lack
surface water resources, essentially loses all the water resource to evaporation. Considering that the report indicates water-cooled
concentrating solar plants use 500 to 650 gal/MWh, this would be a major impact on desert water supplies.

The results of the DOE report show dry cooling technology would consume about 10% of the water required for a wet-cooling
system. That water savings would result in a loss of power output through loss of efficiency and an increased cost for the



dry-cooling system that would translate into a 2-10% increase in power generation costs. The actual amount would depend on the
specific environmental conditions of the plant location. Certainly solar power generators would choose to use the more
cost-effective plant designs. However, every energy sources carries a price. If the American people want renewable energy, then they
must be willing to pay for a new technology that doesn’t create other major environmental impacts. If water resources are not
protected, and groundwater basins decline, the future of solar-generated power would be in peril. Furthermore, if a goal of the BLM
is best use of resources, then requiring dry-cooling technology in the desert Southwest will preserve water for a larger number of
solar-energy plants.

I believe the only responsible approach to solar energy in the desert Southwest is dry cooling. Certainly wet cooling should be
prohibited, and hybrid wet/dry cooling only considered under special circumstances, such as waste-water recycling. Since water
supplies in the desert are precious, I recommend that the BLM require that monitoring sites be selected both near and far field to
solar facility water resources (wells for ground-water sources, flumes or other stream flow measurements for surface water). Plant
usage should also be metered. This would provide early warning if water resources are more negatively impacted than design
projections. Monitoring information should be made available to the public.

Air Quality

Due largely to the limited rainfall in the desert Southwest, the environment is strongly impacted by wind erosion. Construction
and development in cities like Las Vegas, Phoenix, Tucson, Albuquerque and others create significant dust problems if controls
are not implemented. Significant grading and leveling of the site is required during construction of solar facilities. Those solar
technologies that use oils for heat transfer have a flammability potential that causes them to eliminate all vegetation from the solar
collection facility. This disruption of the natural desert floor insures the availability of dust to wind erosion.

Wind storms are common in the desert and can cause significant to total loss of visibility which is major hazard to motorized
traffic. The greater the amount of disturbed land present, the more significant the dust hazards become. Since plant designs call for
large blocks of land (on the order of square miles) for the solar collection array, this can create a major wind erosion problem. All
solar projects should incorporate verifiable dust control technology into their plant design. Installation of downwind air quality
monitor stations should be required to insure compliance.

Dark Sky

I remember almost thirty years ago when [ was attending school in Tucson that light pollution was already an issue for the
National Laboratory at Kitt Peak located sixty miles away. Growth in the desert has continued and protection of the dark sky has
become an important issue in recent years. The cloudless desert nights give some of the best amateur astronomic views in the
country, if not encroached upon by development. Solar facilities that use mirrors need to keep them clean to optimize solar power
generation. But cleaning must be done at night, which can significantly impact rural dark skies. Minimization of light pollution
should be required of solar facilities in rural residential areas and in close proximity to designated land reserves like state and
national parks, wildlife refuges, and wilderness areas.

Residential Impacts

A solar-energy plant is an industrial operation. BLM should not approve development of these facilities in close proximity to
private property owners out of consideration of their safety and quality of life. Reasonable buffer zones should be part of the defined
mitigation for plant sites in proximity to existing communities.

The impacts of housing facility workers in remote locations should be considered and plans provided before permits are granted for
plant construction. Impacts of developing infrastructure for these operations must also be considered, especially when in close
proximity to existing rural communities. Development of land for private housing may adversely affect ground-water supplies
beyond the sustainability of desert hydrologic systems. The shorter-term impacts of a large work force of construction workers
should also be considered

Like any other industrial facility, solar plants are designed for an expected functional life. Decommissioning of the facility at some
future time is part of the original plan. It has long been the policy of governing agencies to require reclamation bonds for mining
operations across the west. This practice should also hold true for solar-energy generation plants. Significant changes will be made
during site development and future restoration of the site should be guaranteed by posting financial assurance. Along the same line,
consideration should be given to the experience and track record of the solar-energy provider that insure honest commitment to
power development over speculator interests.

Comments Relevant to Amargosa Valley, Nevada

Water

One hydrologic factor that should be considered as part of the EIS process specific to Amargosa Valley is the legacy contamination
of ground water located beneath the Nevada Test Site. An agreement was reached between the State of Nevada Division of
Environmental Protection (NDEP) and the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) in 1996 defining a process by which underground
contamination would be predicted and a system of monitoring well installed to insure compliance (under authority of the Federal
Facility Agreement and Consent Order). [2] The state determined that radionuclide (RN) contamination of ground-water resources
that exceeded safe drinking water standards should not leave the boundaries of the Nevada Test Site. Since that time, the
Environmental Management Program of the DOE Nevada Site Office has conducted data collection and modeling for the
Underground Test Areas (UGTA) subproject. Five underground test areas are located within the Nevada Test Site. The Corrective
Action Units (CAUs) are studied and modeled independently and are at different stages in development. The location of the site for
which this PEIS is being conducted is down-gradient of the Pahute Mesa Test Area.

The first iteration of transport modeling for the Pahute Mesa CAU was completed in 2007 [3 and 4]. Part of the findings of this



study found “The Phase I transport model predicted potential migration of RNs exceeding the contaminant boundary standard off
Pahute Mesa within the 1,000-year time frame. The dominant flow path for predicted transport was characterized by convergence of
groundwater flow directly south of Pahute Mesa and thence along the western flank of the resurgent dome of the Timber Mountain
caldera complex...” (p.9). [5] It was further noted that “Uncertainty in the flow model evaluated during the modeling also
suggested alternate flow paths with somewhat less distant RN transport” (p.9). [5]

An open house was held in Beatty in February of this year to acquaint local residents with the results of the Phase I modeling, and
the plans for Phase II drilling scheduled to start in 2009. In the meeting announcement the DOE noted “The Pahute Mesa
Computer Model predicts migration of tritium and carbon-14 off the NTS within 50 years of the first nuclear detonation (1966) in
the Western Pahute Mesa region”. [6] Phase II drilling to collect more data for model comparison and further refinement of the
Phase I model commenced in May of this year and is ongoing at the present time. The first well drilled, ER-20-7 encountered
tritium that exceeded safe drinking water standards, confirming model prediction of RNs at this location. [7] This first well is
located less than a mile from the NTS boundary.

It will be several years before the second round of data collection will be completed and remodeled. However, one critical aspect of
the modeling program makes it important for the work that the DOE is doing be considered in this EIS—the models they are
running are steady state (p.50). [5] They are predicting the migration of radionuclides based on existing water usage—quantity and
point of withdrawal-- in the area. Sites for solar applications on BLM land extend up the U.S. Hwy 95 corridor from Amargosa
almost to Beatty. This is an area (excluding NVN-084359 and NVN-085653) that is largely undeveloped hydrologically except for
U.S. Ecology and some scattered monitoring wells installed by the Bullfrog Mine operations of the 1980-90s.

In November of 2008 the Nevada State Engineer ruled that in light of evidence that “the ground-water basin was being depleted” in
Amargosa Valley, any future requests to change the point of diversion of water rights closer to Devils Hole would be denied [8].
This decision is currently being contested, but if upheld, it is likely that new water supply wells will be developed across the

upper Amargosa Valley farther from Devils Hole and beyond the twenty-five mile radius established by the Order. Most of the
solar application sites are in this area (as is the PEIS site). This change in existing hydraulic withdrawal from the Amargosa basin
will no longer be reflected in the DOE models of ground-water contamination. I feel it is important for the BLM to begin dialog
with the DOE UGTA subproject (Mr. Bill Wilborn is the subproject manager) to discuss the potential changes in the hydrologic
system that may be created by development of solar energy in the Amargosa Valley. The cumulative effects over time could change
the rate and direction of contaminant flow and those results need to be considered early in the process. With models currently in
place, even though they are in the process of modification, the potential impacts of changes in the basin could be reviewed in a
preliminary manner.

I was a member of the Community Advisory Board for six years while the CAB evaluated the adequacy of the UGTA approach to
defining contaminant migration. Among our findings was the fact that Beatty was the community at highest risk for contaminant
migration due to the steeper hydraulic gradient between that town and Pahute Mesa. How would moving points of ground-water
diversion into the upper Amargosa basin affect that risk? The DOE has a monumental task to define ground-water contaminant
transport in a largely fracture-controlled flow system from a site larger than the state of Rhode Island. As a downstream resident of
the NTS, my community has a vested interest in understanding, as one resident put it, “the nature of the beast.” The only source

of domestic water is from the ground and insurance of the safety of that source is vital to the future of the local communities.
Free-flowing springs in Oasis Valley and Ash Meadows are unique ecosystems in the Great Basin / Mojave Desert and they also
deserve protection. It is in everyone’s interest to investigate the impact of changes in the ground-water system before solar plants
begin operation up the length of the valley.

One other consideration—Amargosa Basin is closed to new appropriations of water rights due to the State of Nevada’s policy to
limit water use to perennial yield. When I first saw the solid line of solar applications extending from Amargosa almost to Beatty,
my first thought was “put them in Crater Flat so no one will have to see them”. I have driven past Daggett and Kramer’s Corner
over the years and it isn’t my idea of desert visual esthetics. But I was later discussing life in Amargosa with a USGS hydrologist
that I have worked with over the years while on the CAB. He made an interesting remark that stayed with me because of my
earlier desire tuck the mirrors away in Crater Flat. He basically said that Nye County should be mad at DOE about the legacy
contamination. Crater Flat is basically a virgin ground-water basin with very few assigned water rights, and yet it is directly down
gradient of the Pahute Mesa underground test area. Using the Nevada Water Rights database, I come up with a little over 700

AFA either certified, permitted, or reserved with another 915 AFA pending action. Considering the finite availability of water in
Amargosa, this looks like a pretty good source of untapped water, if you don’t consider the impact of new pumping on
contaminant migration. Should future solar operations be unable to obtain water rights in the Amargosa Basin, it would be nice to
know whether water resources can be safely considered for use from adjacent basins to the area.

Again, I appreciate the opportunity to offer comments and suggestions to the development of the PEIS for solar-energy
development on public lands. I am in favor of the concept renewable solar energy and have been a long advocate of wise use of
public lands. But the benefits of renewable energy must weighed against other environmental impacts. The greatest obstacle to
overcome in solar-energy development is impacts on scarce water resources. I am sure with careful study, reasonable mitigations
can be implemented to balance environmental impacts and allow wise and sustainable solar-power development to go forward.
Genne M. Nelson

P.O. Box 258

2640 E. Cook Rd

Amargosa Valley, NV 89020

gennenel@veawb.coop
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Thank you for your comment, Doug Goodall.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60172.
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Comment Submitted:
I would like to see us use rooftops, parking lots, major transportation corridors and other already disturbed spaces before we start

opening up large tracts of land for these complexes. These are dead spaces that could be used without threat of further disruption of
ecosystems or scenic veiws. These are good places to start and we could add to them as needed.



Thank you for your comment, Johnney Coon.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60173.
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Comment Submitted:

To Whom It May Concern,

I'm a long time resident of Desert Center, over 33 years, and land owner, over 300 acres. I'm very concerned about the large scale
solar projects that are proposed for our desert regions and the speed to which they appear to be progressing. I live just south of the
Coxcomb mtns. My land borders BLM land, which borders Joshua Tree National Park. I've always intended to put my acreage
into a land trust to provide additional habitat for desert wildlife. Habitat is decreasing at an alarming rate throughout the U.S. I'm
concerned about habitat destruction, water usage and our decreasing water table, transmission lines and roads, the threat to the
already threatened and endangered species, the close proximity to a National Park, and the destruction of a mostly pristine desert
environment. I would like to see meetings made available in which we may register our concerns and opinions. This is public
land and our voice should be heard and acted upon. Sincerely,

Ms. Johnney Coon



Thank you for your comment, Timothy Anderson.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60174.
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To Whom It May Concern,

I'm writing to register my opposition to the massive solar projects slated for our deserts. It's not that I'm opposed to solar, I just
believe there is a better way. Destroying a fragile desert environment is not the way. All new contruction should have solar panels
on every rooftop. The federal dollars, taxpayers dollars, could go towards providing all existing structures with solar panels and
other energy conserving systems. Small business could be established to build, install, and service these systems. Many could
find employment with these newly created jobs. Destroying our desert and way of life is not the way to produce needed energy.
Please spend more time studying these proposals and don't fast track them. How about providing some local meetings in our area,
an area that would be adversely impacted. Put the power with the private citizen and not big business. Thank You,

Timothy Anderson



Thank you for your comment, Kenneth Waxlax.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60175.

Comment Date: September 10, 2009 11:43:59AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60175

First Name: Kenneth

Middle Initial: B

Last Name: Waxlax
Organization: Realtor
Address: 43630 Pisces Court
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: La Quinta

State: CA

Zip: 92253

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

The study area called Riverside East in California is an excellent area for large scale solar. It is fairly flat, transmission corridors
already exist, and there are minimal issues with endangered species, flooding, and water. However, I believe it is important that if
this 23,000 acre area is disturbed by solar power generation, that mitigation should be required--thus adding sensitive land to
replace public land dedicated to solat power.

Thank You,

Kenneth B. Waxlax



Thank you for your comment, Christine Canaly.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60176.

Comment Date: September 10, 2009 12:10:39PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60176

First Name: Christine

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Canaly

Organization: San Luis Valley Ecosystem Council

Address: P.O. Box 223

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Alamosa

State: CO

Zip: 81101

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: PEIS.SLVEC.Studyarea.draft.Scoping comments8.09.doc

Comment Submitted:

Please see attached comments below. There should be three attachments so we will send 3 forms.



Delivered via electronic mail and hard copy U.S. post
September 10, 2009

Linda Resseguie

Project Manager

Solar Energy PEIS Scoping
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Ave. — EVS/900
Argonne IL 60439

Re: Comments on the BLM Solar Energy Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement,
(PEIS) specifically, 4 study areas selected for Colorado in the San Luis Valley

Dear Ms. Resseguie;

Please accept and genuinely consider these scoping comments on behalf of the San Luis

Valley Ecosystem Council and the Citizens for San Luis Valley Water Protection

Coalition. We serve the six county area of the San Luis Valley basin in South Central Colorado.
We provide public policy recommendations for the entire Rio Grande Headwaters in CO, an area
encompassing over 8,100 square miles.

San Luis Valley Ecosystem Council (SLVEC)

The mission of SLVEC is to protect and restore—through research, education, and advocacy—
the biological diversity, ecosystems, and natural resources of the Upper Rio Grande bioregion,
balancing ecological values and human needs. SLVEC works as the only local public lands
advocacy organization that is concerned about protecting and restoring intact ecosystems and
wildlife corridors, from the mountain peaks to the rivers along the valley floor, and into New
Mexico.

Since 1995 SLVEC has been serving the San Luis Valley, which is surrounded by 3.1
million acres of public lands that includes the Great Sand Dunes National Park, the Rio Grande
National Forest, three National Wildlife Refuges, numerous State Wildlife Areas, 230,000 acres
of wetlands- the most extensive system in the Southern Rocky Mountains, and some of
Colorado’s most remote wilderness. SLVEC originally formed to offer input for the Revised
Management Plan of the Rio Grande National Forest (RGNF). Today it stands as a voice for
citizens concerned about threats from increased motorized recreation, destructive timber sales,
unbridled development, oil and gas development, and most recently, utility scale solar power
facilities and transmission lines. SLVEC has established a reputation for bringing a strong
environmental voice that finds workable solutions to the rural, conservative, public arena.
SLVEC has approx. 500 members and a mailing list of 4,000 supporters.

Citizens for San Luis Valley Water Protection Coalition (WPC)

is a grassroots organization representing a broad spectrum of interests. It’s members are united by
the belief that the vital ecological, wildlife, cultural, agricultural and water resources of the upper
Rio Grande and Closed Basins of the San Luis Valley should not be jeopardized by destructive
industrialization of any kind. By working with communities, local government and organizations,
WPC is actively engaged in promoting an emerging culture of sustainability in the San Luis
Valley that is responsive to climate change while protecting the vital natural resources that
maintain the healthy functioning of ecosystem processes and services.



Thank you for giving us the opportunity to respond to, and offer input into the BLM and
Department of Energy (DOE) Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) process for
agency wide solar energy programs and policy.

We encourage both a national and a regional conversation on energy use and, especially, on fossil
fuels and their impacts to climate change. It is imperative that our country makes the transition to
the use of renewable energy sources. The warming effects are being felt in the San Luis Valley,
as in other parts of the world, and are impacting wildlife, water supplies, and forest health.

We believe that renewable energy can offer a clean, affordable, sustainable, and environmentally
friendly alternative. We support a measured approach, however, to the switch to alternatives.

We recognize the unique and valuable aspects of the San Luis Valley. We understand that the
Valley has enormous potential in the area of solar production, and has a long history of
supporting solar energy on a smaller scale. We encourage the development of renewable energy
strategies that will promote the long-term health and well being of the community, and protect the
environment, critical habitat, wildlife, sensitive corridors, and water, as well as the history and
culture of this agro-pastoral community.

We urge the DOE and BLM to take a long term view when considering the scale, siting, water
demands and the building of new transmission lines that will be required to accommodate Utility
Scale Solar development in a culturally and ecologically sensitive area like the San Luis Valley
(SLV). It is imperative that solar development remain responsible and that renewable energy
development does not compromise this area’s unique values.

We recommend a national model of appropriate energy development based on what is currently
being implemented in European countries. They appear to exercise a three fold strategy; emphasis
on flexibility in size and scale fitted to location and need, constructing open ended systems that
can rapidly integrate new technologies, and suitably subsidizing research and development that
encompasses a range of alternative energy sources.

Thank you for considering these scoping comments and for your commitment to prioritize and
bring the possibility of responsible renewable energy development to our nation’s infrastructure.
We look forward to a continual interchange of ideas and information throughout this process.

Sincerely,
Christine Canaly, Director Matthew Crowley, Co-Chair
San Luis Valley Ecosystem Council SLV Water Protection Coalition



PEIS Comment Response Outline
. BLM Multiple Use Criteria-Amend Land Use Plan
1. Siting of Energy Corridors
A. Areas to Exclude-National Historic and National Scenic Areas
B. Threatened or Endangered Species, Wildlife Linkage Habitat
1. WATER
A. History
B. Water Quality
C. Water Usage
V. Site Specific Criteria
A. Narrative of proposed areas
B. Site specific species data Sheet

VI. Transmission Lines
A. Regulatory Process- BLM Participation
VII.  References

There are 4 study areas within the San Luis Valley, representing all of Colorado
totaling 22,000 acres.

1. DeTilla Gulch- North of Town of Saguache, between Hwy 285 and Hwy 17

2. Four mile East-NW corner of Hwy 150 and 160 intersection

3. Los Mogotes East- directly west of Town of Romeo & Hwy 285

4. Antonito Southeast- East of San Antonio Mountain

l. BLM Multiple Use Criteria-Amend Land Use Plan (Highlighted by BLM
Question 35)

It is understood that “solar applications received by the BLM are for large- scale,
commercial facilities. These facilities propose to have a large foot print and are likely to be an
exclusive use of the land. They will also require occupancy of the surface for a long period of
time, as much as thirty years. These characteristics generally require the BLM to amend the land
use plan and will require the BLM to conduct a detailed environmental review under
NEPA. Adequate time will also be needed to conduct any environmental studies needed
and to coordinate with a wide variety of concerned organizations. There is also a need to
consult with tribal and state governments and to conduct cultural and historic clearances.”
Recommendations:

The BLM will have to amend it’s land use plan, which is governed by “Multiple Use”
policies to make an “exclusive use” determination of these proposed solar study areas. We are
concerned about the precedence this will set on other BLM lands located in the general vicinity
and strongly encourage the agency to consider a no action alternative, and leave the option open
for siting on degraded private lands instead. Further, we encourage BLM to conduct a detailed
environmental review that will be administered through the local field service offices. We
assume this environmental review will be an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). Local field
offices should have the final say regarding the siting of these proposed utility scale facilities and
the determination decision of what the land base is purported to support.

I1. Siting of Energy Corridors
A. Areas for Exclusion Consideration: National Historic and National Scenic
Areas



Special Management Areas-Sangre de Cristo National Heritage Area

The Notice of Availability identified a number of different types of special management areas
where utility-scale solar development is not appropriate. Areas in the National Landscape
Conservation System including National Heritage Areas are governed by other laws requiring
protection as a priority to protect objects of historic or scientific interest, and must be managed to
protect those values as a priority over other uses. NHA Legislation was passed in March of 2009
containing the counties of Conejos, Costilla and Alamosa counties. These areas also include the
scenic by-way. Specifically, Study Area Four Mile East, which is on the Scenic by-way route and
gateway to the Great Sand Dunes National Park.

Three of the four study areas are located within the Sangre de Cristo National Heritage Area.

1. Four mile East-NW corner of Hwy 150 and 160 intersection

2. Los Mogotes East- directly west of Town of Romeo & Hwy 285

3. Antonito Southeast- East of San Antonio Mountain

The mission of the Sangre de Cristo National Heritage Area (NHA) is to promote, preserve,
protect and interpret the profound historical, religious, environmental, geographic, geologic,
cultural and linguistic resources. These efforts will contribute to the overall national story,
engender a spirit of pride and self-reliance, and create a legacy in the Colorado counties of
Alamosa, Conejos, and Costilla.

The geologic resources found in the NHA are directly associated with human habitation.
The layered water systems first brought in game that attracted many Native tribes to the area,
going back 12,000 years. Hispanic settlers from the south were enticed by the water to raise
crops and sheep. This area boasts the oldest town in Colorado (San Luis), the oldest parish in
Colorado (Our Lady of Guadalupe), and the oldest water rights in Colorado. Anglo ranchers and
farmers raised cattle and wheat, and present-day crops of alfalfa, potatoes, and lettuce. The
geographic isolation of the area has essentially preserved cultural identity of those groups.

Historically, the SLV area was a crossroads of culture. Mt. Blanca, southeast of the
Great Sand Dunes, marks the eastern boundary of the Navajo. Mt. Blanca is considered one of
four mountain peaks in the four corner area to be sacred among various tribes who inhabited and
traded in this area.

B. Threatened, endangered and sensitive species habitat, as well as critical cores and
linkages for wildlife habitat
Excerpts from Sangre de Cristo National Heritage Area feasibility Study

Wetlands and waterfowl

Within the Sangre de Cristo NHA, a mixture of wetland communities including, creek
bottom, permanent and seasonal ponds, upland shrublands and playa wetlands provide breeding
and migration habitat for raptors, songbirds, waterbirds and waterfowl. Wetlands are often found
in areas where groundwater, from the aquifer, move towards low-lying areas and surfaces on the
landscape.

Globally significant Flora and Fauna
A number of plant, plant community and animal species found in the Sangre de Cristo NHA have
been recognized by the Colorado Natural Heritage Program (CNHP) as globally significant.
These species have received a G1 to G3 rating, meaning they are vulnerable to extinction due to a
very small population size, a very restricted range, or other biological factors.

Animals
Southwestern willow flycatcher-(empidonaz trailii extremus), a federally endangered songbird
inhabits riparian vegetation within the San Luis Valley. This songbird migrates and nests in
dense willow and cottonwood areas throughout the SLV, including areas that are within the
Sangre de Cristo NHA.
The following species are also found within the Sangre de Cristo NHA and have been
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identified as “sensitive” by federal agencies. The sensitive designation indicates that the species’
population viability is a concern.
= Greater sandhill crane (Forest Service) see map of flyway group
= White-faced Ibis (FS/BLM)
Plants
Slender spiderflower (Cleome multicaulis)- a globally imperiled plant found in the
transition areas between wet meadows and the adjacent slat grass/greasewood uplands
throughout the NHA. (CNHP 1998). Alhough once widespread in the southern Rocky
Mountains, this species now occurs almost exclusively in the San Luis Valley.
The San Luis Valley contains the most numerous, largest, and healthiest populations of
the species in the world.”

Recommendation: We encourage withdrawal consideration of the 3 proposed study areas
located within the Sangre de Cristo National Heritage Area.

1. Four mile East-NW corner of Hwy 150 and 160 intersection

2. Los Mogotes East- directly west of Town of Romeo & Hwy 285

3. Antonito Southeast- East of San Antonio Mountain
It is imperative that the public lands within this NHA remain intact and continue as a cultural
resource and a living example of the community history of the area. The NHA area needs to be
maintained for traditional uses such as hunting, grazing and wood gathering purposes without
having to create new access routes or changing the use so significantly that it no longer feasible
for the land to be used for human substantive purposes. The reason for the NHA was to preserve
a “sense of place”. It is important to remember that the study areas, if developed for industrial
scale solar purposes, will alter surrounding areas as well.

1. WATER

A. History of Efforts to Protect the Waters of the San Luis Valley
The Great Sand Dunes National Park and Preserve Act of 2000 was a culmination
of public support that was engaged for more than a decade. In December of 1987,
a corporation called American Water Development Incorporated (AWDI), with
Canadian shareholders, applied to water court for the right to pump 200,000-acre
ft. of water per year from the confined aquifer underlying the Baca Ranch.
Many efforts were made on the federal, state and local level to protect water
interests in the San Luis Valley.
Examples include U.S. Senate Bill 1812 (102 Congress, 1st Session) introduced by Tim Wirth on
October 4, 1991. The intention of this bill was to:
“provide for the protection of the water resources of the San Luis Valley from
the potential impact of proposed water development projects for export of
water out of the San Luis Valley upon Federal interests in Federal
reclamation projects, interstate compacts for the allocation of water,
national monuments, and national wildlife refuges, wildlife habitat area of
withdrawals, and for other purposes."
Saguache County passed a “Significant Recharge Area” ordinance through its 1041
regulations in 1994. It protected the waters flowing into the Baca Ranch based on a
permeability study analyzing how much surface water will absorb into the soil
within a 24-hour period. Anything above 6 ft./per day was considered a high
recharge zone. A permeability rate of 17 ft./day was measured in some areas of
the Baca Ranch (Allen Davey Study prepared for the 1991 AWDI legal case).

B. Water Quality Concerns
The significant recharge area highlights specific concerns,



especially regarding the introduction of heavy oils for heat transfer; ethylene glycol to stop water
from freezing, and other types of potential spillage associated with the development of industrial
scale solar.

In 1998, Colorado House Bill 98-1011 was passed requesting that, due to
insufficient knowledge, a confined aquifer study be conducted in the San Luis
Valley:

*““Concerning the replacement of depletions from new withdrawals of
groundwater division 3 that will affect the rate or direction of movement

of groundwater in the confined aquifer, and, in connection therewith,
authorizing the State Engineer to promulgate rules that optimize the use of
the groundwater and provide alternative methods to prevent injury”.

In section (3) (a), the Water and Irrigation Act states that:

“The hydrologic system in water division 3 and, in particular, the hydrology
and geology of the shallow aquifer and confined aquifer systems and their
relationship to surface streams in water division 3 are unique and are

among the most complex in the state....there is currently insufficient
comprehensive data and knowledge of the relationship between the

surface streams and the confined aquifer system to permit a full
understanding of the effect of groundwater withdrawals, affecting the
confined aquifer upon the natural stream and aquifer systems in water
division 3....(b)1..[rules promulgated by the State Engineer]shall be based
upon specific study of the confined aquifer system and shall be promulgated
prior to July 1, 2001...the State Engineer and the Colorado Water
Conservation Board shall proceed with diligence to complete needed studies”.

This act is important for two reasons:

1) It underscores the complex and poorly understood nature of the regions
hydrogeology, even of the relatively shallow unconfined and confined
aquifers and;

2) It addresses the need for further studies in order to better understand and
inform water-related policy.

Water-The valley’s most prized Resources

Most recently, regarding the passage of the Sangre de Cristo National Heritage Area
(NHA), the feasibility study states that “no other NHA has explored the role of water in shaping
an alpine desert valley’s natural wonders and biological diversity.”

C. Water Usage-The Wilderness Society (TWS) comments as it relates to the SLV

Water continues to be a major concern in arid regions like the San Luis Valley where the
proposed study areas are located and we urge the BLM to take a proactive approach to this issue
in the PEIS.

Electric generation from solar (and other) thermal power plants is most efficient when a source of
cooling — typically water — is available to remove waste heat from the thermal cycle.'
Unfortunately, study areas that are the focus in places like the San Luis Valley, at the headwaters
of the Rio Grande, are already dealing with intense competition between over-appropriated water
supplies, Rio Grande Compact obligations to downstream users and agriculture.” Permitting

' See, e.g., Renewable Energy Transmission Initiative Phase 1B Final Report (January 2009), Chapter 111 —
Environmental Assessment of Competitive Renewable Energy Zones, p. 3-3 (hereinafter “RETI Phase 1B
Report™).

* See, e.g., Colorado River Project, River Report — Summer 2009, p. 8. See also id., pp. 4-5, 6.
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water-cooled production of energy from solar resources would add to that competition.” The
BLM should explore ways to avoid these results in the PEIS.

One option is to adopt a policy which would discourage the use of wet-cooling for power
plants. Both California and Nevada have adopted such policies.* California’s policy states that
the Energy Commission “will approve the use of fresh water for cooling purposes by power
plants only where alternative water supply sources and alternative cooling technologies are shown
to be ‘environmentally undesirable’ or ‘economically unsound’.”® There is broad acceptance of
this policy in California, including among the solar industry,® where alternatives considered to
date have included use of brackish water as well as dry-cooling.” Although Arizona does not
have an explicit policy, it has moved to strictly regulate water use in solar projects.®

Alternatively, there is the option of adopting a performance standard that specifies the
amount of water that is acceptable per MW generated. Rather than tie solar development to one
specific technology — i.e., dry-cooling, such an option would allow for any technology that would
meet the standard and could in fact result in technology improvements.’

We also have concerns about converting an Agricultural water right into Municipal and
Industrial (M &I) use, which will be the case with Industrial scale solar development. Once that
change in water right occurs, it will remain in use for industrial scale purposes because it will no
longer be economically feasible for it to return to agriculture. In viewing this scenario long term,
we realize that in 30 years, consideration must be given to the future use of these converted M & I
water rights, especially where technological changes will occur that render these industrial scale
solar facilities obsolete.

Finally, there is the option of adopting a technology-forcing standard that would continue
to elevate the bar regarding water use and, for that matter, encourage the use of new, innovative
technologies. For an example, the Department of Energy’s project selection criteria for
renewable energy projects “seeks to give priority consideration to “new or significantly
improve technologies” that are not extensively used in the marketplace, See, “Federal
Loan Guarantees for Projects That Employ Innovative Energy Efficiency, Renewable
Energy, and Advanced Transmission and Distribution Technologies,” Loan Guarantee
Solicitation Announcement, July 29, 2009, pp. 35-36.

? The amount of water used for wet cooling a power tower plant is about 500 gallons of water per MWh of
electricity, similar to a typical coal or nuclear plant. U.S. Department of Energy, Report to Congress,
“Concentrating Solar Power Commercial Application Study: Reducing Water Consumption of
Concentrating Solar Power Electricity Generation, p. 4 (hereinafter “DOE Report on Water Use”)
(accessible at http://www] .eere.energy.gov/solar/pdfs/csp_water study.pdf). A water-cooled parabolic
trough plant consumes about 800 gal/MWh, or about four times what a combined-cycle natural gas plant
consumes. Id. Because wet-cooled plants are more efficient than dry-cooled, see text at note 6 supra, more
land would be required to produce a given amount of energy.

* See, e.g., California Energy Commission 2003 Integrated Energy Policy Report.

3 California Energy Commission, Preliminary Staff Assessment, Beacon Solar Energy Project, Application
For Certification (08-AFC-2), Kern County (Posted April 1, 2009) (hereinafter “Beacon Staff Draft”), p.
4.9-5.

®See, e.g., RETI Phase 1B Report, p. 3-3, describing agreement of all RETI stakeholders, including solar
generators, to the assumption, for RETI purposes, that dry-cooling would be used except when reclaimed
water from communities of a certain size is available.

7 In the case of the Beacon project, CEC analysis revealed that dry-cooling could “reduce ... consumption
of potable water by up to 97 percent.” Beacon Staff Draft, p. 1-6. In addition, the analysis revealed that
not only were both of these options economically feasible, but also that dry cooling might “actually result
én lower project operating costs.” Id., p. 4.9-48.

See
http://www.azwater.gov/AzDWR/WaterManagement/documents/SolarPowerPlantsSummaryFINALPublic.
pdf
° For additional options, see DOE Report on Water Use, supra.
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Recommendations: The PEIS needs to produce guidelines on water use, including those
described above, so that the agency and the concerned public can see the tradeoffs involved in
saving fresh water. Some local citizens look at this utility scale solar movement as another
opportunity for a large scale water grab, so it is imperative that the BLM be cautious about
protecting these ground water systems, that they remain intact for future generations.

In conclusion, we want to ensure that all renewable energy development in the San Luis Valley:
* Does not put at risk our critically important aquifer, wetlands and other water sources that
support migratory waterfowl, nor our diverse ecosystems, nor our historical and vital agricultural
base; in particular the extensive but fragile aquifers that underlie these values, that we, and the
citizens of the SLV have worked long and hard to protect.

V. Site Specific Criteria
The Nature Conservancy (TNC) identified key potential species conflicts that we would like
to emphasize.
Since the entire Valley floor appears to be high potential for solar development, key potential
conflicts were also identified throughout the Valley and beyond. Below are the most significant
from an ecological/conservation perspective based on a preliminary analysis, and for which data
was available data. See TNC map, species data and comments for rationale:

Bald eagle roost sites and winter concentration areas

Bighorn sheep production areas and severe winter range

Gunnison sage-grouse production Areas, severe winter Range, winter Range, and overall range
Globally imperiled plants and natural communities as ranked by CNHP

Riparian areas

Potential Conservation Areas as identified by the CNHP

Sandhill crane habitat

Los Mogotes Area of Critical and Environmental Concern (ACEC)
About 5 miles from Los Mogotes East solar study area- directly west of Town of Romeo & Hwy 285

This ACEC is located eight miles southwest of La Jara, the Conejos River forms its
southern boundary. This area was designed as an ACEC due to the critical winter range for big
game species. Mountain plover, a BLM sensitive species, nests in this area.

The area is characterized by wind sweep, gorgeous views of the Sangres, and a traditional
hunting area for Antonito and Capulin residents. There are active Gunnison prairie dog colonies,
winter wildlife range, mating grounds, and birthing grounds. It also contains special status plant
values. We support preservation of the winter wildlife range, mating grounds, and birthing
grounds and protection of the special status plant communities.

Identification of Resources
Active Gunnison prairie dog colonies, grouse, pronghorn antelope, elk, deer, coyote,
wildlife winter range/birthing grounds.

Cumbres and Toltec Railroad Corridor ACEC Travel Management Area
This ACEC is located near the Antonito Southeast solar study area- East of San Antonio
Mountain
“The Cumbres and Toltec Railroad ACEC was designated to protect the view shed for this
historic railroad which runs from Antonito, CO to Chama, NM. The railroad is owned jointly by
the states of Colorado and New Mexico. It was determined that the VRM classification (Class II)
was of critical importance for the railroads financial stability. This is to protect the historic



cultural resources in context with the railroad and the VRM classification. This open terrain
allows excellent scenery viewing for the train passengers.”
The final SLV BLM Travel Management Plan (TMP) EA objectives include:

e Strict conformance to VRM class objectives.

e Protect historical and visual values.

e Protect National Register eligible cultural resources for Cumbres and Toltec Scenic

Railroad

Ortiz/Stateline
The railroad embraces this area because of the hills with flat open range, pinon, juniper,
ponderosa pine forests. Traditional uses follow the wildlife corridor, hunting and fuel gathering
used by people of Conejos County for more than 150 years.
Resources include: Gunnison Prairie Dog, pinon-juniper shrublands, ponderosa pine (higher
elevation-near Forest BLM boundary). We continue to recommend seasonal closures for wildlife
protection. The area is dissected by the Cumbres and Toltec Railroad, receives multiple exposure
from the public. Herd migration patterns continue along Los Pinos Creek between Colorado and
New Mexico.

De Tilla Gulch Solar Study Area- Species Identified within CNHP Potential Conservation Area
(PCA) Review attached Data sheet for Species within specific area
Spermophilus tridecemlineatus blanca

Thirteen-lined ground squirrel

Subspecies

Spermophilus tridecemlineatus blanca

Libellula nodisticta Hoary Skimmer

Perognathus flavus sanluisi Silky Pocket Mouse Subsp
Thirteen-lined Ground Squirrel

Subspecies

Spermophilus tridecemlineatus blanca

Site Specific Recommendations: When reviewing the Species chart and other relevant data, it is
clear there are potential conflicts in all 4 solar study areas. We recommend consideration of
withdrawal of the 4 solar study areas based on the species, historical, traditional and scenic use
data. Also, we do not know the consequences regarding impacts to flyway groups which are
abundant in the SLV and take advantage of the concentrated wetlands. We do not know the
impacts that heat/light concentrations at 40 plus ft (height of utility scale solar facilities) have on
these water bird species. We have not been able to locate any research that has been done to
analyze impacts to flyway groups as it relates to utility scale solar.

VI. Transmission lines

In addition to industrial scale solar energy plants themselves, habitat fragmentation can be caused
by transmission corridors, which will need to be built to facilitate the export of solar power
outside the SLV into a larger energy grid. Wildlife habitat fragmentation caused by transmission
lines (including branch powerlines), pipelines (including feeder pipelines) and roads generally fall
into three broad categories:

1. Construction impacts (access, right-of-way clearing, construction of towers,

stringing of cables);

2. Line maintenance impacts (inspection and repair); and

3. Impacts related to the physical presence and operation of the transmission line.

As such, wildlife habitat must be examined on an individual project and site-specific

basis. The only way to accomplish this requirement is to ensure that each individual solar



project is spatially evaluated for direct, indirect and cumulative impacts.

Specific activities that negatively impact wildlife and cause destruction of core habitat or
habitat fragmentation include the construction of facilities, blading and scraping of the
ground, disturbance of soil by the use of heavy machinery, noisy machinery during
construction and maintenance, noise from helicopters, removal of vegetation, blasting,
filling depressions (a.k.a. re-contouring the landscape), disposal of waste and chemicals
on site, use of herbicides, and the use of borrow pits.

Recommendation -Coordination of Transmission Corridor

BLM must work closely with the designation of new corridors and address it in the PEIS, then
BLM must complete all of the necessary NEPA analysis for those corridors, including a thorough
discussion as to why the ongoing corridor designation processes will not be sufficient. In making
a determination about the need for additional corridors, the BLM should commit to first
coordinating with the ongoing designation processes and prioritize using those corridors, instead
of designating still more corridors without coordination. To our knowledge, BLM has played a
minimal role in the public process regarding the proposed San Luis Valley/Calumet Comanche
Transmission Project (from Walsenburg along Hwy 160 along La Veta Pass to the Alamosa sub-
station). This will be an additional 95 miles of transmission line corridor. BLM needs to play a
critical role in the designation process and become a cooperating agency with Tri-State and Excel
through the Dept. of Agriculture.

Additional Recommendations

= Benefits to the Local Economy from Undeveloped Public Lands
The Solar PEIS should fully address the impacts that utility-scale solar energy
development on undeveloped public lands will have on the local economies throughout
the study area. The San Luis Valley in particular actively maintains the strong economic
and cultural values based on agriculture and ranching. The Valley produces 92% of the
potatoes grown in Colorado, which ranks fourth among potato producing states in the
U.S. Local economic benefits of developing BLM lands for Solar siting purposes need to be
reflected in the PEIS.

Thanks for giving us the opportunity to submit these comments. We look forward to further
discussion and input regarding these proposed solar study areas. We appreciate your time and
consideration in this matter.

VI1I. References

1. Sangre de Cristo National Heritage Area Feasibility Study, Mimi Mathers, Anne Marie
Velasquez, July 8.23.05, Shapins and Associates

2. SLVEC/CSLV/WPC Solar PEIS Scoping Comments -July 2008, Ceal Smith, Research and
Coordination

3. SLVEC BLM Travel Management Scoping Comments-July 2004, Christine Canaly

4. The Wilderness Society Solar PEIS Scoping Comments, July 2008

5. Center for Native Ecosystems, Eco Resolutions Forest Service Ecologically based Travel
Management Plan & GIS mapping Project Julia Kinsch and Connor Bailey- March 2009
6. TNC BLM Colorado Solar Study Area Scoping Comments-September 2009

7. CNE Species Data SLVEC google Earth map review- September 2009
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Thank you for your comment, Christine Canaly.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60177.
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Species Data focus on 4 Solar Study Areas in the San Luis Valley totaling Approx.
22,000 acres, Areas include: Detilla Gulch-1520 acres, Four Mile East-3,878 acres, L0s

Mogotes East-5,905 acres and Antonito South East- 9,591 acres

Species | Detilla | Four Los Antonito | Miles in
Gulch | Mile Mogotes | South Length/Width
East East East
Elk Overall | Entire Entire Entire Entire Study
Range Study Study Study Area | Area
Area Area
Elk Winter | 496 Acres | None Entire 5,442 Acres
Range Along Study Area | Western
Hwy 285 Half- 3.47
2.75 mi miles
Elk Severe Same None Entire Same area
Winter Area as Study Area | as Winter
Range winter range above
range
above
Elk None 213 None .60 miles long
Summer Acres .98 miles width
Range NE
Quadrant
Gunnison’s | 2 Areas 1,016 518 Acres 9.48 acres
Prarie Dog | 1. Along Acres, 2.82 Mile Along
Colonies Hwy 285 | 2.42 length, .43 western
2.05 Mile mi width border
Miles long, 1.6 | Upper left 42 Mi
long, .23 mi width | Quadrant length
miWidth, Southern .05 mi
2. entire Quadrant width
eastern
boundary
47 mi
Length-
.87 Width
Gunnison’s | Entire Entire Entire Entire Study
Prarie Dog | Study Study Study Area | Area
Overall Area Area
Range
Mtn Lion Entire Entire Entire Entire Study
Overall Study Study Study Area | Area
Range Area Area
Mule Deer | Entire Entire Entire Entire Study
Overall Study Study Study Area | Area
Range Area Area
Mule Deer 1,127 None 134 acres None
Winter acres 1.94 mi
Range Along length, .15
Hwy 285 mi width
2.73 mi Western
length, .81 border of
width Study area
Pronghorn | Entire Entire Entire Entire Study
Overall Study Study Study Area | Area
Range Area Area
Pronghorn Entire Entire Entire Entire Study
Winter Study Study Study Area | Area
Range Area Area
Wildlife Entire Entire Entire Entire Study
Linkage Study Study Study Area | Area
Corridor Area Area
Bald Eagle | None None None Entire Study

Winter

Area




Species Data focus on 4 Solar Study Areas in the San Luis Valley totaling Approx.
22,000 acres, Areas include: Detilla Gulch-1520 acres, Four Mile East-3,878 acres, L0s
Mogotes East-5,905 acres and Antonito South East- 9,591 acres

Forage
Bald Eagle | 746 acres, | Entire Entire Entire Study
Winter Eastern Study Study Area | Area
Range border Area
Parcel, 3
mi radius
Black Bear | Entire Entire Entire Entire Study
Overall Study Study Study Area | Area
Range Area Area
CNHP Entire None None None
Potential northern
CA’s portion of
study area
1.57 mi
width
1.91 mile
length




Thank you for your comment, Christine Canaly.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60178.

Comment Date: September 10, 2009 12:15:56PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60178

First Name: Christine

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Canaly

Organization: San Luis Valley Ecosystem Council
Address: P.O. Box 223

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: A

State: CO

Zip: 81101

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: SandHillCraneDistribution.1.doc

Comment Submitted:

Attachment #3






Thank you for your comment, Paul Whitworth.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60179.

Comment Date: September 10, 2009 12:33:43PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60179

First Name: Paul

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Whitworth

Organization: LightSource Renewables, LLC
Address: 9151 Rehco Road

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: San Diego

State: CA

Zip: 92121

Country: USA

Email: paulwhitworth@lsrenew.com

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: Palo Verde PEIS Consolidated.pdf

Comment Submitted:

Please see attached letter. Thank you.



9151 Recho Road
San Diego, CA 92121

Septemer 10, 2009

Solar Energy Development Programmatic EIS
Argonne National Laboratory EVS/900

9700 S. Cass Avenue

Argonne, IL 60439

RE: Comments On Solar Development & Study Areas, Solar Programmatic EIS (PEIS)

Dear Sir / Madame:

LightSource Renewables, LLC (‘L.SR’) is a utility scale solar energy developer focusing on solar
development in California and Arizona. LSR takes great care in its site selection process to
identify project sites that minimize the impacts of solar projects on surrounding lands and
communities. LSR is writing this letter because it appears, based on the map published by the
BLM titled “Solar Energy Study Areas in Arizona”, that an excellent potential solar site has been
omitted from the PEIS (Attachment 1).

One of LSR’s target sites (‘Target Site’) is in Arizona on BLM land near the Palo Verde Nuclear
Facility on the west side of Phoenix. The legal land description for the Target Site is: TIN R7W
sections 33, 34, 35 and T1S R7W sections: 1 (south half), 3, 4, 5 (east half), 8 (east half), 9, 10,
11 (federal lands only), 12 (north half). See Attachment 2 for a map of the Target Site.

LSR believes the Target Site is well suited to solar development:

e The area of the Target Site is an existing hub for electricity generation.
o There are four large power plants already operating in the area (see Attachment
3):
= 4,000 MW Palo Verde Nuclear Plant, 3 miles to the north east
= 585 MW Dynegy Arlington Plant 1.5 miles east
= 1,200 MW Sempra Mesquite Plant 3 miles east
= 1,060 MW APS Redhawk Plant 4 miles east

o There are at least two solar projects planned on nearby private land
= LS Power: 3,500-acre solar thermal plant south of the Target Site
= Sempra Mesquite Solar: 50 to 100 MW PV solar plant a few miles east of
the Target Site



e The Target Site is close to large scale transmission infrastructure:
o Four miles from the Hassayampa substation, which is a 500 KV substation with
ability to deliver power throughout the southwestern United States

o High voltage power lines (500 KV Devers-Palo Verde power line) cross the
project site

e The Land at the Target Site is well suited to solar development:
o Flat land with a slight south slope
o The Target Site is not in or adjacent to designated critical habitat, special management
areas, wilderness study areas or Areas of Critical Environmental Concern (ACECs)

o Project Site has good availability of ground water in the Hassayampa sub-basin
compared with the Harquahala solar development area

According to the map published by BLM on June 5, 2009 this Target Site has not been included
in the BLM Lands Being Analyzed for Solar Development. For the reasons described above,
LSR believes this area should be studied. Therefore, LSR would like to make the following
requests:

e The “BLM Lands Being Analyzed for Solar Development in PEIS” be expanded to
include the Target Site listed above

e The Gillespie Solar Energy Study Area be expanded to include the Target Site listed
above.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. We welcome the opportunity to discuss the
contents of this letter with BLM (or the project team at Argonne National Laboratory) at its
convenience. We can be reached at paulwhitworth@Isrenew.com.

Sincerely,

Paul Whitworth
Senior Vice President



Solar Energy Study Areas in Arizona
Map Prepared June 5, 2009

Property of the U.S. Departments of Energy and the Interior

for Use in Preparation of their Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement

to Develop and Implement Agency-Specific Programs for Solar Energy Development
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Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60180.

Comment Date: September 10, 2009 14:10:34PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60180

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial:

Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization:

Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]

State: [Withheld by requestor]

Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Everyone agrees we need to do some about reducing the emissions of greenhouse gas and our dependency of foreign oil. But how
we do this is the real question. It doesn't make sense to destroy our beautiful irreplaceable desert to bring electricity to big cities
like L.A., San Diego and Las Vegas. How about this idea: putting solar panels on every business and residence in these big cities
(and small cities too) then it doesn't have to travel (on big ugly towers) through our smaller communities (who don't want them).
How about the corridors for the wild life? where do they go to keep making future wildlife? How about the air quality, all the dust
that will be stirred up building and maintaining the equipment. Water; where is that coming from? Will these solar farms be
polluting our well water?

These "green" companies are wolves in sheep clothing, I don't believe they have any altruistic

motives as they like to portray, the only green they care about is green money. The other thing I hear from these "green"
companies is that there is no one out here-desert. Of course there are, there are real thriving communities who love the clean air,
clean water, and wildlife. We need to have rural lands in these United States.

Like I said if they really care about being "green", make jobs installing solar panels on houses and businesses.

Leave our natural resources alone, we can't replace them.

Now do the right thing!

thank you,



Thank you for your comment, Richard Orr.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60181.

Comment Date: September 10, 2009 16:29:22PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60181

First Name: Richard

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Orr

Organization: Sustainable Grazing Coalition
Address: P.O. Box 145

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Caliente

State: NV

Zip: 890080145

Country: USA

Email: bbwheatgrass@yahoo.com

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: Solar EIS Scoping Comments.doc

Comment Submitted:

Additional information to add to comment SOLARM60148



SUSTAINABLE GRAZING COALITION

Nevada State Board of Agriculture ® Nevada Rangeland Resources Commission e
Nevada Cattlemen’s Association ® Nevada Farm Bureau o
Nevada Central Grazing Committee

P.O. Box 310, Elko NV 89803

September 5, 2009

SCOPING COMMENT POINTS FOR THE PROPOSED SOLAR POWER PROJECT:

1. There is no mention of actual surface acres of coverage of the collectors. How many
surface acres of occupation will there be at maximum development of the site? This
question is critical in evaluating extent of potential impact to vegetation, soils, and pre-
existing permitted activity in the identified areas. The extent of impact to existing
permitted activities increases exponentially in effect as the area of inaccessible area
increases.

2. Will the area of surface occupation be closed to access? We assume this would be
required for protection of the collectors.

3. How many years long is the build out phase? This is important to know to access the
effect on pre-permitted activities.

4. The sites are all located in valley bottoms which are on silt and course-silt textured
soils that are highly subject to wind erosion once disturbed. Any increase in traffic on
roads or the area in general will result in increased disturbance and heavily eroded soils.
This area is in an area with a preponderance of wind out of the south west during late
winter and spring months and all of the valley areas classify as highly erodible under
Natural Resources Conservation Service Highly Erodible Lands (HEL) identification
procedures. What are you proposing to reduce or eliminate this impact.

5. These silt textured soils are principally dominated by the shrub Winterfat
(Krascheninnikovia lanata) which is a very significant and desired forage plant but is also
very difficult to successfully re-establish if it has been damaged due to excessive traffic
or trampling or it has been lost from the site. This is exacerbated if the damage to the
plant also broke up the soil’s structure resulting in compaction and erosion of the surface
layers of soil which contains the majority of available soil organic matter which is crucial
for plant re-establishment and growth.

6. Livestock operations in the potential construction areas identified rely on these large
valley areas for winter livestock grazing (winter forage) on their permits. The protected
collector sites are likely to be fenced and will have a system of access routes all of which
remove or disturb surface vegetation resulting in less forage available for the already
existing permitted (tenured permit) livestock grazing. Grazing permits can only run as
many livestock as the most limiting portion of the permit. For example, if the winter



portion of the permit is only capable of supporting 500 head of livestock but the summer
portion of the allotment is capable of sustaining 1500 head, then the permit would likely
only run a total of 500 head of cattle on a year round grazing operation. A permittee
cannot successfully work with fluctuating livestock numbers over the long term on a
seasonal basis like this in any economical manner. The disproportionate loss of access to
forage on one portion of the allotment may render it uneconomical to run any of the
permits. The only choice to cover for a disproportionate loss like this is to purchase other
permits covering the period of forage that was lost if any such permits are even available,
or to purchase private land or feed to cover the lost period. All of these are unlikely
without some level of compensation for the part that was lost. This could make the entire
operation unfeasible.

7. In the court case “The Estate of E. Wayne Hage and The Estate of Jean N. Hage vs.
The United States”, the Hage permits were canceled by the federal agency for failure to
abide by permit stipulations and terms and conditions as the agency had the authority to
regulate this permit. The judge ruled in favor of the federal agency on this point but also
ruled (abbreviated version) that all the improvements and water owned or held by the
Hage’s were, in essence, personal property that had value and were considered a taking as
they were no longer useable by the Hage’s without their holding the permit to graze. As
a result, the Hage’s estate was awarded a substantial amount of monetary award from the
government to compensate for the fact that by the agency canceling the permit they were
denied use of their other properties. Several of the valleys in question hold numerous
springs, wells and other water sources with water rights held by the permittees, and other
range improvements such as corrals, fences, etc., that are owned by the permittees. If this
action makes continued use and access to the permit unfeasible, will the permittees be
adequately compensated for the value of their other property being rendered useless due
to a federal action as in the Hage case? In addition, there is a cumulative effect of the
disproportionate loss of a particular part of the permit making it uneconomic as stated in
issue 6 above.

Sincerely;

Richard A. Orr
Certified Professional in Range Management



Thank you for your comment, CR Teeple.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60182.

Comment Date: September 11, 2009 13:35:23PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60182

First Name: CR

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Teeple
Organization:

Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Tucson

State: AZ

Zip: 85750

Country: USA

Email: crtee2@mindspring.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
I think that setting aside these areas is a great start to encouraging solar energy activity. I would like to see more areas set aside in

Arizona, because it seems that Arizona has great potential to provide solar energy to the rest of the country. Keep up the good
work and try to move development along more quickly.



Thank you for your comment, David Welch.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60183.

Comment Date: September 11, 2009 16:31:59PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60183

First Name: David

Middle Initial: J

Last Name: Welch

Organization: Oregon-California Trails Association
Address: 4374 Vashon Dr NE

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Lacey

State: WA

Zip: 98516

Country: USA

Email: welchdj2@comcast.net

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

The Oregon-California Trails Association, a 2,000 member national organization, is concerned about possible impacts to
designated historic trails, historic trails that may be designated in the future and their setting. Placement of solar facilities should
be designed so as to not adversely impact these (and other) cultural resources. A complete survey of potential sites should be
performed before any final determination of a solar site.



Thank you for your comment, Michael Connor.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60184.

Comment Date: September 11, 2009 16:53:34PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60184

First Name: Michael

Middle Initial: J

Last Name: Connor

Organization: Western Watersheds Project

Address: California Office

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Reseda

State: CA

Zip: 91337

Country: USA

Email: mjconnor@westernwatersheds.org

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: 09-10-09-WWPBLMSEZSolarPEIScomments.pdf

Comment Submitted:

Comments from Western Watersheds Project are attached as a pdf file.



Michael J. Connor, Ph.D.

Cadlifornia Director

P.O. Box 2364, Reseda, CA 91337-2364

Tel: (818) 345-0425

Email: mjconnor@westernwatersheds.org

Web site: www.westernwatersheds.org Working to protect andrestore Western Waters heds

September 11, 2009

Solar Energy PEIS Scoping
Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Avenue—EVS/900
Argonne, IL 60439

Filed electronically through: http://solareis.anl. gov

RE:  Bureau of Land M anagement. Notice of Availability of Maps and Additional Public
Scoping for Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement to Develop and Implement
Agency-Specific Programs for Solar Energy Development; Bureau of Land M anagement
Approach for Processing Existing and Future Solar Applications

Dear Sir or M adam:

Western Watersheds Project thanks you for the opportunity to submit additional scoping
comments and comments on the maps released as part of the BLM ’s Programmatic
Environmental Impact Statement to Develop and Implement Agency-Specific Programs for Solar
Energy Development (“PEIS”).

Western Watersheds Project works to protect and conserve the public lands, wildlife and
natural resources of the American West through education, scientific study, public policy
initiatives, and litigation. Western Watersheds Project has over 1,600 members nationwide with
offices in Arizona, California, Idaho, M ontana, Utah, and Wy oming. Western Watersheds
Project, as an organization and on behalf of its members, is concerned with and active in seeking
to protect and improve wildlife habitats, riparian areas, water quality, and other sensitive
resources and ecological values. We submitted scoping comments for this PEIS from our Boise,
Idaho Office on July 7, 2008 and from our California Office on July 15, 2008.

The maps are part of the PEIS the agencies are undertaking to facilitate environmentally
responsible, utility-scale solar energy development in six western states (Arizona, California,
Colorado, New Mexico, Nevada, and Utah). The Solar PEIS will help BLM identify lands
appropriate for solar energy development and establish a comprehensive list of mitigation
requirements app licable to all future solar energy development on BLM administered lands. As
part of the Solar PEIS, the agencies will conduct in depth environmental analyses of 24 solar
energy study areas for the purpose of determining whether such areas should be designated as
Solar Energy Zones (SEZs), specific locations determined best suited for lar ge-scale production
of solar energy.



The Federal Register notice announced that the BLM issued the maps and notice to
inform the public of the availability ofthe solar energy study area maps; to solicit public
comments for consideration in identifying environmental issues, existing resource data, and
industry interest with respect to the solar energy study areas in particular; and to explain how the
BLM will address existing and future solar energy development applications on BLM -
administered lands.

The Federal Land M anagement Policy Act (‘FLPMA”) mandates the BLM to manage the
public lands “in a manner that will protect the quality of scientific, scenic, historical, ecological,
environmental, air and atmospheric, water resource, and archeological values” and to “manage
the public lands under principles of multiple use and sustained yield.” The utility-scale solar
energy developments envisioned in the PEIS would require landscape level conversion of desert
lands into vast industrial tracts. These tracts will be permanently and irreversibly degraded, and
will no longer be available for multiple-use. Although the life of the solar power plants
themselves is only expected to be 20-30 years, the character of these public lands will be
permanently changed.

The National Environmental Policy Act (“NEPA”) requires agencies to take a “hard
look™ at the potential environmental impacts of its proposed actions. The PEIS must fully
consider the direct, indirect and cumulative effects of the proposed policy and actions. Further,
NEPA directs agencies to “rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable
alternatives” [40 C.F.R. 1502.14] A consideration of alternatives that lead to similar results is
not sufficient to meet the intent of NEPA. The PEIS must address all substantial questions raised
by the public. The PEIS should present the environmental impacts of the proposal and the
alternatives in comparative form based on the information and analysis presented in the sections
on the Affected Environment (40 C.F.R. § 1502.15) and the Environmental Consequences (40
C.F.R. §1502.16). This more sharply defines the issues, provides a clear basis for choice among
options by the decisionmaker and the public, and ensures that the choice not be arbitrary and
capricious.

We offer the following comments and recommendations to help BLM comply with its

responsibilities under FLPM A, NEPA and other applicable laws; and, include specific concerns
related to the PEIS maps. All of these concerns must be addressed if the PEIS is to pass NEPA’s
required “hard look™ at the environmental effects.

1. Criteria Used In Selecting Sites for Utility-scale Solar Energy Development

The southwestern deserts are fragile, delicate ecosystems. In our scoping comments we
outlined criteria that should be addressed to ensure that any locations selected for utility-scale
solar energy development are sited in an environmentally responsible manner. These criteria
include:

(a) Locate solar developments outside of the most environmentally sensitive areas.
Environmentally sensitive sites to avoid include: designated and proposed critical habitats; Areas
of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC); Desert Tortoise Desert Wildlife M anagement Areas
(DWMA); designated species habitat areas such the CDCA Plan’s M ohave Ground Squirrel
Conservation Area; CDCA Plan designated Unusual Plant Assemblages (UPA); desert riparian

WWP Scoping Comments on the BLM Solar Energy Zone Maps and Solar Energy PEIS 2



areas, and important watersheds; National Landscape Conservation System (NLCS) Lands
including federally-designated national monuments; other designated conservation areas
including habitat that has been acquired to mitigate for impacts elsewhere to listed and sensitive
species; locations that will increase habitat fragmentation and isolate populations; habitat
providing connectivity with allowance for climate change effects; areas used by migratory birds
and mammals; and, sites that are “hot spots” of species diversity to avoid decreasing the
biodiversity of the land use planning area.

(b) Take a balanced approach to locating sites for energy development.
Development of utility-scale, solar energy facilities will transform the lands upon which they are

located and preclude most other uses. In order to compensate for the presence of solar power
plants, the multiple impacts of all other consumptive uses authorized by any given land use plan
will need to be reduced to achieve a net decrease in cumulative impacts to sensitive and listed
species and their habitats to compensate for the habitat loss. The loss of the project sites carbon
dioxide sink capability should be factored in to these calculations. M echanisms to achieve this
could include eliminating uses such livestock grazing from entire land use planning areas.

(c) Locate solar developments outside of Culturally Sensitive Areas.
Archeological and historic resources are non-renewable. Avoidance of cultural and heritage
resources should thus be a key factor in locating study sites.

(d) Consideration of water requirements of solar power plants

Deserts are by definition regions that receive little precipitation and where water resources are at
an ecological premium. All power plants require water to function. Construction of utility-scale
solar power plants requires extensive engineering that will change hydrological processes.
Identify ing water needs, how these water needs will be met, impacts to site hydrology, and the
cumulative impacts on all programmatic uses of water in the land use plans the PEIS will modify
are Key considerations. Again, the use of water for these developments must be mitigated by a
decrease in other extractive multiple uses, including water developments for livestock
operations.

(e) Consideration of the impacts of toxic treatments and wastewater.

The operation and maintenance of utility-level solar power plants generates potentially toxic
waste products including herbicides and other toxic substances used to control vegetation, and
wastewater. The water quality of runoff from the sites, the impacts of wastewater on
surrounding wildlife, vegetation and habitat, the beneficial effects to opportunistic predatory
species such as the raven and to invasive plants, and impacts on the water table and on water
quality within the significant watershed are key considerations.

(f) Preferred locations.

Solar energy developments should be preferentially located on previously disturbed sites located
near to point of use of thepower. This will facilitate use of existing utility corridors and
transmission lines, will help minimize impacts to watersheds and sensitive riparian sy stems, and
will minimize the need for new water pipeline and new road construction. In Arizona, the BLM

' As noted by the BLM in Instruction Memorandum No. 2007-097., other uses of these sites “are unlikely due to the
intensive use ofthe site for PV or CSP facility equipment.”
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has initiated a pilot project to consider energy installations in areas where there is already
substantial disturbance, such as abandoned mine sites. This idea - to repurpose already degraded
areas - is far better than initiating degradation on otherwise ecologically -intact lands.

2. Range of Alternatives

The clear presentation of alternatives is the “the heart” of the NEPA process. BLM must
fully examine a broad range of alternatives as part of this Solar PEIS process. Alternatives that
propose locating Solar Energy Zones close to urban areas, that focus on development on private
land, and that focus on de-centralized energy and home or other solar generation should be fully
explored. Locating Solar Energy Zones close to urban areas and facilitating private land
development will provide for local government engagement by enhancing local revenue sources
for them. Locating study areas near to points of use would also allow solar energy developments
to be located on previously disturbed sites, near to existing utility corridors, close to existing
water pipelines, and would minimize the need for new road development.

To be “environmentally responsible” the policy should enshrine the requirement that each
solar development proposal should consider multiple project sites in the subsequent NEPA
analyses, including due consideration of sites outside the jurisdiction of the agency and
alternative methods of producing the energy that would be generated. This would help ensure
the feasibility of projects by allowing the selection of the environmentally preferred alternative
from a full range of alternatives. The PEIS should also consider alternatives that constrain the
range of technologies that could be used, to promote technologies that minimize water use and
environmental footprints.

The BLM must also analyze how the alternatives it reviews comply with FLPMA. The
scale of the size of the study sites and areas selected for review under the PEIS are
unprecedented. The actions that may take place in these areas are industrial-scale conversions
of open desert lands to vast industrial tracts. Thesetracts will be permanently and irreversibly
degraded, and the character of these public lands permanently changed.

The analysis should incorporate the full range of ecological concerns associated with
identified study areas and the enormous ecological footprint of the associated developments
including power-lines, road networks, increased recreation via enhanced access, and impacts to
hydrologic systems. Ecological concerns include direct, indirect and cumulative impacts to
wildlife, sensitive species, listed species, rare plants, soils, riparian systems, habitats, cultural
resources, and special areas identified in the criteria listed above. The analysis should also focus
attention on the risks these massive disturbances place on the surrounding desert from invasive
alien plants, changes in fire regimes, and changes in hydrology.

3. Cumulative Effects

In the PEIS, the agencies must consider the proposed actions along with other actions,
“which when viewed with other proposed actions have cumulatively significant impacts.” 40
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C.F.R. §1508.25(a)(2). A cumulative impact is defined as “the impact on the environment
which results from the incremental impact of the actions when added to other past, present, and
reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency [...] or person undertakes such
actions.” Save the Yaak Comm., 840 F.2d at 721. Under NEPA, cumulative impacts include
both direct effects and indirect effects, “which are caused by the action and are later in time or
farther removed in distance, but are still reasonably foreseeable.” 40 C.F.R. § 1508.8(a).

The PEIS should consider the cumulative effects of all existing, planned and proposed
energy developments (including all solar, wind, and geothermal projects), all existing planned
and proposed utility developments (including transmission lines and gas lines), all projects that
rely on groundwater extraction, all activities authorized under the land use plans to be amended
by the PEIS, and global climate change, on all of the sensitive natural, ecological, cultural,

hydrological, and geological resources that will impacted by the utility-scale solar developments
that will be facilitated by the PEIS.

4. General Comment on the Maps

The maps show both proposed solar energy study areas (blue) and larger areas in light
blue that are largely unexplained in the Federal Notice and released maps but based on the map
legends constitute areas that would be covered by the PEIS. The BLM should clarify the
difference between these areas and identify the criteria by which they were identified. Parts of
the study areas and larger identified areas include lands that fall within the sensitive resource
criteria that BLM lists in the Federal Register as being removed from consideration. The BLM
should use consistent, objective, criteria in reviewing all the areas identified in the maps.

The maps do not include the large number of pending solar development Right-of-Way
(ROW) applications. M any of these are in environmentally sensitive areas that undermine the
BLM ’s stated goal of promoting environmentally responsible, utility-scale solar ener gy
development. These current and pending and reasonably foreseeable future ROW applications
must be considered in the NEPA effects analysis and should therefore have been included on the
maps.

We have addressed the need for BLM to fully consider the direct, indirect and cumulative
effects of solar energy development in our scoping letters. Below we outline concerns related to
specific state maps. All of these concerns must be addressed in the PEIS if that document is to
satisfy NEPA’s required “hard look™ at the environmental effects.

5. Comments on Specific State Maps

We have reviewed the maps for California, Arizona, Nevada and Utah in the light of the
criteria we listed in section 1 above.

California

California gets the lion’s share of the acreage of the proposed solar study areas. The
maps depict four study areas withinthe FLPM A designated California Desert Conservation
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Area: Imperial East (12,830 acres), Iron M ountain (109,642 acres), Pisgah (26,282 acres), and
Riverside East (202,295 acres). The maps also depict vast tracts of land sweeping across the

M ojave and Colorado Deserts that are lands being considered for development in the PEIS.
Development of these four solar study areas would result in a massive loss of habitat, major
fragmentation of entire desert ecosystems and loss of connectivity. This is clearly incompatible
with the purpose of the California Desert Conservation Area espoused in FLPMA, that is “to
provide for the immediate and future protection and administration of the public lands in the
California desert within the framework of a program of multiple use and sustained yield, and the
maintenance of environmental quality”. Accordingly, the BLM should reconsider all the study
sites it has proposed.

Pisgah Study Area:

There are multiple resource conflicts at this study area. Desert tortoise, bighorn sheep, M ojave
fringe-toed lizard, raptors, rare plants including white-mar gined beardton gue, small flowered
androstephium and Emory’s crucifixion-thorn, and cultural resources would be directly and
indirectly impacted by utility-scale projects. A recent study has cautioned identification of this
area because of multiple impacts to desert tortoise and bighorn sheep movement. ® This area
provides the only connectivity between t01t01ses in the Southern M ojave and Central M ojave
populations as identified by Murphy et al, 2007°, and it will i impact connectivity between the
West M ojave Recovery Unit and the eastern desert tortoise recovery units. The site is
immediately adjacent to two ACECs and a Wilderness Study area, and includes part of the
Pisgah Lava Flow Research Natural Area. Large-scale clearance and engineering construction
within this site will severely disrupt essential hydrological processes. For all these reason, this
sensitive and significant area should be removed from further consideration as a Solar Energy
Zone.

Iron M ountain Study Area:

There are multiple resource conflicts at this site. The large mapped polygon includes parts of the
Turtle M ountains and Iron M ountain which would not appear to even fit the slope criterion BLM
claims to have used in identifying the study areas. Thepolygon includes the southern swathe of
Ward Valley, well known to the public from the long-running controversy over the nuclear waste
facility that was once proposed. Northern Colorado Recovery Unit desert tortoise populations,
bighorn sheep, raptors, hepatic tanager, rare plants including Harwood’s eriastrum, and
important cultural resources would be directly and indirectly impacted by large-scale projects.
The study area abuts a number of Wilderness Areas and provides important wildlife connectivity
in the heart of the more remote areas of California’s M ojave Desert. Large-scale clearance and
engineering construction within this site will severely disrupt essential hy drological processes.
For all these reason, this study area should be removed from further consideration as a Solar

Energy Zone.

2 Bare, L., Bernhardt, T., Chu, T., Gomez, M., Noddings, C. and Viljoen, M. 2009. Cumulative Impacts of Large-
scale Renewable Energy Development in the West Mojave. Effects on habitat quality, physical movement of
species, and gene flow. Masters Thesis. University of California, Santa Barbara. 144 pp. Available at:
http://fiesta.bren.ucsb.edu/~westmojav e/images/Wemo_Final.pdf

3 Murphy, R. W., Berry, K. H., Edwards, T. and Mcluckie, A. M. 2007. A Genetic Assessment of the Recovery
Units for the Mojave Population of the Desert T ortoise, Gopherus agassizii. Chelonian Conservation and Biology
6(2): 229-251.
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Riverside East Study Area:

There are multiple resource conflicts at this site in part because the study site is extremely large
and sprawls across California’s Colorado Desert region. The northeastern portion includes
extensive occupied desert tortoise habitat. The entire poly gon effectively divides the Northern
Colorado Desert Tortoise Recovery Unit from the Eastern Colorado Desert Tortoise Recovery
Unit. Theproposed study area also includes bighorn sheep, raptor, and sensitive bat habitats,
and would impact several rare plant species including Coachella valley milkvetch, jackass clover
at Palen Lake, and Harwood’s milkvetch. There are important cultural sites particularly those
associated with the dry lakes. The polygon also includes Ford Dry Lake and development would
impact off-road vehicle use. Large-scale clearance and engineering construction within this site
will severely disrupt essential hydrological processes. For these reason, the BLM should
reconsider the size and boundaries of this study area. The boundaries should be significantly
reduced and the study area restricted to previously disturbed habitat or this sensitive and

significant area should be removed from further consideration as a Solar Energy Zone.

Imperial East Study Area:

This study area includes a 1985 occurrence of the endangered Yuma clapper rail (CNDDB
occurrence 17) and significant occupied flat-tailed horned lizard habitat. The study area
boundaries should be altered to exclude the Yuma clapper rail occurrence and to provide an
appropriate buffer to eliminate potential impacts on the hydrology at the occurrence. The study
area boundaries should be reconfigured to minimize impacts to the flat-tailed horned lizard.

Arizona

Three Solar Energy Study areas have been identified in Arizona: Brenda (4,321 acres),
Bullard Wash (8,201 acres), and Gillespie (3,970 acres). The map also identifies vast tracts of
“BLM Lands Being Analyzed for Solar Development in PEIS” throughout southwestern
Arizona. This region provides habitat for Sonoran desert tortoise populations. On August 28,
2009 the USFWS issued a positive 90-day finding on a petition to list the Sonoran desert tortoise
for which Western Watersheds Project was a co-p etitioner.* The BLM must consider effects to
the Sonoran desert tortoise at all three of the Arizona solar study areas and on the other “BLM
Lands Being Analyzed for Solar Development in PEIS.” The identified solar study areas are
outside of the classified Sonoran desert tortoise habitat, but indirect and cumulative effects will
still occur. Desert tortoises must cross ephemeral washes and open flats to move between
habitats, and will be affected by the increased road densities, development, and infrastructure
that electricity generating plants entail. This is true for all native wildlife species, but impacts to
at-risk species such as bighorn, tortoise, and recovering Sonoran pronghorn are a particular
concern.

The BLM must provide a careful analysis of the increased potential for invasion and
infestation by non-native or noxious species, including Sahara mustard (Brassica tournefortii)
and buffelgrass (Pennisetum ciliare) that would be posed by development. These species have
been spreading in recent years, increasing the flammability of desert habitats and displacing

* USFWS. 2009. Endangered and Threatened Wildlif and Plants; 90-Day Finding on a Petition to List the Sonoran
Population of Desert T ortoise (Gopherus agassizii) as a Distinct Population Segment (DPS) With Critical Habitat.
Federal Register August 28, 2009. Vol 74(166): 44335-44344.
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native species. This must be considered as a cumulative effect to the ecosystems proposed for
development.

All the Arizona study sites are in livestock grazing allotments. We note that in Arizona,
the BLM does not routinely evaluate effects to ephemeral drainages or arroyos in its
environmental assessments for grazing authorizations. Rangeland Health Assessments
conducted on Arizona grazing allotments only consider upland and riparian areas. As such,
predicting and monitoring the effects of the proposed solar installations on ephemeral drainages
or arroy os will require additional quantitative studies and analysis. M oreover, many of the water
developments on Arizona BLM lands are unmonitored and un-assessed for their effects of
groundwater and surface water availability. The BLM will need to conduct new hydrologic
studies before determining the cumulative consequence of the solar developments.

The Solar PEIS should consider closing livestock grazing allotments as one of the
mitigation measures. In Arizona, many of the allotments that would be affected by solar
development are not economically or ecologically viable and are only available for infrequent
ephemeral use. If the BLM and the Arizona State Trust Land Department worked towards
permanent grazing closure of high-ratio acreage, this might help offset the new impacts to desert
dwelling species.

Brenda Study Area:

The BLM must consider the cumulative impacts of multiple uses on the Brenda study area,
which is within the Crowder-Weisser grazing allotment administered by the BLM. The
Crowder-Weisser allotment is classed by the BLM as being in poor to fair condition. This
allotment has experienced soil compaction and overutilization. Bouse Wash, critical for wildlife,
flows through the study area and its significance should be emphasized and impacts to it
analyzed in the PEIS. Additionally, the lands around the town of Brenda have been subject to
heavy off-road vehicle use in recent years. The NRCS ecological site guide for the area
identifies the susceptibility of the substrate to sheet and gully erosion, and indicates that, once
gullied, this deprives the surrounding area of the scant moisture 2-7 inches of annual
precipitation provides. The Solar PEIS must fully consider and analyze these concerns.

Gillespie Study Area: The Gillespie study area covers four grazing allotments and is very close
to Sonoran desert tortoise habitat. It is also within the viewshed of the Sonoran Desert National
M onument and the Signal M ountain and Woolsey Peak Wilderness Areas. This area is home to
many significant archeological and historic sites, including rock art and scattered artifacts. This
area also provides important bighorn sheep habitat, and the effects of fencing on this species as it
crosses between rocky habitats are well known. The Solar PEIS must describe how it plans to
mitigate the infrastructure impacts to this species. The cumulative impacts in this area include
the nuclear power plant, vast agricultural fields, recreation, and development.

Bullard Wash Study Area:

The Bullard Wash study area is not accessible by major roads. If roads are to be built to develop
or maintain the site, the effects of these roads must be disclosed and fully analyzed in the PEIS.
The study area occurs on three grazing allotments and is within the habitat of bighorn sheep and
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desert tortoise. It is not clear why the outline of the Bullard Wash study area encloses one entire
parcel of private land. Please explain how this is feasible in the PEIS.

Nevada

Seven study areas have been identified in Nevada: Amargosa Valley (32,699 acres), Dry
Lake (16,516 acres), Delamar Valley (17,932 acres), Dry Lake Valley North (49,775 acres), East
M ormon M ountain (7,418 acres), Gold Point (5,830 acres), and Miller’s (19,205 acres).

Four of these study areas (Amargosa Valley, Dry Lake, Delamar Valley and, East
M ormon M ountain) are in desert tortoise habitat.

Six of the seven study areas are located within BLM grazing allotments: Millers (M onte
Cristo Allotment), Gold Point (M agruder M ountain Allotment), Dry Lake (Dry Lake Allotment)
M ormon M ountain (Gourd Springs and Summit Springs allotments), Dry Lake Valley (Wilson
Springs, Simpson and Ely allotments), and Delamar (Buckhorn and Oak Springs allotments.

The Nevada map shows extensive areas classified as “BLM Land Being analyzed for
Solar Development in PEIS”. Many of these areas in the northern half of the map include sage
grouse nesting, and summer and winter sue areas. The BLM must therefore consider the direct,
indirect and cumulative impacts to sage grouse. These areas also include wintering areas for
other sagebrush passerines in southern sagebrush, M ojave transition country.

There are many major utility projects underway throughout the area including Southern
Nevada Water Authorities’ Clark, Lincoln and White Pine Counties Groundwater Development
Project, and the Southwest Intertie Project and related transmission lines. These must be
addressed in the cumulative impacts analysis for the Nevada study sttes.

Three of the solar study areas (Amargosa Valley, Dry Lake Valley North, and Delamar
Valley are situated in regions of the state with limited ground and surface waters. These water-
related issues make these areas unsuitable for further consideration.

Amargosa Valley:
The Amargosa Valley site lies between Death Valley National Park and Ash M eadows National

Wildlife Refuge and is part of the Death Valley regional groundwater flow system.

The 23,000 acre Ash M eadows National Wildlife Refuge provides habitat for 12 species listed
under the Endangered Species Act. The refuge was established specifically to protect these
threatened and endangered species. Most ofthe listed species are dependent on aquatic or
wetland environments within the refuge. The refuge also includes the National Park Service
administered Devil’s Hole, the only known habitat for the Devil’s Hole pupfish. On November
4, 2008, the Nevada State Engineer issued Order 1197 announcing that new applications to
appropriate additional water from the Amargosa Desert basin within 25 miles of Devil’s Hole
would be denied due to concern over the effect of groundwater pumping on the water level in
Devil’s Hole. Based on the above, the Amargosa Valley study area should be eliminated from
further consideration as a Solar Energy Zone.
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Dry Lake Valley North & Delamar Valley:

The Dry Lake and Delamar Valleys are part of the White River Flow System. Groundwater in

these two basins has been fully appropriated over-appropriated in down gradient basins. These
two study areas are inappropriate locations for solar energy project development due to the lack
of groundwater.

East M ormon M ountain & Dry Lake:

Both these study areas include desert tortoise habitat. East M ormon M ountain is immediately
adjacent to the M ormon M esa DWMA and Beaver Dam Slope DWM A in the Northeastern
M ojave Recovery Unit. Recent monitoring reports from USFWS indicate that the genetically
distinct Northeastern M ojave desert tortoise population appears to be declining. Because
environmental stressors are indicated as a reason for this species decline, this area should be
withdrawn from further consideration as Solar Energy Zones.

Utah

Three study areas have been identified in Utah: Escalante Valley (6,648 acres), Milford Flats
South (6,440 acres), and Wah Wah Valley (3,676 acres).

All three study areas are in pygmy rabbit habitat. The Fish and Wildlife Service is currently
reviewing the status of the py gmy rabbit as it considers listing the species under the Endan gered
Species Act.” Milford Flats South is sage grouse habitat. The Fish and Wildlife Service is
currently reviewing the status of the greater sage grouse as it considers listing the species under
the Endangered Species Act.® Western Watersheds Project was a co-petitioner on the petitions
that lead to these status reviews.

The three study areas lie within BLM grazing allotments. Escalante Valley is within Butte
Allotment, Milford Flats South is within the M inersville allotment group, Wah Wah Valley is in
Wah-Wah Watson Allotment.

6. Mitigation Measures

BLM is obligated under FLPM A to “minimize adverse impacts on the natural,
environmental, scientific, cultural, and other resources and values (including fish and wildlife
habitat) of the public lands involved.” [43 U.S.C. §1732(d)(2)(a)] Other laws, including the
Endangered Species Act, also entail the need for mitigations to minimize impacts. BLM is

required to consider measures to mitigate potential environmental consequences in its NEPA
analysis. [40 C.F.R. § 1502.16] The NEPA implementing regulations define "M itigation" to
include:

> USFWS 2008. Endangered and Threatened Wildlif and Plants: 90-Day Finding on a Petition T o List the Pygmy

Rabbit (Brachylagus idahoensis) as Threatened or Endangered. Federal Register. January 8, 2008. Vol. 73(5): 1312-
1313.

5 USFWSS 2008. Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Initiation of Status Review for the Greater Sage-
Grouse (Centrocer cus urophasianus) as Threatened or Endangered. Federal Register. February 26, 2008. Vol.
73(38): 10218-10219.
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(a) Avoiding the impact altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of an action.
(b) Minimizing impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action and its

imp lementation.

(c) Rectifying the impact by repairing, rehabilitating, or restoring the affected
environment.

(d) Reducing or eliminating the impact over time by preservation and

maintenance operations during the life of the action.

(e) Compensating for the impact by replacing or providing substitute resources or
environments.

[40 C.F.R. §1508.20]

The scale of the degradation and loss of the public lands that could result from the PEIS process
is unprecedented, which makes consideration of appropriate mitigation measures difficult. All of
the mitigation measures outlined in §1508.20 are applicable to various aspects of solar energy
development.

As we have outlined above, a number of the proposed study areas should be dropped
from consideration as Solar Energy Zones. The BLM should establish “Best M anagement
Practice” measures to minimize impacts during construction and operation of facilities, and
establish requirements for restoration of any transient facilities impacts such as temporary roads.
These practices should be incorporated as terms and conditions of any permit issued for energy
development projects and they should be conducted at the expense of the operator by third-
parties.

In order to compensate for the enormous habitat losses, and the additional direct, indirect,
and cumulative impacts to sensitive resources caused by the presence of solar power plants and
associated infrastructure, the acquisition of off-site compensation lands will be needed and the
BLM will need to reduce the multiple impacts of all other consumptive uses authorized by any
given land use plan.

A combination of both acquisition of compensation lands and an overall reduction of
impacts will be required to achieve a net decrease in cumulative impacts to sensitive and listed
species to offset the habitat loss and other impacts,. In addition, the M ojave Desert acts as a

.. . . 7
carbon dioxide sink on a par with grasslands and temperate forests.” In order to assure a net
climate change benefit, the BLM should require that all solar energy projects demonstrate a clear
net carbon dioxide reduction benefit. The loss of the project sites carbon dioxide sink capability
should be factored into the mitigation calculations.

The BLM should adopt a policy of “no net loss” of sensitive species habitat whereby an
equivalent acreage of private lands and inholdings are acquired by the project developers and
conserved in perpetuity. Compensation habitat must be of an equal or better quality than the
habitat lost to solar projects. The BLM developed a compensation process for projects in desert

7 Wohlfahrt, G., Fenstermaker, L. F. and Arnone, J. A. III. 2008. Large annual net ecosystem CO2 uptake ofa
Mojave Desert ecosystem. Global Change Biology. 14(7): 1475-1487.
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tortoise habitat in 1991° The process includes determining values for five factors: category of
habitat, term of effect, existing disturbance on site, growth inducement, and effect on adjacent
lands. The acreage impacted is multiplied by the sum of these factors to determine the
compensation acreage required. We recommend that the BLM use this process for all impacted
desert tortoise habitat in Arizona, California and Nevada.

There are opportunities for the BLM to offset impacts by decreasing impacts from other
authorized activities on public lands. BLM could change land use designations to more
restrictive categories in certain areas and eliminate some uses. For example, the BLM should
consider closing livestock grazing allotments as a component of the mitigation measures. The
ecological benefits of retiring allotments are high and this action may be easier to accomplish
than other prop osed management solutions. Livestock grazing is a landscape level impact, and
the action area for livestock impacts tends to very large with a footprint indicated by the size of
the allotment itself. Removing livestock removes direct and indirect impacts at a landscape level
as well as reducing impacts on specific, sensitive resources such as riparian areas, cultural sites,
and sensitive species and rare plant habitats. Removal of livestock benefits wildlife by removing
negative interspecies interactions, reducing competition for forage, and reducing the risk of
spread of invasive plants. Combined with the removal of ran ge improvements, this measure
would also help reduce the impacts of other threats such as OHV activities and unauthorized
route use by eliminating “attractive nuisances”, and would reduce subsidized predators such as
ravens and coyotes that use those range improvements. It would also reduce trampling impacts
to biological crusts and allow allotment lands to reach full potential as carbon sinks, thus helping
to offset the loss of carbon sequestration from utility-scale developments. After the initial
buyout, it would potentially reduce BLM costs associated with rangeland management and
administration.

We thank you for the opportunity to provide additional scoping comments on the Solar
PEIS process. Please continue to include Western Watersheds Project on your list of interested
public for future mailings.

Sincerely,

UM»W

M ichael J. Connor, Ph.D.,

California Director

Western Watersheds Project

P.O. Box 2364

Reseda, CA 91337-2364.

(818) 345-0425
<mjconnor@westernwatersheds.org>

8 Hastey et al. 1991. Compensation for the Desert Tortoise. A report prepared for the Desert Tortoise Management
Oversight Group by the Desert Tortoise Compensation Team. Approved by the MOG in November 1991. 15 pp.,
appendices.
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Thank you for your comment, Randy price.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60185.

Comment Date: September 11, 2009 17:06:27PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60185

First Name: Randy

Middle Initial:

Last Name: price

Organization: Mesa County, Planning and Economic Development
Address: PO Box 20,000

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Grand Junction

State: CO

Zip: 815025022

Country: USA

Email: randy.price@mesacounty.us

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: Solar PEIS Review 9 11 2009.pdf

Comment Submitted:



Department of Planning and Economic Development

Land Use and Development e Long Range Planning

Development Engineering e Development Services and Code Enforcement
750 Main Street, P. O. Box 20,000 Grand Junction, CO, 81502-5022 (970) 244-1636 www.mesacounty.us

September 11, 2009

Solar Energy PEIS, Argonne National
Laboratory, 9700 S. Cass Avenue—EV S
900, Argonne, IL 60439.

To Whom it May Concern;

Thank you for the opportunity to contribute to the scoping for the Solar Programmatic
Environmental Impact Statement. Please consider the following comments during the drafting of
Solar PEIS. Mesa County isinterested in the development of all forms of energy in a manner that
will preserve our quality of life while minimizing impacts on the communities and environment.
We would like to see development of the solar energy resources within the County. However,
none of the proposed reserved tracts under consideration are in this county. Mesa County is
located approximately 150 miles northwest of the nearest location in the San Luis Valley.

The Solar PEIS proposes to reserve 24 tracts of land in six States. There are 4 tracts in Colorado.
The Solar PEIS will reserve and restrict uses and prohibit mineral leasing and surface usesin the
study areas during the time of the study. The following are concerns, comments and questions
that we would like to see addressed in the drafting of the PEIS.

e The PDF maps on the Solar PEIS website provide insufficient detail to evaluate the 4
sites proposed in Colorado. The data used to create these maps should be made available
for download in formats that can be used by popular GIS software. Additionally, maps
should be made available interactively online similar to http://www.nrel.gov/eis/imby/.

* The PDF maps only show the extent of the transmission corridors within the area Solar
PEIS. An additional map of awider scale should show how the corridors connect with the
surrounding transmission grid. The map should show the existing capacities of the
transmission lines.

* The PEIS should take into account existing infrastructure and proximity to urban areas in
aformulafor calculating suitability of BLM land for solar development. The map titled
“Solar Potential from Concentrating Collector,” shows that the tracts in southern
Colorado that are part of this PEIS provide 6.0 to 6.5 kwh/sg. meter/day. Other areas
managed by BLM of dlightly less available solar energy with values of 5.5 to 6.0 kwh/sqg.
meter/day that are closer to urban areas and are located along existing transmission lines
were not considered for this PEIS. Electrical transmission loss over long distances may
negate the slightly higher (10%) solar energy available in the PEIS study area. New

Kurt Larsen AICP
Director 970 244-1636



electrical transmission corridors and higher capacity transmission lines will consume land
and create their own negative environmental and aesthetic impacts. As part of the draft
Solar PEIS, areas dightly less than 6.0 to 6.5 kwh/sg. meter/day, should be considered
and included as one of the alternativesif they are more efficient by their close proximity
to existing infrastructure.

The BLM Grand Junction Field Office is currently revising the GJFO Resource
Management Plan. The plan isrevised every 20 years. Revision of this plan should
include the identification of those areas suitable for solar development and include
addressing DOI initiatives in support of the President’s New Energy for America Plan.
Optionsfor solar energy development in areas not identified in the Solar PEIS such as
the Grand Junction resource management area should be looked at and included as an
alternative in the PEIS.

Thank you for your consideration. We look forward to reviewing the Draft PEIS. Please contact
me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

(emailed)

Kurt Larsen, AICP
Director of Planning and Economic Development

CC:

Mesa County Board of County Commissioners
Jon Peacock, County Administrator

Lyle Dechant, County Attorney

Catherine Robertson, GJFO Manager

Kurt Larsen AICP
Director 970 244-1636



Thank you for your comment, John Shepard.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60186.

Comment Date: September 11, 2009 18:10:49PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60186

First Name: John

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Shepard

Organization: Sonoran Institute

Address: 7650 E. Broadway, Suite 203

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Tucson

State: AZ

Zip: 85710

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: Final SESA PEIS Comments 9-14-09.doc

Comment Submitted:



TUCSON, ARIZONA
BOZEMAN, MONTANA
PHOENIX, ARIZONA

MEXICALI, BAJA CALIFORNIA

SONORAN HELENA, MONTANA
INSTITUTE CHEYENNE, WYOMING
Shaping the Future of the West DENVER, COLORADO
www.sonoraninstitute.org GLENWOOD SPRINGS, COLORADO

September 14, 2009

Ms. Linda Resseguie
Project Manager
BLM Solar PEIS

Dear Ms. Resseguie:

Please accept and fully consider these comments on behalf of the Sonoran Institute, the
Sierra Club, the Arizona Wilderness Coalition, and Tonopah Area Coalition related to the
Solar Energy Study Areas in Arizona.

l. Intro
a. Description of commenting organizations

The Sonoran Institute is dedicated to inspiring and enabling community decisions and
public policies that respect that land and people of the West. Our work extends from the
Canadian Rockies, through the U.S. intermountain states, extending into northwestern
Mexico, allowing us to apply our approach to conservation in diverse landscapes and
communities. Our approach to conservation addresses the full range of Western land,
water and energy issues, and seeks to demonstrate that conservation, energy
sustainability, and smart growth are key elements of community well-being and
economic prosperity.

The Sierra Club is a non-profit, public interest environmental organization with over
700,000 members, 12,000 of which reside in Arizona, whose mission is to explore, enjoy
and protect the wild places of the earth; to practice and promote the responsible use of the
earth’s ecosystems and resources; and to educate and enlist humanity to protect and
restore the quality of the natural and human environment. Sierra Club has a strong
interest in public lands in Arizona and has long advocated for protection and management
that sustains the ecological integrity of the lands. Our members enjoy the public lands
and utilize them for hiking, backpacking, hunting, and wildlife viewing, among other
activities. We also have a strong interest in promoting clean renewable energy and
energy efficiency.

The Arizona Wilderness Coalition works to permanently protect and restore Wilderness

and other wild lands and waters in Arizona for the enjoyment of all citizens and to ensure
that Arizona's native plants and animals have a lasting home in wild nature. We do this

Sonoran Institute 7650 E. Broadway Blvd., Suite 203 Tucson, Arizona 85710 fel 520-290-0828  fax 520-290-0969



by coordinating and conducting inventories, educating citizens about these lands,
enlisting community support, and advocating for their lasting protection.

The Tonopah Area Coalition is a neighborhood association that has covered a range
of issues within western Maricopa County for over two decades.

We appreciate the opportunity to submit these comments to the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) on the maps of proposed Solar Energy Study Areas (SESA),
supplementing the Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) for agency-
wide solar energy programs and policy. We are submitting these comments today via
email and also forwarding a copy with attachments to you separately.

b. Support for renewable energy development and the role of public lands

It is clear that the nation’s growing addiction to fossil fuels, coupled with the
unprecedented threats brought about by global warming, imperil the integrity of our
wildlands as never before. To sustain both our wildlands and our human communities,
the Sonoran Institute, the Sierra Club, the Arizona Wilderness Coalition, and Tonopah
Area Coalition believe our nation must transition away from fossil fuels as quickly as
possible. To do this, we must moderate demand through energy efficiency, conservation,
and demand-side management practices, and rapidly develop and deploy clean,
renewable energy technologies, including at utility-scale solar power projects.

Our public lands harbor substantial wind, solar, and geothermal resources. Developing
some of these resources will be important to creating a sustainable energy economy and
combating climate change, and the Sonoran Institute, the Sierra Club, Arizona
Wilderness Coalition, and Tonopah Area Coalition support such responsible development
of renewable energy. However, renewable resource development is not appropriate
everywhere on the public lands. Development that does occur on the public lands must
take place in a responsible manner.

1. SESAs in Arizona
a. Description of comments

These comments are limited to the SESAs that have been proposed in Arizona. The
groups submitting these comments sincerely hope that the topics discussed below and the
questions raised will assist the BLM in carrying out the task before it in the best possible
manner.

b. SESA selection process in AZ

The BLM has identified three SESAs in Arizona totaling 16,492 acres. These were
selected as part of a GIS analysis “to locate places on BLM land that had the lowest
known conflict with renewable energy development.” This process excluded from
consideration BLM lands that are legally, by presidential decree or secretarial
designations, off limits to solar development. The BLM also excluded “high sensitivity”
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areas that have resource or Land Use Plan conflicts that would be considered not in
compliance with the agency’s Resource Management Plans, or areas “where mitigation
would prove particularly difficult, costly, impractical, or impossible.” Finally, the BLM
chose to exclude “moderate sensitivity” areas where “resource conditions or Land Use
Plan decisions would not necessarily preclude the project, but mitigation would likely be
required.”

What remained where lands the BLM deemed areas of “low sensitivity.” These areas
were then subject to additional analysis. This included integrating data from Arizona
Game and Fish Department (AZGFD) that was provided to the Arizona Renewable
Resource Transmission Identification Study (ARRTIS) and the WGA’s WREZ initiative.
The GIS layer that resulted represented those lands that are low known conflict areas to
the BLM and AZGFD.

From low known conflict areas, lands were selected as SESAs if they met the following
criteria:

¢ High solar potential by the National Renewable Energy Lab (insolation values of
6.5 or more)

Slopes of less than five percent,

Parcels for 2,500 acres or larger,

Near existing transmission and transportation corridors, and

No existing applications.

Because the analysis was conducted at a very coarse level, the three areas selected as
SESAs still must be subject to site-specific review and NEPA analysis.

c. Overarching concerns regarding SESAs in Arizona
i. Impacts on wildlife corridors and habitat

In identifying low known conflict areas that might be candidates for SESAs, the BLM
relied on AZGFD data that ultimately precluded significant amount of BLM lands from
consideration as SESAs. We note that this data was used as part of the WGA’s WREZ
initiative, and that during that process concerns were raised that AZGFD may have
overstated the amount of wildlife habitat that would be significantly impacted by solar
energy development. As a result, the AZGFD agreed to revisit its findings.

Recommendations: The BLM should request that, once it has revisited its findings, the
AZGFD provide the agency and make publicly available the multiple wildlife data layers
that are part of its analysis, so that all interested parties have the opportunity to assess and
prioritize the various wildlife values that will be under consideration as part of the PEIS.

ii. Impacts on water resources, particularly groundwater



Currently, most proposed solar power facilities being proposed in Arizona involve wet-
cooled technologies that require significant amounts of water. If located on BLM lands,
these projects will likely depend on groundwater to meet their cooling needs, placing
increased demands on an already scarce resource.

While we are supportive of policies that discourage water-intensive technologies, we
want to underscore the need for a broader set of policies to guide water usage for energy
development projects on public lands, so that a consistent policy is applied regarding
water usage for all energy development on public lands.

The water usage of these large concentrated solar facilities that are utilizing wet cooling
has already engendered much controversy in Arizona. Two plants in the Kingman area —
Hualapai Valley Solar and Albiasa Solar - are meeting resistance from local residents
primarily based on the significant amount of water they will use. Many opponents are
asking that both facilities utilize dry cooling for the plants.

Dwindling water supplies and increased demand in the West are likely to heighten water-
use conflicts. Public lands management policies should pro-actively address these
conflicts by encouraging water uses that are sustainable while meeting a clear set of
national policy priorities, including mitigating and adapting to climate change.

Any impacts relative to land subsidence, earth fissures, etc. relative to groundwater
pumping should be thoroughly evaluated. Likewise, the BLM must consider any
potential impacts from groundwater pumping to any nearby surface water, including
small springs. Any water in these arid lands is critical for wildlife.

Recommendations: There is a pressing need for the BLM to develop policies that
encourage the adoption of low- or no-water technologies for solar development on BLM
lands. The PEIS should assess the economic feasibility and environmental impact of dry
and hybrid cooling technologies and provide direction to developers on when dry and
hybrid cooling should be considered

iii. Joint planning/venture opportunities with Arizona State Land
Department

Given the fragmented nature of land ownership between the BLM and the Arizona State
Land Department’s trust lands, there are likely economies of scale and financial
advantages to both agencies working together to identify and approve lands for solar
siting. The three proposed SESAs in Arizona underscore this opportunity. Significant
amounts of trust lands are either immediately adjacent to or in close proximity to the
SESAs. Moreover, the SESA’s relatively small size and the likelihood that site
constraints might be identified may lessen their viability for utility-scale solar projects.
Collaborative planning between both agencies could expand siting opportunities on their
lands, as well as enhance the appeal of these lands to solar developers by allowing one or
more projects co-locate and share infrastructure.



Recommendations: The BLM should effectively engage the Arizona State Land
Department as a cooperating agency and, if the Land Department consents, consider
extending the PEIS to include trust lands adjacent to SESAs as a precursor to
collaborative planning.

iv. Coordination with Arizona’s Fifth Biennial Transmission
Assessment

In 2007, the Southwest Area Transmission planning group comprised of utilities,
renewable energy developers, federal and state officials, and other stakeholders formed a
Renewable Transmission Task Force (RTTF) to respond to the Arizona Corporation
Commission’s (ACC) requirement that utilities in Arizona assess the state’s renewable
energy potential and develop a plan to integrate renewable energy resources into
Arizona’s transmission system.

The RTTF, which is comprised of utilities and other interested parties has provided
information on the location of renewable resources in Arizona, assessed available
transmission capacity on existing lines, and developed a conceptual transmission network
based on this information. To further assist Arizona utilities and stakeholders in
identifying the top three potential renewable energy transmission corridors as part of the
state’s Fifth Biennial Transmission Assessment, the task force created a subcommittee
(Arizona Renewable Resource and Transmission Identification Subcommittee) to more
specifically identify areas with the best potential for solar, wind, geothermal, and biomass
generation n Arizona. This subcommittee has just released its draft final report.

The subcommittee’s report, along with the task force’s analysis of potential transmission
corridors, will inform the ACC’s detailed examination of the existing and planned
configuration of the state’s electrical transmission system as part of its biennial
assessment. This assessment will help chart the future location of expanded and new
transmission corridors, which in turn will significantly influence where utility-scale
renewable power projects will be located. It is imperative that the BLM effectively
engage members of the ACC, so that they clearly understand the PEIS process, including
its timeline and various options under consideration, and ensure that commissioners are
kept fully apprised of the milestones and results of the process, so the ACC can plan their
decisions based on complete and accurate information.

Recommendations: The BLM should become engaged in the ACC’ biennial transmission
planning effort to ensure that the siting of SESAs is consistent with the state’s
transmission planning priorities.

v. Mitigation strategies

Because the impacts of solar development are expected to be long lasting, mitigation
strategies that offset these impacts are critical. We would encourage consideration of the
following strategies that are particularly relevant to Arizona’s Sonoran Desert
environment: retirement of grazing leases, acquisition of private or state trust lands with



significant conservation values, new administrative or legislative protective designations
for BLM lands that restrict off-road vehicle activities, mining, and other activities that
degrade the lands, and acquisition and retirement of water rights. Any mitigation strategy
addressing groundwater pumping should ensure that the acquisition and retirement of
water rights occur in the same sub-basin (as defined by the Arizona Department of Water
Resources) in which the project is located.

Recommendations: The PEIS should consider and offer a menu of mitigation strategies
that the BLM can draw upon in evaluating and approving site-specific projects.

d. Sites-specific Issues
i. Gillespie SESA

The current configuration of this SESA (narrow width and scenic road bisecting the
proposed area) would appear to present problems for siting a utility-scale project. We
would request that the BLM consider possible adjustments to the area’s boundaries away
from Webb Mountain and closer to the transmission corridor, including moving the
north-eastern boundary toward the natural gas pipeline and using scenic road as southern
boundary.

We note that trust lands lie north of the proposed area. (If reconfigured as we suggest,
these trust lands would be immediately adjacent to the area’s boundaries.). We would
encourage the BLM to include an alternative in the PEIS which analyzes the development
of these lands as part of a joint planning effort between the BLM and the Arizona State
Land Department.

The area falls within the Phoenix Active Management Area, so there are some restrictions
on what water resources might be available for a utility-scale solar plant. We do note that
the proposed area is located south-west of an area identified by Arizona Department of
Water Resources as experiencing significant subsidence (primarily west of Arlington
School Road). The PEIS should assess the impact that a utility-scale, wet-cooled solar
plant’s groundwater pumping will have on subsidence rates on nearby lands.

Recommendations: The PEIS should consider reconfiguring the Gillespie SESA’s
boundaries away from Webb Mountain and closer to the transmission corridor, consider
expanding the PEIS to include state trust lands (with the Land Department’s consent),
and assess potential impacts of water use for utility-scale solar development .

ii. Brenda SESA

We suggest that the BLM consider possible boundary adjustments in order to preserve
the wash and drainage areas in northwest corner, which may involve aligning the western
boundary with Avenue 42 East and moving the southern boundary toward U.S. 60.



We note that state trust lands lie immediately north and east of the proposed area’s
current boundaries. We would encourage the BLM to include an alternative in the PEIS
which analyzes the development of these lands as part of a joint planning effort between
the BLM and the Arizona State Land Department.

We also note that the proposed area lies adjacent to a large BLM Solar Energy ROW
application (#AZA 034750) that is now closed. This demonstrated interest by industry in
developing solar projects on these adjacent lands, in addition to the likelihood that they
may have similar characteristics to the Brenda SESA, warrant their consideration as
potential SESA lands. We recommend that the BLM evaluate the lands covered under
this application for inclusion in the Brenda SESA or as a separate SESA.

Recommendations: The PEIS should consider reconfiguring the Brenda SESA’s
boundaries to preserve wash and drainage areas, consider expanding the PEIS to include
trust lands (with the Land Department’s consent), and consider expanding or creating a
separate SESA to include all or a portion of the lands included in the closed ROW
application (#AZA 034750).

iii. Bullard Wash SESA

There is a significant Joshua Tree forest on the northern portion of the area. We would
request consideration of a boundary adjustment in order to preserve this forest. Also,
there appears to be some overlap between the area’s northwest reach and a wildlife
linkage corridor as identified by Arizona Game and Fish and the Arizona Department of
Transportation.

We note that state trust lands lie immediately west, east, and south of the proposed area’s
current boundaries. We would encourage the BLM to include as an alternative in the
PEIS development of these lands as part of a joint planning effort between the BLM and
the Arizona State Land Department.

On July 1, 2009, during a site visit of the SESA, a Southwest Willow Flycatcher was
observed flying over the area, but no nests were identified. The BLM should analyze any
potential impacts to Southwest Willow Flycatcher habitat as part of the PEIS.

Recommendations: The PEIS should consider reconfiguring the Brenda Wash SESA’s
boundaries to preserve the Joshua Tree forest on its northern edge and consider
expanding the PEIS to include state trust lands (with the Land Department’s consent).

e. Consideration of additional SESAs

Because the BLM’s stated goal of identifying and analyzing SESAs in the PEIS is to
determine the most appropriate locations for solar development on public lands, it is
critical that a robust set of SESAs be identified and development be guided to these lands.
A description of the methodology used by Arizona BLM to identify the three Arizona
SESAs (attached) indicates that there were five other SESAs identified through the



screening process. These SESAs were not included in the SESAs published for public
comment because of overlap with existing solar ROW applications. Overlap with
existing ROW applications was not included in the exclusion criteria directed by the
BLM WO to the states, and any such overlap does not diminish an area’s potential to be a
successful SESA. In fact, SESAs included for public comment in several other states
overlap with existing ROW applications. The BLM should analyze these additional five
areas for potential inclusion as SESAs.

Recommendations: The BLM should analyze the additional five areas identified in the
Arizona BLM screening process for potential inclusion as SESAs.

Below are narratives from site assessments we conducted for the three AZ SESAs. Each
assessment includes a set of accompanying maps. Due to the maps’ size, we were unable
to include these with our comments, but these can be requested by contacting John
Shepard at the Sonoran Institute (520-290-0828).

Sincerely,

John Shepard

Senior Adviser

Sonoran Institute

7650 E. Broadway, Suite 203
Tucson, AZ 85710

Sandy Bahr

Chapter Director

Sierra Club - Grand Canyon Chapter
202 E. McDowell Rd, Suite 277
Phoenix, AZ 85004

Kevin Gaither-Banchoff
Executive Director

Arizona Wilderness Coalition
P.O. Box 40340

Tucson, AZ 85717

David Schwake
President

Tonapah Area Coalition
3499 North 371st Ave
Tonopah, AZ 85354



BRENDA SOLAR ENERGY STUDY AREA

Field Investigation
July 2009
Sonoran Institute

SUMMARY:: Brenda Solar Energy Study Area of approximately 4,325 acres on BLM
land.

LOCATION: The Solar Energy Study Area (SESA) is 115 miles west of Phoenix and is
two miles east of Brenda, AZ, in La Paz County. Site is 15 miles east of Quartzsite and
30 miles west of Salome AZ. Highway US 60 is one mile south of the site. Ave 42E
bisects the west side of the area, while Ave 47 and Bouse Wash are on the eastern side of
the site. Brenda is three miles north of Interstate 10 but lacks an exit. Central Arizona
Project (CAP) is five miles east of SESA. Bear Hills are one mile west and south. The
Ranegras Plain follows Bouse Wash northwest to southeast. See T4N, R16W Sections 1-
5,8,9,10 & TSN R15W Section 31.

Brenda SESA is overlaid with Pending Solar Application AZA 035155. Site was
surrounded on east, south, and west by BLM ROW Solar Energy Application AZA
034750, which is now closed. The SESA is bordered by BLM land, private land on
southeast, and State Trust land on north.

TRANSMISSION CORRIDORS: South of the Brenda SESA is a proposed WWEC
transmission corridor that runs parallel with Interstate 10. This corridor is 3 miles south
of SESA. Paralleling US 60 is lower voltage transmission line in a corridor one mile
south of Brenda SESA.

INSOLATION: The west half of the area is rated at 7,341 watt-hours / per sq. meter/
day of incoming solar radiation. The east half of the SESA is rated at 7,297 by National
Renewal Energy Laboratory (NREL) modeling.

CLIMATE: In this region, of the Sonoran Desert, precipitation ranges from 3.7 - 13.4
inches per year. To the east, a 100-year precipitation average of 6.8 inches per year is
recorded for Salome, AZ. (Brenda lacks weather station.) However, the Brenda SESA
borders the Lower Colorado River Subdivision that records even lower amounts of
annual rain. Cloud free days dominate. Summer temperatures can reach over 114
degrees. Drought for past decade has stressed this region.

SOILS: In this area an alluvial fan stretches from the nearby volcanic mountain range
south and east to a plain that has a gradual slope towards Bouse Wash. This site contains
a top level of small, darkened ‘varnished’ basalt rocks. This layer forms ‘desert
pavement.” This unique layer comes from the erosion of parent mountains and is bound
together by fine grain soil. By providing a crust that stabilizes sand and dirt, this layer
results in erosion and dust control, and is a rare scenic feature. Patches of desert
pavement stretch diagonally across the Solar Study Area to Bouse Wash. In the lowest



elevation, like the Bouse Wash floodplain and Ranegras Plain, soft ‘flour like’ soil caps
the alluvial basin. (Soil resource for this region is under study. No data is currently
available from National Resource Conservation Service.)

SLOPE: The 4,325 acre SSA slopes < 3 percent gradually south west to north east
across 5.5 miles of bajada and alluvial plain to Bouse Wash. One major wash (not
named) on the west side and many arroyos (gullies) divide the site diagonally.

VEGETATION: Within the Lower Colorado River Valley Subdivision, this area also
includes some flora of the neighboring Arizona Upland Subdivision of the Sonoran
Desert. This region of bajadas and desert plains is characterized by creosote bush,
triangle bursage, ironwood, and buckhorn cholla. Additions (from AZ Upland) include
saguaros and ocotillo.

Cattle grazing allotments and terrain are key factors affecting the Sonoran desert
vegetation within the SESA. The western points visited show a long history of grazing.
Additional stress due to a decade of drought has resulted in sparse amounts of small
bushes and grasses. Today, the west side corral and tank is maintained. These
improvements are inside the Brenda Solar Energy Study Area. Similar effects of
significant cattle grazing were found inside the northeast corner of the SESA and along a
small mesquite bosque near Bouse Wash. Retirement of one or more cattle allotments
may affect land outside of the SESA.

The creosote bush-dominated desert floor is divided by numerous small washes that are
lined with Palo Verde, mesquite, and ironwood trees, plus compass barrel, buckhorn
cholla, and saguaro cactus. In this area, these small, but numerous, washes are the
arteries between the peninsulas of the ‘desert pavement’ in the topography of this part of
the Sonoran Desert environment. Studies show that desert regions like this one can only
support vegetation on less than 30% of the surface.

Broken surface allows invasive (non-native) plants to out compete native plants in areas
that have been disturbed. Invasive plants (like Tamarisk) have already affected roads,
development sites, and abandoned farm land in this region.

Significant amount of abandoned farmland exists near east side of Solar Energy Study
Area.

WILDLIFE: Evidence of jackrabbits, gophers, lizards, coyote, doves, and turkey
vultures were found during short hikes into the SESA. Arizona Game & Fish
Department analysis of this area lists Species of Concern: Sonoran Desert Tortoise. BLM
has given this area a “sensitive” designation for the Sonoran Desert Tortoise.*

HISTORIC: Plomosa Windmill, cattle tank, and corral on west side of Solar Study Area

are over 50 years old. The Ranegras Plain follows Bouse Wash. Ranegras is described
as a corruption of a Hualapai word (hanagas) which means “good”. The possibility that
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General Patton trained troops near the SESA relates to a historic structure and known
activity north and south of SESA.

ECONOMIC: This site is remote. Few residents live in this region. Once based on
mining, Brenda is now tied to tourism and winter snowbirds via three large, and several
small, RV Parks, plus a restaurant and vehicle repair shop. Salome and Quartzsite are
larger towns but are outside of this region. Abandoned farm land exists east of the Bouse
Wash. A sewage sludge disposal plant northeast of area may represent the region’s only
industry. Further east a group of cattle feed lots exist along Vicksburg Road.
Unincorporated Brenda is in the Salome Consolidated elementary and high school
district.

REMAINING POINTS: The Brenda SESA shows considerable stress from cattle
grazing and drought. In this region, a considerable amount of farmland is fallow.
Questions exist regarding hook-up to 500kV Transmission Corridor along with
competition with neighboring ROW application. Review of possible cultural resource,
grazing allotment(s), land subsidence, and groundwater or CAP resource for SESA are
still needed. Brenda SESA is Department of Defense Airspace Consultation Area.

*Arizona Game & Fish Department web site & on-line environmental review tool. Data

from AZGFD Heritage Data Management System.
(Updated 0909.)
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BULLARD WASH SOLAR ENERGY STUDY AREA

Field Investigation
July 2009
Sonoran Institute

SUMMARY:: Bullard Wash Solar Energy Study Area covers 8,203 acres of BLM land.

LOCATION: Bullard Wash Solar Study Area (SESA) is approximately 20 miles
northwest of Wickenburg, AZ, in Yavapai County. North access of the area is via
Highway 93, a.k.a. Joshua Tree Parkway, and Alamo Road, which runs parallel with the
north edge of SESA. Bullard Wash is near the southern boundary. Tres Alamos
Wilderness is five miles north. Harcuvar Mountain Wilderness and Bullard Peak (3,124
elevation) are six miles southwest of SESA. See TIN, ROW Sections 1-5, 7,9, 10, 22-
25. Pending ROW Solar Application AZA 035156 overlays much of this SESA.

TRANSMISSION CORRIDORS: A transmission corridor that contains two 500kV
lines is five miles east of SESA. (The corridor runs north south).

INSOLATION: The north 80% is rated at 7,500 and 7,498 watt-hours / per sq. meter /
day of incoming solar radiation. The southern 20% is rated at 7,389 by National Renewal
Energy Laboratory (NREL) modeling. This SESA has the highest insolation of the three
study areas.

CLIMATE: In this region, of the Sonoran Desert, precipitation averages 11.2 inches per
year (Wickenburg, AZ). This is nearly twice the rain fall that the other two SESA receive
annually. Summer temperatures can reach over 109 degrees. Drought for over the past
decade may have stressed this region. Estimated 200-240 frost-free days.

SOILS: The Basin and Range Province provides deep alluvial valleys with through-
flowing drainage. In this area, fine to medium textured soils are well drained alluvium
made of sands and rocks. South of the SESA, on the desert floor, fine ‘flour like’ soil
caps the basin. Whitlock or Whitlock Anthony gravelly sandy loam and Mojave sandy
loam dominate the SESA.

SLOPE: Bullard Wash is a 8,203 acre SESA that slopes gradually from northeast to
southwest at < 3 percent. Many minor washes and arroyos divide the site northeast to
southwest with small undulations.

VEGETATION: The elevation of the SESA is 2,851° vs. 1,117 of Phoenix. Area
combines the flora of the Arizona Upland Subdivision of the Sonoran Desert with a
mingling of plants, like Joshua tree, tied to the Mohave Desert.

The SESA is characterized by a transition zone that combines velvet mesquite, creosote

bush, triangle bursage, ocotillo, hedgehog, fishhook barrel, compass barrel, buckhorn
cholla, and saguaro cactus with, soaptree yuccas, tall grasses, and Joshua trees.
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This unique combination of plants is reduced within the area as it slopes southwest to an
elevation approximately 450 feet lower. The SESA north boundary is approximately 2
mile south of the unmaintained Alamo Road. This separates the SESA from the road and
the highest quality vegetation but does not remove it completely from the transition zone.
However, the southern (and lower) half of the SESA lacks the flora diversity seen in the
north half. There, creosote dominates the plain.

While cattle grazing allotment(s) cover this entire SESA and are combined with
neighboring State Trust allotment(s), the effects are spread over a large and relatively
lush desert environment. The west tank (on private land in holding) shows decades of
damaging cattle traffic. However, other stock tanks show less damaging impacts. Cattle
grazing allotment(s) and terrain are Key factors affecting Sonoran desert vegetation
within the SESA. Retirement of one or more cattle allotments may affect more land than
just the SESA.

WILDLIFE: Evidence of jackrabbits, lizards, coyote, ringtail cat, deer, doves,
Swainson’s hawk, southwestern willow flycatcher, and turkey vultures were seen during
visits. Numerous examples demonstrate the quality of the environment and a wide
variety of wildlife. This area is part of Arizona Game & Fish Department (AZGF)
Hunting Unit 44A. Analysis by AZGF of this area lists Species of Concern: Sonoran
Desert Tortoise, Banded Gila Monster, California Leaf-Nosed Bat, Cave Myotis (bat).
Endangered: Desert Pupfish and Gila Topminnow*. BLM “Sensitive” designation for
Sonoran Desert Tortoise, and Leaf-Nosed Bat.

HISTORIC: Corral in north half of SESA is over 50 years old. Small amounts of
historic debris were found at the corral and two camp sites. No other historic resources
were found except for three dammed wash-style water tanks. No analysis was made
regarding cultural resources.

ECONOMIC: This site is remote. No residents live in this region. Mines exist;
however, few if any are active. Ranching is active on many, maybe even most, of the
allotments on BLM and State Trust land within this region. The SESA is within
Congress (AZ) Elementary School District.

REMAINING POINTS: Ground water resource and cultural resource are unknown at
this time. The remote location, rugged terrain, and large (8,203 acre) size make this a
difficult SSA to appraise. During both visits training flights of two F-16’s from Luke Air
Force Base were seen over this SESA and neighboring Wilderness Areas. The Bullard
Wash SESA is within the Department of Defense’s Airspace Consultation Area.

* Species of Concern (SC) term defined under Endangered Species Act — Arizona Game

& Fish Department web site & on-line environmental review tool. Data from AZGFD
Heritage Data Management System.
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GILLESPIE SOLAR ENERGE STUDY AREA

Field Investigation
July 2009
Sonoran Institute

SUMMARY:: Proposed BLM Gillespie Solar Energy Study Area of approximately
3,790 acres.

LOCATION: The Solar Energy Study Site (SESA) is 50 miles west of Phoenix and
southwest of Arlington (valley) AZ in Maricopa County. The east edge of the SESA is
two miles west of the Gila River and Old US 80 Highway. After four miles Agua
Caliente Scenic Road reaches the SESA. Site includes portions of sections in T2S, R6W
& T2S, R7TW.

Nearby Pending ROW Solar Energy Applications include: AZA 035157 (includes part of
SESA) and AZA 035166 directly north of Gillespie SESA; AZA 034799 and AZA
034758 are northwest of the SESA (four and nine miles respectively); and closed
application AZA 034806. Palo Verde Nuclear Generating Station and PV/Salt River
Project transmission hub are nine miles north.

The Gillespie Solar Energy Study Area is two miles north of Webb Mountain and
Woolsey Peak Wilderness, three miles northeast of Signal Mountain Wilderness, and four
miles east of Arizona Game and Fish Department Gila River Wildlife area.

TRANSMISSION CORRIDORS: Two 500kV Transmission Corridors border the
SESA. One touches the east corner. Another 500kV line runs parallel with the west end
of the SESA and has been approved for expansion by 2012. This corridor includes
Southern Pacific Rail Road track. El Paso Natural Gas lines run parallel with the SSA
one mile north of the boundary. El Paso Natural Gas Gila Station (compressor site) is
one mile from north east corner of the SESA.

INSOLATION: The west half of the area is rated at 7,431 watt-hours / per sq. meter /
day of incoming solar energy. The east half of the area is rated at 7,364 by National
Renewal Energy Laboratory (NREL) modeling.

CLIMATE: In this region of the Sonoran Desert, precipitation averages 7.5 inches per
year to the north (Tonopah) and 6.1 inches to the south (Gila Bend). Cloud free days
dominate. Summer temperatures can reach over 113 degrees. Drought for over that past
decade has stressed this region. Region is rated at 260-320 frost-free days.

SOILS: The region hosts patches of cryptobiotic soil. Portions of this area expose a top
level of small, darkened ‘varnished’ basalt rocks. This layer forms ‘desert pavement’.
This layer comes from the erosion of parent mountains and is bound together by fine
grain soil. This rare feature provides a crust that stabilizes sand and dirt, plus it provides
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a unique type of erosion and dust control. The area also includes well-drained soil
dominated by extremely gravelly course sandy loam of Gunsight Cipriano complex.

SLOPE: In this basin and range region, the SESA is dominated by nearby volcanic
mountain ranges south and west of the area. Webb Mountain drains north toward the
SESA where a major wash bends around an escarpment and divides the east half from the
west half. This ‘terrace’ makes up the largest part of SESA and allows a gradual slope
north for two miles toward Centennial Wash.

The western part of the SESA has a gentle slope of < 3 percent with only arroyos
(gullies) dividing the area. However the 3,790 acre SESA is divided by a significant
wash and undulating terrain in the middle of the area. Parts of this middle band have
slopes of 3-7 percent. While the narrow eastern extension of the SESA is again flat at <3
percent slope.

VEGETATION: This area contains the flora common to the Arizona Upland
Subdivision of the Sonoran Desert. This region’s bajada is characterized by plants like
creosote bush and triangle bursage; trees like mesquite, ironwood, and Palo Verde, plus
cactus like barrel, cholla, and saguaro. Due to cattle grazing allotment(s) and terrain, the
vegetation variety and density varies within this area. A long history of grazing is shown
by a lack of small plants like triangle bursage. A decade of drought may also contribute
to sparse amounts of bushes and grasses. Retirement of cattle allotment(s) may affect
more land than just the SESA.

The “flat top terrace’ of the escarpment (the western half of SESA) is dominated by
creosote bush but also supports scattered buckhorn and pencil cholla plus saguaro cactus
that line the arroyos.

Invasive (non-native) plants compete with native plants in areas that have been disturbed
and can be a development issue. Roads, abandoned farm land, and developed property
have been affected by invasive plants in this region. One plant is listed on Arizona Game
& Fish Department (AZGFD) web site for this specific area is Straw-top cholla (native
plant law ‘salvage restricted; collection only with permit’).*

WILDLIFE: Evidence of jackrabbits, gophers, lizards, coyote, deer, doves, road runner,
red tail hawk, and turkey vultures were seen during short hikes into this area. AZGFD
analysis of this area lists Species of Concern as Sonoran Desert Tortoise, California Leaf-
Nosed Bat, Cave Myotis (bat). Listed as Endangered under ESA: Southwestern Willow
Flycatcher, Yuma Clapper Rail. BLM “Sensitive” designation for Sonoran Desert
Tortoise, California Leaf-Nosed Bat*.

HISTORIC: Agua Caliente Scenic Road (BLM defined) bisects half of the study area. It
has experienced several alignments since the 1920’s. Near the road, a small debris site
inside the SESA could be from 1930’s. Poison Well, over 50 years old, (historic), is near
SESA southeast corner. Outside the SESA are a dozen small mines that dent the earth’s
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surface near Webb Mountain. The Gillespie Dam trestle bridge and Enterprise Canal
(1886) are historic features three miles east of SESA.

ECONOMIC: No residents live close to this remote site. Mining was short lived in this
region. However, farming in nearby Arlington Valley along the Gila River has over a
100-year history. Ranching on tracts of private, BLM, and State Trust land continues.
The Desert Rose restaurant & bar, a post office, the Hassayampa General Store, a small
feed lot, and a grade school are all located nearby. Abandoned cotton gin site and
abandoned farm land exist (private and State Trust land) in this region. Area is within
Arlington Unified School District (elementary) and Buckeye Union High School District.

REMAINING POINTS: The Gillespie SESA shows stress from cattle grazing and
drought. In this region significant farmland is fallow. Cultural resource, grazing
allotment(s) and ground water resources need further evaluation. El Paso Pump Station
near east SESA boundary has EPA posting regarding Chromate discharge from plant.
Remediation and off-site ground water monitoring continues. Gillespie SESA is over-
flight zone for Luke AFB and considered an Airspace Consultation Area by Department
of Defense.

*Arizona Game & Fish Department web site & on-line environmental review tool. Data
from AZGFD Heritage Data Management System.
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Comment Date: September 11, 2009 18:15:25PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60187

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial: [Withheld by requestor]
Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]

State: [Withheld by requestor]

Zip: [Withheld by requestor]

Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email: [Withheld by requestor]
Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

The first priority of any solar installation is that it be of dry technology. The SW can't stand more massive water users. In NE
AZ, a solar/wind project could drain out aquifer and they haven't ruled out wet solar. Secondly, greater consideration should be
given wildlife and wildlife corridors. With fencing and basically the destruction of the environment with some technologies, we
won't have any environment to save. Third, like wind turbines, solar installations need to have large set backs from private

property.



Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60188.

Comment Date: September 11, 2009 23:35:14PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60188

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial:

Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]

State: [Withheld by requestor]

Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

Please consider the following in the EIS for the Solar Energy Development PEIS:

As an alternative, discuss the cost and comparative efficiency of producing the same amount of energy on roof tops of homes,
business and parking lots near the location of consumption.

Discuss where the energy will be consumed and how far it will have to travel and the loss associated with that distance.

Discuss the cost to the local communities for the loss of tourist dollars for lands taken from use as recreation lands.

Discuss the loss of habitat, loss of species and the ultimate consequence of that loss to the local area and the country.

Discuss the use of water and how that will affect the local communities (will their water rates increase? Why or why not).

Discuss in depth any subsidies that will be used for the construction and production of the energy and the source of such subsidies.
Thank you for considering my comments.



Thank you for your comment, Nancy Boland.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60189.

Comment Date: September 12, 2009 15:53:21PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60189

First Name: Nancy

Middle Initial: J

Last Name: Boland

Organization: Esmeralda County Nevada
Address: POB 146

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Silverpeak

State: NV

Zip: 89047

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: Solar PEIS Comments.doc

Comment Submitted:
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September 16, 2009

Solar Energy PEIS

Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Avenue
EVS/900

Argonne, 1L 60439

RE: Esmeralda County Comments Solar Energy PEIS

Two of the in depth proposed Nevada study areas are within Esmeralda County, Gold Point
(5,830 acres) and Millers (19,205 acres).

Millers:

1. Environmental Concerns
This area is within a water basin designated for preferred uses only. Solar
development should be restricted to (dry) photovoltaic panel based projects. The
Millers area is an established bird watching area and there may be wildlife issues
specifically disturbing nesting areas.

2. Social/Economic Concerns
The area is closer to Tonopah Nevada in Nye County than to any community in
Esmeralda County and any economic benefit from jobs would be felt in Nye County
while all the costs, Public Safety, Road Maintenance, Emergency Services, and
general governmental costs would be borne by Esmeralda County.

Gold Point
1. Environmental Concerns
This area is within the Lida Valley Water basin the annual yield of this basin is only
350 acre feet. Of these 240 acre feet is currently permitted for use leaving only 110
acre feet not appropriated.

This area is serviced by the Valley Electric Cooperative and the transmission line
dead ends at the community of Gold Point, Nevada. The existing lines are barely
adequate to serve the needs of the approximately 20 full and part-time residents. To
make any project viable either the existing transmission capacity would need to be
vastly increased or new lines to provide for interconnection with NV Energy
constructed. Both options will lead to a lot of disturbance as it is at least 18 miles to
the NV Energy system and approximately 40 miles from the nearest substation to
the study area.



Alternative Study Areas

During the initial selection process for the PEIS the BLLM land records still reflected as
withdrawn two rail corridors, (Mina 1, and Mina 2) that the DOE had considered as
transportation routes for Yucca Mountain. Because these were still shown as withdrawn
many areas within Esmeralda County that otherwise would have been suitable could not be
considered.

Esmeralda County respectfully requests that the U.S. Department of Energy and the Bureau
of Land Management cither substitute, or add some of these areas as shown on the map
which accompanies this submission. These areas are in known geothermal resources which
have not as yet been fully explored. These resources could be combined with solar parabolic
trough development benefiting development of both sources. The areas are closer to
existing communities in our county in all cases but one already connected to the NV Energy
grid.

Respectfully submitted,

Nancy J. Boland, Chair and Primary Representative Solar PEIS Cooperating Agency






Thank you for your comment, Kena Gloeckner.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60190.

Comment Date: September 13, 2009 09:30:10AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60190

First Name: Kena

Middle Initial: L

Last Name: Gloeckner

Organization: Flying H Ranch
Address: HC 74 Box 237

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Pioche

State: NV

Zip: 89043

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: solar comment letter.doc

Comment Submitted:
To Whom It May Concern:

Please see attachment for my comments.
Kena L. Gloeckner



September 8, 2009

Solar Energy PEIS

Argonne National Laboratory

9700 South Cass Avenue — EVS/900
Argonne, Illinois 60439

RE: Comments to the Solar Programmatic Environmental Impact Study
To Whom It May Concern:

I am a permittee in the Dry Lake Valley North Solar Energy Study Area in which 49,775
acres have been outlined to be included in you PEIS. My family has been involved in the
cattle ranching business for over 150 years, and our ownership and use of water and
grazing rights in the majority of this particular area exceed 100 years. Our allotment is
one of the best grazeable areas in all of Dry Lake Valley. In our operation, this location
with its abundant white sage (winter fat) and moderate temperatures serves as the primary
locale for the winter grazing and early spring calving of our cattle; most importantly, it is
essential to the existence of our operation. Without this area, our livelihood would be
destroyed. Not only would this area affect us, it also is crucial for the livelihood of
several of our neighboring ranchers. In fact, more than 10,000 AUMs (animal units per
month) would be lost in Dry Lake Valley North if this area were approved for solar
construction. Even more detrimental is the fact that the thousands of summer AUMs
belonging to these ranchers would also prove to be useless since it would be
economically and physically unfeasible to feed these large numbers of cattle during the
six months (November through April) that they normally spend in Dry Lake Valley. The
summer and winter AUMs balance each other as two essential parts to the whole
ranching operations.

Not only do we ranchers have grazing allotments in this area, but we also own the vested
water rights for the springs that service this valley. Currently, the ranchers in our
allotment have a pipeline network (over 31 miles long) that transports water to 5
reservoirs, in addition to 2 wells located at reservoirs within the proposed area. If this
area were approved for solar, we would lose both accessibility and serviceability to our
waters. Additionally, these reservoirs provide water for the wild horse, deer, and antelope
herds in the valley. The ensuing consequences for affecting these vested water rights
could prove to be drastic. Again, not only would these particular water rights be affected
since the ranchers could show no beneficial use by cattle, the water rights (which are
extremely numerous) in the summer ranges would also be detrimentally affected without
the cattle herds to show usage.

Upon closer inspection, I believe a solar expert would discover that much of this area is
unsuitable for solar facilities. In the area there is found a very finely divided soil
composed of dust blown by the wind and silt deposited by water. After any disturbance of
the surface crust, it easily becomes airborne again. The area is prone to many dust storms,
and this soil type becomes even more troublesome whenever it is disturbed by travel.



Often times during the fall and spring, the powdery levels reach almost six to eight inches
on many of the roads. Wind often carries the material throughout the valley, and it is not
uncommon for one to see numerous whirlwinds throughout the valley.

Finally, if this area were to be selected, great economical and environmental adversities
could occur. Lincoln County is an economically depressed area, and the ranching
industry is a vital element to the economy since it represents one of the main commercial
activities in the area. If chosen, this proposed area would be detrimental to some of the
biggest ranches in Lincoln County, forcing them out of business and causing a drop in
revenue to businesses from which they purchase feed supplements, veterinarian supplies,
equipment, fencing materials, and other ranching necessities. The domino effect would
be extensive. Along with the economical effects would come the environmental
consequences. For over a hundred years, the ranchers have been excellent stewards of the
land because it, in essence, is their livelihood. The loss of the native white sage in this
area as a result of solar construction would be irreplaceable since this particular plant is
difficult to reintroduce. Once the white sage is gone, it is gone. Since this area does not
receive substantial amounts of precipitation, disturbance to the native vegetation would
greatly impact rangeland health.

It is my understanding that the Lincoln County Commission supported a proposed solar
study area within the Ely Springs Cattle Grazing Allotment since its owner, Vidler Water,
had asked to become involved in this project. It is my request that the Dry Lake Valley
North study area be redefined to include only this portion since it would have minimal
adverse effects to all involved.

Your careful consideration of the concerns expressed in this letter would be greatly
appreciated.

Sincerely,

Kena Gloeckner
Permittee in the Dry Lake Valley North Purposed Solar Energy Study Area



Thank you for your comment, Kenneth Lytle.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60191.

Comment Date: September 13, 2009 09:32:53AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60191

First Name: Kenneth

Middle Initial: E

Last Name: Lytle

Organization: Lytle Ranches

Address: HC 74 Box 245

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Pioche

State: NV

Zip: 89043

Country: USA

Email: kenagloc@yahoo.com

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: Ken's solar comment letter.doc

Comment Submitted:

Please see attachment for my comments.



September 8, 2009

Solar Energy PEIS

Argonne National Laboratory

9700 South Cass Avenue — EVS/900
Argonne, Illinois 60439

RE: Comments to the Solar Programmatic Environmental Impact Study
To Whom It May Concern:

My family has been ranching in Nevada for almost 150 years, and I am a fourth-
generation rancher in that same business. For over 100 years we have been using the area
that you have labeled Dry Lake Valley North on your maps outlining proposed solar
locations. The Simpson allotment and everything north of that constitutes our entire
winter/spring grazing allotments where our cows graze from November through April.
Without the use of this area, we would be forced out of the cattle ranching business. Not
only do we use this area, but four other large ranching operations operate here as well. |
feel that there is only one section of this proposed area that may be suitable for solar and
that would be the portion labeled as the Ely Springs Cattle and Sheep allotments.
Recently that section of the proposed area was purchased by Vidler Water, a company
that has expressed a desire to house solar facilities on its allotment.

Besides being a crucial area for some of Lincoln County’s largest ranching operations, I
feel that the Dry Lake Valley North area is also unsuitable for solar development for
other reasons. First of all, one of the main types of vegetation that grow in the area is
white sage (or winter fat), a very delicate plant that is ideal for grazing. This plant is
easily destroyed by man-made traffic and can not be reestablished. If a plant dies, it is
gone forever. Dry Lake Valley North definitely represents some of the best winter
grazing land in the state of Nevada. It seems ludicrous that this area would even be
considered as a site for solar facilities. Secondly, the area is very dusty. Most times of
the year, a fine, powdery silt becomes airborne since some degree of wind is usually
blowing. I believe dust and solar facilities don’t mix well. Next, the ranchers in the area
not only lose all or most of their winter AUMs (animal units per month), but they also
lose thousands of summer AUMs since it is impossible to sustain their herds without the
winter portion. Most importantly, these ranchers also lose their stock-based vested water
rights (all of these ranches own a considerable amount of vested water rights dating back
into the 1800s) since they have little or no cattle to show beneficial use. I believe
compensating these ranchers for their water losses (property which they own) would
prove to be very costly. Finally, these ranching operations are very important to the
economy of Lincoln County; it is essential that this area of Dry Lake Valley remain intact
for these ranches to survive.

Recently at a meeting in Caliente, Nevada, with BLM personnel and ranchers in the area,
several alternative sites were selected to replace those containing areas with grazing
allotments that are currently being used. I would strongly urge you to replace the current



proposed solar areas with these other suggested sites that have few, if any, detrimental
effects or impacts. Most of these outlined areas contain dry lake beds with little
vegetation or surface areas that are not suitable for adequate grazing. These sites also
have power transmission lines running adjacent to them, making them more ideal than the
present locations.

In closing, I would like to request that you redefine the Dry Lake Valley North area to
include only the Ely Springs allotments. I would also like to urge you to consider the
alternate sites outlined in the scoping meeting in order to cause the least amount of
adverse effects.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Lytle
Permittee in the Dry Lake Valley North proposed solar area



Thank you for your comment, Donna Lytle.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60192.

Comment Date: September 13, 2009 09:34:38AM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60192

First Name: Donna

Middle Initial: B

Last Name: Lytle

Organization: Lytle Ranches

Address: HC 74 Box 245

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Pioche

State: NV

Zip: 89043

Country: USA

Email: kenagloc@yahoo.com

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: Donna's solar comment letter.doc

Comment Submitted:

Please see attachment for my comments.



Solar Energy PEIS

Argonne National Laboratory

9700 South Cass Avenue — EVS/900
Argonne, Illinois 60439

RE: Comments to the Solar Programmatic Environmental Impact Study
To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing this letter in protest to the proposed solar area in Dry Lake Valley North. I
disagree strongly with a large portion of this area being designated as a future solar site.
In fact, the only section I believe should become a possible site is the Ely Springs
allotments since the owner (Vidler Water) of those allotments expressed a wish to place
solar facilities on his portion of the area.

There are several reasons for my protest. First of all, from the Simpson allotment all the
way to the top northern boundary makes up our total winter/spring grazing allotment. Not
only does our entire cattle herd spend the cold winter months in this area, but it also
serves as the calving grounds for our cattle since the temperatures are a bit more
moderate than any other locations we have. Without this land, our ranching operation
would go out of business, along with four other large ranches in Lincoln County. Since
our family has been in the business for over 150 years, not only would these
consequences destroy our heritage, they would also be detrimental to the economy of
Lincoln County since we ranchers make up a large portion of the tax base. Not only
would our winter grazing lands become useless, but our summer ranges would also be of
no use to us since we no longer would have cattle to use them. Our herd numbers are
dependent on the numbers of cattle we are able to place in the Dry Lake Valley since it is
impossible to purchase feed or to physically undertake that burden for the large numbers
we are able to locate in Dry Lake. Because of the recent Wayne Hage court decision, I
believe it would also be very costly for the government or for the developer to
compensate us for our range improvements and for our numerous vested water rights.

In addition to the great financial burden placed on all parties involved, there would also
be great environmental impacts. Our portion of the Dry Lake Valley makes up some of
the best winter grazing areas in all of Nevada, primarily because of the abundance of
white sage. Once this plant is destroyed, studies have shown that there is very little or no
success with trying to reintroduce it to an area. Additionally, because of the soil type that
exists in the area, any disturbance to the vegetation there would turn the area into a dust
bowl. Already there is much dust that circulates throughout these sections. In fact, I
believe the prevalent amount of dust already present in the area would not mix well with
the solar equipment.

Presently we have a 31-mile pipeline that brings water to 5 reservoirs throughout our
allotment. These reservoirs not only provide water for our cattle, but they also supply the
wildlife and the wild mustang herd in this area with water. Without our water rights and
our pipeline, these reservoirs would become dry, and the wild horse herds and wildlife



would suffer greatly. We also have two wells located at two of the reservoirs that are
included in the range improvements made by members of these local ranching families.
Again, compensation would be extremely expensive.

At a recent meeting at the Caliente BLM, local ranchers met with Wells McGiffert, the
Ely BLM Renewable Energy Project Manager, and proposed alternate sites. I urge you
strongly to consider these proposed sites and to redefine any of the current locations that
detrimentally impact local ranchers. Moreover, Nevada has numerous sites with little or
no impact that invite solar developers to take advantage of. I would first urge you to
place these sites on any private lands that are inviting developers; for example, Harvey
Whitmore’s Coyote Springs, a Lincoln County development, has set aside over 8,000
acres for solar development. I am also wondering why the huge area of the Nevada Test
Site has not been considered for these projects since it is currently managed by the
government and has the perfect resources available to accommodate these sites; this area
would also eliminate negative impacts to individuals who enjoy or rely upon the multiple
use aspect of public lands. I believe your findings will guide all future developers to the
sites which you select. Please give the areas careful consideration before selecting them
in order to minimize adverse effects to everyone.

Sincerely,

Donna Lytle
Lytle Ranches and Permittee in the Dry Lake Valley North proposed solar area



Thank you for your comment, Tiffany Bartz.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60193.

Comment Date: September 13, 2009 13:32:25PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60193
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Country: USA
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Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: SUWA SESA Scoping Comments.pdf

Comment Submitted:
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September 13, 2009

DELIVERED VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL (THROUGH THE PROJECT WEBSITE) AND U.S. POST
(wITH EXHIBITS)

Solar Energy PEIS

Argonne National Laboratory
9700 S. Cass Avenue
EVS/900

Argonne, IL 60439

Greetings,

On behalf of the Southern Utah Wilderness Alliance (“SUWA?”), please accept
these scoping comments regarding the Bureau of Land Management’s and the

Department of Energy’s (“the Agencies”) three proposed Solar Energy Study Areas
(“SESAs”) in Utah.

SUWA is a non-profit organization based in Salt Lake City, Utah, with
approximately 15,000 members, many of whom reside in Utah. SUWA’s mission is to
further the preservation of the outstanding wilderness-quality lands throughout Utah and
to promote the management of these lands in their natural state for the benefit of all
Americans. SUWA has a deep and longstanding interest in the protection and
preservation of all of the Bureau of Land Management’s (“BLM’s”) wilderness-quality
lands in Utah, including lands identified by the Utah Wilderness Coalition (“UWC”) as
possessing wilderness characteristics and proposed for wilderness in America’s Red Rock
Wilderness Act (“ARRWA”). Because SUWA’s mission is to preserve wild lands in
Utah, SUWA will limit these comments to the three Solar Energy Study Areas that are
proposed in Utah, and will not provide comments on the SESAs proposed in other states.

SUWA strongly supports increasing renewable energy, including solar power,
throughout the western United States, but believes such development must be conducted
in a responsible manner that preserves wilderness-quality lands and remote wild
landscapes. SUWA appreciates the Agencies’ efforts to expand solar energy via the
Solar Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (“Solar PEIS”) and to identify
problematic issues early in the National Environmental Policy Act (“NEPA”) process.

SUWA appreciates that Utah BLM has already applied screening criteria,
including Wilderness Study Areas, Areas of Critical Environmental Concern, as well as
the BLM’s 1999 wilderness inventory and the Utah Wilderness Coalition’s wilderness
proposal data to arrive at this first round of SESAs in Utah.

During this exciting time when our country is beginning the transition away from
its reliance on fossil fuels, SUWA is eager to be part of the process of developing the



country’s renewable energy resources and ensuring that such development occurs in a
deliberate, responsible manner in locations appropriate for such large scale developments.

A SUWA Supports Channeling Solar Development into Previously Disturbed
Areas and Areas Near Existing Transmission Lines and Infrastructure.

SUWA supports channeling renewable energy development into previously
disturbed areas and leaving undisturbed areas wild. Likewise, SUWA supports
developing renewable resources near existing transmission lines and infrastructure.
Channeling development into such areas will ensure that solar energy development in
Utah will not unnecessarily contribute to soil disturbance, erosion, dust storms, water
shortages, climate change effects, other potential adverse impacts to resources. SUWA
commends the Agencies’ choice of SESAs in Utah, particularly the Escalante Valley and
Milford Flats South SESAs, that meet these criteria. The Escalante Valley and Milford
Flats South SESAs already have a significant amount of development, including
transmission lines and roads within and surrounding them.

There remain few areas on Utah’s public lands where soils have not yet been
disturbed. Keeping these places undisturbed is important for many reasons: it will help
reduce soil erosion as drought and climate change effects continue; will help retain native
vegetation and reduce the potential for non-native invasive species; will significantly
benefit wildlife, including threatened, endangered, and sensitive species; will help protect
water quality and quantity; will benefit air quality; will preserve cultural resources; will
safeguard clear night skies and visual resources; and will protect other resources in the
ecosystem.

New research shows the importance of limiting the generation of dust by ensuring
that undisturbed soils remain undisturbed. This research illustrates that dust generated in
Utah is carried by winds into Colorado, falls on the mountain snowpack, and accelerates
the melting of the snowpack, causing serious consequences for river flow levels and the
timing of snowmelt. See, e.g., Neff, J.C., et al., Increasing Eolian Dust Deposition in the
Western United States Linked to Human Activity, NATURE GEOSCIENCE, (Nature
Publishing Group, 2008) (attached as Exhibit A); Eilperin, Juliet, Dust Storms Escalate,
Prompting Environmental Fears, THE WASHINGTON POST, (Apr. 23, 2009) (attached as
Exhibit B); see also Photos of Colorado snowpack with layers of dust from two separate
March 2009 snowstorms (attached as Exhibit C). The dust on the snowpack absorbs
more sunlight than does white snow, which is highly reflective, and contributes to certain
effects that are already exacerbated by climate change, such as early spring runoff. See
Exhibit B. It is therefore very important to ensure that solar energy development in Utah
will minimize the amount of soil disturbance and not significantly increase the amount of
dust generated.

Not only does Utah’s dust contribute to premature snowpack melt in Colorado, it
also contributes to serious local air quality concerns in Utah. Dust generated in the
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southwestern part of the state, where the SESAs would be located, may travel on the
prevailing winds northeast to the populous Salt Lake Valley and the Wasatch Front,
raising the level of particulate matter and affecting the health of over two million
residents. The spring and summer of 2009 saw several such dust storms. Seeg, e.g.,
Photos taken in July 2009 in southwestern Utah’s Pine Valley, one valley west of the
Wah Wah Valley (attached as Exhibit D). The best way to limit the creation of dust is to
locate development in previously disturbed areas.

In addition to decreasing the amount of dust generated, reducing the extent of
surface disturbance is important for wildlife, vegetation, water quality, erosion, visual
resources, and many other resources. Preserving undisturbed soils or soils with
biological soil crusts is crucial for combating the spread of invasive species and
preventing erosion. Studies show that disturbed soils lead to the spread of invasive plant
species, such as cheatgrass. See, e.g., Reid, Chad R., Goodrich, Sherel, and Bowns,
James E., Cheatgrass and Red Brome: History and Biology of Two Invaders, USDA
Forest Service Proceedings (2008) (indicating that cheatgrass, perhaps the biggest threat
to native plant communities in Utah, invades areas where the soil has been previously
disturbed) (attached as Exhibit E). Undisturbed soils also help to prevent erosion by
reducing the amount of runoff from heavy rain or snow events. See, e.g., Belnap, Jayne,
et al., Biological Soil Crusts: Ecology and Management, U.S. Department of Interior,
Bureau of Land Management, Technical Reference 1730-2 (2001) (attached as Exhibit
F).

B. SUWA Supports the Development of the Escalante Valley and Milford
Flats South Solar Energy Study Areas.

SUWA supports the development of the Escalante Valley and the Milford Flats
South proposed Solar Energy Study Areas. These two proposed SESAs are located near
existing infrastructure, including existing high-capacity transmission lines (see Wild Utah
project map attached as Exhibit G). Locating large-scale renewable energy facilities near
existing infrastructure is important because it reduces the necessity for substantial new
surface disturbance. Reducing the extent of surface disturbance is important for all the
reasons discussed above, including limiting the amount of dust generated.

In addition, these two proposed SESAs will benefit the local economies of
Beaver, Iron, and Millard counties and provide local jobs. The Milford Flats South
SESA is near the town of Milford, which is currently experiencing a boost to its economy
from the ongoing construction of the Milford Wind farm, located approximately 10 miles
north of Milford, and consisting of nearly 100 wind turbines. Construction of a solar
energy facility south of Milford will continue to help the local economy, including the
towns of Milford and Minersville. Construction of the Escalante Valley SESA would
similarly provide a boost to Beaver and Iron County’s economy. In addition, Beaver
County is home to two existing geothermal power plants, the Blundell plant and the
Cover Fort-Sulphurdale plant, both located northeast of Milford. Construction of the
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Milford Flats South and/or the Escalante Valley SESAs would make southwestern Utah
home to all three types of renewable energy (wind, solar, and geothermal), and would
continue to transform the area into one of the country’s hot spots for renewable energy.

For all of these reasons, the Escalante Valley and the Milford Flats South SESAs
are appropriate candidates for renewable development. SUWA requests that the
Agencies prioritize the development of these two proposed SESAs.

C. SUWA Suggests that the Agencies Reconsider the Wah Wah Valley Solar
Energy Study Area.

SUWA suggests that the Agencies reconsider development of the Wah Wah
Valley SESA. Unlike the Escalante Valley and the Milford Flats South SESAs, the Wah
Wah Valley SESA does not lie near existing high-capacity transmission lines (it merely
lies along a proposed Section 368 Energy Corridor). See West Wide Energy Corridor
Final PEIS, available at http://corridoreis.anl.gov/eis/fmap/sbm/index.cfm.

Importantly, the Wah Wah Valley is surrounded on both the east and the west by
areas proposed for wilderness designation in America’s Red Rock Wilderness Act. See
Wild Utah Project Map attached as Exhibit G. Although the Wah Wah Valley SESA is
not within an area proposed for wilderness in ARRWA, the Wah Wah Valley retains a
wild and generally undisturbed character, as well as impressive visual resources. This
remote basin and range complex exhibits an overwhelming sense of isolation and wild
character that is slowly becoming a dwindling resource in America. Any development,
small or large scale in the Wah Wah Valley would impact the undeveloped nature of this
region. In addition, the wilderness experience from the San Francisco Mountains east of
the valley and the Wah Wah Mountains west of the valley would be affected by a large
solar development that would change the character of the region and dramatically affect
the experience of recreationists who visit this remote and wild region of Utah.

In addition, unlike the Escalante Valley and the Milford Flats South SESAs,
which are located on lands governed by the Cedar Beaver Garfield Antimony Resource
Management Plan (“CBGA RMP”), the management guidance for the lands in the Wah
Wah Valley comes from the Pinyon Management Framework Plan (“MFP”), which was
completed 26 years ago, in 1983. MFPs are very different documents from RMPs. The
primary distinction is that RMPs are considered major federal actions under the National
Environmental Policy Act, and necessitate the preparation of an Environmental Impact
Statement (“EIS”). 43 C.F.R. 1601.0-6; see 40 C.F.R. § 1502. The completion of an
MFP, however, does not necessitate the completion of an EIS, or even an Environmental
Assessment. See 40 C.F.R. § 1508.10; Southern Utah Wilderness Alliance (SUWA), et
al., 164 IBLA 118, 124 (2004).

According to regulations governing the BLM, 43 C.F.R. § 1610.8(a)(1), MFPs
may serve as the basis for considering proposed actions, but only until superseded by
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RMPs. These regulations governing MFPs were published in 1979 and the drafters
envisioned that MFPs would govern land management only for a “transition period” until
RMPs could be completed. See 43 C.F.R. § 1610.8(b) (1979); SUWA, 164 IBLA at 124.
Thirty years after these regulations were passed, the outdated Pinyon MFP remains the
governing management document for the Wah Wah Valley.

Because of the difference between MFPs and RMPs, and the corresponding lack
of environmental analysis in the Pinyon MFP, different considerations apply to the Wah
Wah Valley SESA than the other two SESAs. The Agencies must ensure that BLM
completes any additional analysis required for the Wah Wahy Valley SESA due to the
lack of an existing RMP and EIS for the region. In particular, section 201 of the Federal
Land Policy and Management Act (“FLPMA”) requires that BLM conduct periodic
resource inventories and Keep these inventories current. 43 U.S.C. § 1711. Under
FLPMA, BLM “shall prepare and maintain on a continuing basis an inventory of all
public lands and their resource and other values . . . This inventory shall be kept current
so as to reflect changes in conditions and to identify new and emerging resource and
other values.” 43 U.S.C. § 1711(a). Thus, FLPMA requires BLM to identify any visual
resources that exist by conducting visual resource inventories and repeating these
inventories as necessary to Keep them current. Therefore, BLM is required to consider
whether, and to what extent, visual resource values are now present in the Wah Way
Valley and, if the values are present, how development of the Wah Wah Valley SESA
would impact these values. As far as SUWA knows, the last visual resources inventory
of the Wah Wah Valley occurred with the preparation of the Pinyon MFP, prior to 1983.
See Pinyon MFP at Appendix VR.

In addition, because the Wah Wah Valley SESA is located further from existing
transmission lines and remains relatively undisturbed, solar development in the Wah Wah
Valley would result in more surface disturbance and would create a concomitant increase
in soil erosion and dust, which would have ecological and health impacts, as discussed
above. See, e.g., Exhibit D, photos taken in July 2009 in southwestern Utah’s Pine
Valley, one valley west of the Wah Wah Valley, and one of the light blue areas on the
SESA Map prepared June 5, 2009; Streater, Scott, Climate Change, Water Shortages
Conspire to Create 21st Century Dust Bowl, THE NEW YORK TIMES, (May 14, 2009)
(article mentions probable escalation of the dust problem due to renewable energy
development) (attached as Exhibit H); Nelson, Paul, Health Experts Warn Utah Residents
to Prepare for the Dust, KSL NEws, (July 8, 2009) (attached as Exhibit I).

For these reasons, SUWA suggests that the Agencies reconsider the development
of the Wah Wah Valley SESA, and prioritize the development of the Escalante Valley
and Milford Flats SESAs.
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D. The Solar PEIS Should Consider an Alternative that Discourages the
Development of Solar Power Plants that Use Significant Amounts of Water.

Water is of paramount importance in Utah and throughout desert Southwest, and
solar energy development has the potential to consume significant quantities of water. In
developing renewable energies to help combat climate change, the Agencies must be
careful not to exacerbate one of the effects of climate change: diminishing precipitation
and water supplies on the Colorado Plateau and throughout southwestern Utah. See, e.g.,
U.S. Geological Survey, Impacts of Climate Change on Water and Ecosystems in the
Upper Colorado River Basin (August 2007) (attached as Exhibit J); Union of Concerned
Scientists, Southwest: Arizona, California, Colorado, Nevada, New Mexico, West Texas,
Utah, GLOBAL CLIMATE CHANGE IMPACTS IN THE UNITED STATES (2009) (attached as
Exhibit K). Because of the projected outlook of decreased precipitation on the Colorado
Plateau and throughout southwestern Utah, it is important that the Solar PEIS thoroughly
analyze the impacts that the development of the proposed SESAs could have on water
quantity and quality, groundwater levels, downstream users, and other individuals and
industries that use water in Utah and throughout the Southwest.

Although water-cooled solar power plants are the most efficient, such plants may
not be practical for desert regions of southwestern Utah. SUWA urges the Agencies to
adopt policies in the PEIS that encourage reduced water consumption. For example, the
PEIS should consider alternatives, or a combination of alternatives, that discourage the
use of water-cooled plants and require power plants to be air-cooled, or that require
plants to use reclaimed or brackish water for cooling. Similarly, the PEIS should
consider alternatives that significantly reduce the amount of water needed to run solar
power plants or that require mitigation for the water use.

E. The Solar PEIS Should Analyze The Impact of Solar Development on Dark
Night Skies.

Utah is blessed with some of the darkest night skies in the western United States.
As an example, Natural Bridges National Monument in southeastern Utah was recently
named the first international dark skies park. National Park Service, Natural Bridges
Named the World’s First International Dark-Sky Park, available at
http://www.nps.gov/nabr/parknews/news040507.htm (April 2007) (last visited Sept. 5,
2009). It is important to protect such dark sky areas, as these rare places are currently
protected from the light pollution that pervades most of the country.

As stated above, the Escalante Valley and Milford Flats South SESAs are located
in places where development has already occurred, and light pollution therefore presents
less of an issue. The Wah Wah Valley SESA is, by contrast, in an area that has seen little
development, and a solar power plant in the valley has the potential to significantly
impact the area’s dark skies. Importantly, the University of Utah is in the process of
constructing an optical telescope that depends on dark skies. The telescope will be
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located on San Francisco Peak in the mountains rising up from the Wah Wah Valley’s
eastern side. To ensure that large-scale solar development will not unnecessarily affect
dark night skies, the Solar PEIS should analyze the impact that the proposed SESAs, and
the Wah Wah Valley SESA in particular, will have on southwestern Utah’s dark night
skies.

F. Comments Regarding the Areas that Appear in Light Blue on the Solar
Energy Study Area Map.

Although it appears that the Solar PEIS will focus on the proposed Solar Energy
Study Areas, the Map entitled Solar Energy Study Areas in Utah states that the lands that
appear in light blue are also being analyzed for solar development in the Solar PEIS.
Although information on all of the light blue areas in the state has not been provided to
the public at this time, there are many light blue areas that would present significant
concerns to SUWA if solar development were proposed for those areas.

For example, the Parowan Gap area, containing rare and unique petroglyphs and
what is thought to be a prehistoric astronomical site, is depicted in light blue on the SESA
Map. Given the cultural importance of this site, no development of any kind should
occur here. It is highly likely that other such conflicts exist in the light blue areas in
southwestern Utah and throughout the state. Should proposed development of any of the
areas currently appearing in light blue on the SESA Map progress, SUWA will provide
comments on those areas at that time.

CONCLUSION

SUWA is excited about the prospect of renewable energy development
throughout in Utah, and is dedicated to ensuring that such development occurs in a
responsible manner and where appropriate. SUWA commends the Agencies’ efforts to
screen out and exclude sensitive lands from large-scale solar development. SUWA
strongly supports the development of the Escalante Valley and Milford Flats South
SESAs, and suggests that the Agencies reconsider development of the Wah Wah Valley
SESA.

SUWA is grateful for the Agencies’ efforts to involve the public early in the solar
energy development process, and hopes that early collaboration will alleviate disputes
further along in the process. Thank you for your consideration of these scoping
comments. We look forward to remaining involved in the Solar PEIS process.

Sincerely,

Tiffany Bartz
Southwestern Field Attorney
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Thank you for your comment, Gary Thomas.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60194.

Comment Date: September 13, 2009 13:56:56PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60194

First Name: Gary

Middle Initial: F

Last Name: Thomas
Organization: SCBS

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]
State: [Withheld by requestor]
Zip: [Withheld by requestor]
Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email: [Withheld by requestor]
Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

We have worked for years to keep the desert from large scale development. If there was no other way to generate power this might
be a good idea,but this is greed and politics only. Put the panels on roof tops where the power is needed. Gary Thomas



Thank you for your comment, Beaumont McClure.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60195.

Comment Date: September 13, 2009 15:56:55PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60195

First Name: Beaumont

Middle Initial: C

Last Name: McClure

Organization: Public Lands Foundation
Address: 6510 W. Lucia Drive

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Phoenix

State: AZ

Zip: 850837406

Country: USA

Email: bemcclure@cox.net

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: Solar PEIS Letter FINAL.doc

Comment Submitted:

I am submitting a letter on behalf of the Public Lands Foundation President. See attachment.



September 9, 2009

Bob Abbey, Director

Bureau of Land Management
1849 C Street NW (WO350)
Washington, DC, 20240

Dear Director Abbey:

This is in response to your request for comments on your joint Programmatic
Environmental Impact Statement to Develop and Implement Agency-Specific Programs
for Solar Energy Development (Solar PEIS).

The Public Lands Foundation (PLF) is a nonprofit national organization incorporated in
1987 to support Keeping public lands in public hands, embracing multiple use
management of BLM lands as prescribed by the Federal Land Policy and Management
Act (FLPMA), and following sound environmental principles. We are a membership
organization whose members are predominantly retired former employees of the BLM.
As such, our membership represents a broad spectrum of knowledge and experience in
public land management.

PLF supports the intent and the procedure for identifying the 24 areas in the six states
(Arizona, California, Colorado, Nevada, New Mexico, and Utah) that are listed in the
June 30, 2009 Federal Register as solar energy study areas to be analyzed in a
Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement.

We have been concerned about the "Land Rush" by solar energy companies applying for
sites on lands within the National System of Public Lands based on industry criteria and
with little consideration of the potential impacts on other public values, and also with the
industry intention that the first applicant for a site will have priority in getting the right-
of-way permit for the solar energy facility.

We understand that the 24 areas listed in the Federal Register Notice have been identified
by BLM as being relatively free of environmental conflicts and potential controversies
and your intent is to have these 24 areas evaluated in the Programmatic EIS. The lands
that are classified as suitable for solar energy production would then be made
available for solar energy development through a competitive bidding process.

While the identified areas may have a low level of environmental conflict, that does not
mean that important resource values are entirely absent. Wildlife habitat, watershed, and
open space values can be adversely affected even in remote desert areas and
consideration should be given to these kinds of impacts during the environmental
assessment process. We believe the BLM should develop and implement an aggressive



mitigation program in partnership with the benefitting industries, local land users, and
other citizens who use and care about our public lands. Considering that solar energy
development can heavily impact large areas of land, mitigation measures, including off-
site mitigation should be a strong component of the overall strategy.

Another aspect of the strategy we believe you should pay attention to as you proceed
down this path is to be sure that the Federal government is not setting up a program that
encourages private development on public lands to the exclusion of otherwise suitable
private lands. Using public lands to subsidize the development of a particular industry
can have long term impacts which are difficult to undo as private investments are made
and communities are developed on the basis that these industries will be supported by the
government even after their economic viability has passed.

That being said, we believe the proposed process will minimize conflicts with other
public values and local concerns; will speed up the process of authorizing solar energy
facilities on public lands; will help ensure that the public is getting a fair rental from the
solar energy use of their public lands; and, if properly mitigated, could result in benefits
to America’s public lands.

PLF may have future comments about solar energy development on some of the
individual areas, and, if so, we will express them during the PEIS process. Meanwhile,
PLF endorses the approach BLM is taking in dealing with the solar energy initiative on
the National System of Public Lands.

Sincerely,
/s/ George Lea
George Lea, President
Identical letter to:
Solar Energy PEIS
Argonne National Laboratory

9700 S. Cass Avenue --EVS/900
Argonne, IL 60439



Thank you for your comment, Christine Carraher.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60196.

Comment Date: September 13, 2009 16:14:35PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60196

First Name: Christine

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Carraher

Organization:

Address: P.O. Box 935

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Twentynine Palms

State: CA

Zip: 92277

Country: USA

Email: magicgroove@gmail.com

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: Solar PEIS Scoping Comments Carraher 09 13 2009.doc

Comment Submitted:

Please see Comments attached as file "Solar PEIS Scoping Comments Carraher 09 13 2009". If Comments fail to transmit, please
contact me. Thank you.



Christine Carraher
P.O. Box 935
Twentynine Palms, CA 92277
magicgroove@gmail.com www.magicgroove.net

September 13, 2009

Solar Energy PEIS Scoping
http://solareis.anl.gov/involve/comments/index.cfm

Delivered via electronic mail

Re:  Scoping Comments on the Solar Energy Development Programmatic
Environmental Impact Statement

To Whom It May Concern:

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Solar Energy Development Programmatic
Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS).

I am a 17-year full-time resident of Wonder Valley in San Bernardino County, California. I own
five acres, a well, a home, and an art studio in a vintage cabin north of Amboy Road between
Godwin and Gammel. I work both as an artist and as a medical transcriptionist, telecommuting
from my home. My community of Wonder Valley and the Dale Basin is specifically included in
the lands being analyzed for solar energy development.

I am concerned that industrial-scale solar development of the desert imposes an undue burden on
desert communities, threatens to destroy and damage desert ecosystems, and is not economically
or scientifically justifiable in the face of better alternatives, mainly dispersed rooftop solar
generation in the areas of load, as well as conservation. [ further am concerned about the
potential to destroy a unique culture and community in Wonder Valley and the Dale Basin.

Below are General comments on the scope of the PEIS, followed by comments specifically
addressing potential material and nonmaterial impacts on the Wonder Valley/Dale Basin
community.

GENERAL COMMENTS

1. The PEIS should include consultation with Native American tribal governments to
determine whether there are sites or specific areas of particular concern, including sites of
traditional religious and cultural significance.



2. The PEIS should study the impacts of increased vehicular traffic and congestion on desert
communities, environmental resources, road infrastructure, and public safety during both
construction and operational phases of solar and transmission development.

3. The PEIS should study the impacts of worker populations on sensitive desert resources
during both construction and operational phases of solar and transmission development.

4. The PEIS should study the impacts on resources that would follow from the introduction
of new routes, in view of the known problems caused by off-road vehicle activity and the
“invitation” effect of new routes.

5. The PEIS should study impacts on limited water resources and the effects of competition
with desert communities, as well as biological communities, for those resources.

6. The PEIS needs to include evaluation of the cumulative and long-term effects of the
Project in light of concurrent proposed expansion of the 29 Palms Marine Corps Air-
Ground Combat Center; numerous wind projects and geothermal projects; “Route 66
Monument; and Cadiz Land Company water project.

7. The PEIS needs to consider how the desert communities’ own energy needs will or will
not be served by these projects.

8. The PEIS must thoroughly analyze the socioeconomic, security, and environmental
effects of remote installations versus locally distributed power and consider alternatives
that focus renewable energy development close to the load centers. The impacts and
benefits of a comprehensive program involving rooftop solar across the developed
Southwest, as well as additional potential energy alternatives, must also be thoroughly
analyzed and considered. To single out the desert and its communities to bear the brunt
of providing energy for the urban areas is an ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE issue. To
demand sacrifice only of the desert areas and not the load areas is not acceptable!

9. Areas that have already been degraded should be prioritized for consideration for solar
and transmission development. No public lands that are basically still relatively
undisturbed should be considered for solar energy or transmission use until all degraded
lands have been utilized.

10. Removed from any consideration for solar and transmission development should be all
protected lands, such as national and state parks, monuments, and preserves;
environmentally significant areas such as Designated Wildlife Management Areas and
Areas of Critical Environmental Concern; and lands with significant environmental
resource potential such as Wilderness Study Areas, other lands with wilderness
characteristics, and areas that are under consideration as potential wildlife corridors.

11. The PEIS must include a programmatic evaluation of cumulative impacts to Endangered
and Listed species, especially the Desert Tortoise.

12. The PEIS must study the potential of construction and operational phases to introduce or
encourage invasive vegetation, including Brassica tournefortii or Saharan Mustard, not
just at project locations but throughout the desert areas, as vehicles are one of the biggest
culprits for spreading invasives.

Christine Carraher/Solar PEIS 09/13/2009 2



COMMENTS SPECIFIC TO WONDER VALLEY AND THE DALE BASIN

The community of Wonder Valley and the Dale Basin was formed in intimate relationship with
its desert setting. The area is a sort of tidal zone, where the residential interfaces with wilderness
at the edge of civilization. The setting and its natural resources, including the broad expanse and
its peace, quiet, and visual aesthetics, are intrinsic to the history, identity, and cultural and
socioeconomic character and well-being of this community and its residents. Deterioration of or
encroachment upon these resources would remove the meaning, heart, and viability of a unique
community that has survived in the margins and continues to make a unique contribution to the
larger culture of California and the world.

POTENTIAL IMPACTS

The Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement must thoroughly analyze potential
economic, material, and nonmaterial impacts on the Wonder Valley/Dale Basin community.

The construction and operation of solar and transmission facilities would bring increased noise,
dust and other air-borne pollutants, light pollution, loss of quality viewshed, and other impacts
on the quality of life for our residents and quality of experience for the visitors, guests, and
clients who come to the Dale Basin for a unique experience of beauty and peace and upon whom
many of our residents depend for income. These effects must be measured in the analysis.

Deterioration of desert viewshed and open space and other natural resources would means loss of
identity, livelihood, and investment for the residents of Wonder Valley and the Dale Basin. The
area depends economically on location- and resource-reliant industries such as mining and
farming; tourism; vacation rentals; location shooting for film, television, and advertising;
recreation, both motorized and nonmotorized; and other cultural activities such as art, historical,
and spiritual tours and retreats. The area also relies on the aesthetic and environmental quality of
its setting to attract today’s increasingly mobile workforce, which has become less
geographically tethered and can choose where they live. (I myself was able to choose Wonder
Valley because of the geographic independence offered by my digital-based trade.) Retirees are
also a significant part of our community who can choose where they live based on natural
amenities and appeal. Therefore, the area’s property values depend on these amenities and that
appeal. A diminishment in the quality of the desert setting and resources means jobs, income,
and property investment directly lost and future potential thrown away for the Wonder
Valley/Dale Basin community. The PEIS must analyze potential socioeconomic impacts to the
area that might be caused by deterioration of the quality of the setting and other effects of the
Project.

The PEIS further must include a thorough survey of culturally and historically significant
resources and sites as well as mining/freighting and archaeological/tribal routes and sites and
analyze potential impacts. Wonder Valley and the Dale Basin were roamed by the Serrano,
Chemehuevi, and Cahuilla peoples, and its early American history is connected to the Oasis of
Mara and Twentynine Palms, mining and ranching activities, and the early homesteading
movement of wounded World War I veterans. In 1888 two freight lines run by muleskinners
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such as Sabathy crossed the area serving the robust mining industry, and the Dale-Amboy
Stageline was used in the early 1900s. There is still much to be learned about the early history of
this fascinating area, and it is important that resources not be destroyed before they can be
surveyed and preserved for future generations.

AN EXCEPTIONAL RESOURCE: THE SMALL-TRACT HOMESTEADS

The PEIS must include a thorough analysis of potential impacts on Wonder Valley and the Dale
Basin as a unique community shaped by the historic 1938 Small-Tract Homestead Act.

Contemporary Wonder Valley and the Dale Basin are visually characterized by two prominent
features: The immensity of the natural desert landscape, and the presence of numerous scattered
small homestead cabins, in varying states of repair. The cabins are a source of constant curiosity
on the part of passers-through, who frequently stop by the Fire Station to ask a version of the
perennial query, “What are all those old shacks out there?”

Wonder Valley developed as part of the Small-Tract Homestead Act of 1938, an attempt by the
Federal Government to bring residents into the Mojave Desert in which five-acre parcels of land
were given to individuals who agreed to build a small residential structure and meet other minor
requirements. It is those small structures, whether whole, refurbished, or in ghostly disrepair,
that provoke such curiosity and attention today and form the nuclear framework of the
community.

Wonder Valley is largely intact as a Small-Tract homestead community. The role of the
homestead heritage in shaping the community cannot be overstated, and the cultural and
historical significance of this heritage is only recently becoming recognized. Little has changed
since the following appeared as one of numerous passages on the movement in various issues of
The Desert Magazine (1954):

Passage of the Small Tract Act has opened vast areas of land, not for profit or
exploitation, but for folks who like to build with their own hands, and who are thrilled by
the challenge of creating a home of their own...These homesteads are for people who
delight in watching the moon rise over purpled hills, for those who would call the stars
by name, and who love the peace that is found only in remote places.

The appeal remains. Today, the five-acre homesteads have become the basis of a special edge-
culture built upon a combination of resourcefulness, creativity, determination, and diversity that
is increasingly rare in the monotonous suburban landscapes of California. The population spans
a remarkable spectrum of class and interests. Whether as recreational cabins used by
generations, showcases refurbished by artists, retreats for spiritual seekers, resorts for frazzled
urbanites, or refuges for the invalid or the person on fixed income, the homestead cabins have
bound together a remarkably diverse population. The historically low real estate prices have
continued to allow many of the less-privileged to attain their “little bit of heaven”, or at least an
affordable roof over their head, an opportunity for home-ownership that essentially cannot be
duplicated elsewhere in California. The variety of the population and the economic, social, and
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civic systems its members have devised to survive are a unique expression of modern American
culture and a living face of history.

It is critical to keep in mind that the glue that binds this community is the combination of the
homestead heritage and the natural desert expanse within which it sits. Both are fundamental for
its survival as an identifiable entity. Therefore, the Project must be analyzed as an
Environmental Justice issue, with a unique, irreplaceable, lower-income population at risk.

The cabins have architectural significance as a class, with the characteristic “jackrabbit” cabin
tailored to meet government requirements and put up almost overnight by such landmark
enterprises as Homestead Builders, as well as by many local independent contractors. As well,
many cabins were and continue to be unique personal creations of the original homesteaders and
their followers, including a notable number of single women as documented in contemporaneous
issues of The Desert Magazine.

Potential Project impacts also need to be evaluated in light of clear eligibility on the part of both
individual homesteads and the entire Wonder Valley community under Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act:

e Itis associated with an historic event.

¢ Itincludes historic structures, the homestead cabins, that were created as a result of this
historic act and which remain for the most part architecturally intact.

e The entire community may be eligible as historic under Section 106 as there has been
very little alteration to its architectural, physical, and historic integrity since it was
founded as a Homestead Community.

As well, the community meets several criteria for consideration for the State of California
Regsister of Historical Places:

e Associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of
local or regional history or the cultural heritage of California or the United States
(Criterion 1).

o Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region or method of
construction or represents the work of a master or possesses high artistic values (Criterion
3).

o Has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the prehistory or
history of the local area, California or the nation (Criterion 4).

RESOURCES AT RISK

The artists, homesteads, and cultural traditions, products, and events of Wonder Valley and the
Dale Basin have been featured in a variety of publications, including locally such as The Sun
Runner and The Desert Sun and nationally such as the Los Angeles Times and the New York
Times. Despite this repeated exposure, there is a persistent public and institutional view that
there is “nothing” in the desert, including in the local Study Area.
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Contrary to that view, below are some of the resources, events, and traditions that are an intrinsic
part of the fabric of the Dale Basin communities, all elements that are intimately tied to and
dependent upon the natural resources of their desert setting and, at the same time, are economic
generators for the area. These elements contribute to the cultural, visual resource, and
socioeconomic life and health of the community and could all potentially be adversely affected
by the effects of the Project. They must be considered within the PEIS analysis of impacts.

The Poste Homestead Historical and Natural Area (Chadwick south of Amboy) contains
the adobe ruins of a 1923 homestead occupied by local historic figures David and Anna
Poste, owners and operators of the Virginia Dale Mine. The area is of sufficient
historical and environmental significance to be the target of a BLM Public Lands Day
Volunteer clean-up in 2009, as well as preservation efforts by the Twentynine Palms
Historical Society, the Morongo Basin Conservation Association, and the Mojave Desert
Land Trust.

The historic Neugebauer Adobe on Blower north of Amboy, dating from 1939 and still
occupied by the original family.

The Fire Station on Amboy Road, long a center of community life, was originally a State
of California Agricultural Inspection Station built in 1960. There are currently plans to
create a historical mural on the wall of the Station featuring famed muleskinner Sabathy,
who ran a freight line in Wonder Valley servicing Dale Mine a hundred years ago.

The innovative local “tinkerbell” telephone system that connected the far-flung
homesteads with buried wire that can still be found.

The Desert Electric Cooperative, Inc. (Amboy at Gammel). This original power provider
was a critical factor in the development of the Small-Tract communities across the Basin.
The Mid-Century-style building still stands as a landmark and is currently used as a
retreat center.

“Jackrabbit Homestead: Tracing the Small Tract Act in the Southern California
Landscape, 1938-2008”, a multimedia project by Kim Stringfellow. Included: A book of
fine-art photographs and text on the homestead history of Wonder Valley, to be published
in 2009 by Center for American Places as third in the series, “Center Books on the
American West.” Also, a “Web-based multimedia presentation featuring a downloadable
car audio tour exploring the cultural legacy of the Small Tract Act. Stories from this
underrepresented regional history will be told through the voices of local residents,
historians, and area artists—many of whom reside in reclaimed historic cabins and use the
structures as inspiration for their creative work™; sponsored by the Twentynine Palms
Historical Society Museum and supported by a Stories grant from the California Council
of the Humanities.

Wonder Valley Institute of Contemporary Art, located in a vintage cabin on Amboy Road
at Sheephole Pass, had its inaugural exhibition in fall 2008 as part of the California
Biennial and “seeks to nurture creativity across a range of disciplines by sponsoring
imaginative projects on site and throughout the desert area. The tranquil, remote location
provides for a fertile home where established and emerging artists can discover new
creative paths expanding beyond the confines of the studio and gallery walls.... WVICA
will eventually serve as a multi-functional space including a library, exhibition gallery
and performance space.”
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e Wonder Valley Arts/Fi-Lox-See Gallery and The Glass Outhouse Art Gallery, both
exhibiting the work of Wonder Valley artists.

e Wonder Valley is a highly popular destination during the annual Open Studio Art Tours,
sponsored by the Morongo Basin Cultural Arts Council and providing a major source of
income for area artists.

e The Beauty Bubble Hair and Beauty Museum (Godwin south of Amboy), a unique venue
and collection as featured in major publications such as the New York Times.

e Poplight, an ongoing project involving regular nighttime abstract video projection on a
semi-abandoned cabin off the salt flats near Amboy, by Wonder Valley artist Helena
Bongartz.

e High Desert Test Sites, acclaimed annual site-specific experimental art event organized
by prominent designer Andrea Zittel and numerous volunteers and including both local
and internationally Known artists.

e The Palms, a family-owned restaurant and bar that is a local tradition for music and other
community cultural events, including Ben Vaughn’s Wonder Valley Music Festival
series and the popular open-mic nights (see Press Enterprise
http://www.pe.com/lifestyles/stories/PE_Fea Daily D hootenanny03.24906ce.html#).
The Palms is a regular stop on international motorcycle tours and has been used as a
location for numerous film, video, and fashion shoots.

e The 2008 Wonder Valley Homestead Cabin Festival, which explored through the arts the
legacy of the Small-Tract Homestead Act in two exhibitions and related events. Featured
were visual and performing artists who have made the homestead cabins a major subject
of their work, as well as a “Show ‘n Tell” that was open to anyone and brought together a
sharing across the diverse popluation over the feature they most share in common, their
homesteads and their homestead way of life. The Festival and the cabins as a cultural
force are documented at http://homesteadcabin.wordpress.com/. As well, the Festival
was featured in the Dune Magazine (Palm Springs) Architectural issue, which postioned
the article (see
http://www.jackadandy.net/magicgroove/magicgroove/DuneMagazineFeb08.htm)
opposite its centerpiece on iconic architectural photographer Julius Shulman, the
man who put Mid Century Modern architecture on the cultural map:

“It’s with a sense of aesthetic-historic juxtaposition, and a bit of mischief,
that we’ve placed our story about the cabins adjacent to writer Lydia
Kremer’s beautifully illustrated feature on renowned architectural
photographer Julius Shulman. The subjects of these two articles aren’t so
mutually exclusive: Both are observing 70-year anniversaries, and they’ve
contributed substantially in their respective ways to local culture. It’s
worth noting that some folks have taken to remodeling their old High
Desert homesteads in the Mid-Century Modern style exalted by Shulman’s
brilliant Palm Springs record. The desert may be a study in contrasts, but
its underlying interrelationships and shared influences keep it fascinating.”
- Dean Lamanna, Executive Editor, Dune Magazine
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e “The Road to Wonder Valley”, a film series by Massif Pictures currently in production
and profiling artists of Wonder Valley’s robust and diverse community as intrinsic parts
of their desert setting.

e The uniqueness of area qualities and amenities continues to make it a popular location for
film and advertising. Past films range all the way from commercial B-grade thriller
“Route 666” with Lou Diamond Phillips; to “Palms” by German artist John Bock,
supported by REDCAT/CalArts, The Andy Warhol Foundation for the Visual Arts, and
The Nimoy Foundation.

CONCLUSION

The community of Wonder Valley and the Dale Basin is a special culture based in an interaction
with a wild world, where little infrastructure is provided, independence and resourcefulness are
prized, and support systems have been devised unique to the area and its geographical and built
circumstances. This culture has made and is continuing to make unique contributions to our
world. Large-scale solar and transmission projects have the potential to destroy this culture as
well as the local economy and therefore the community, most especially because of its potential
to adversely impact the desert setting upon which the culture and economy depends, and the
Project must be evaluated in this light.

As an artist who has both specifically sought out and whose creative work is inspired and
enabled by this desert setting, my living is in part dependent upon the specific qualities of this
desert setting. The deterioration of those qualities would have an ultimately terminal effect on
my ability to live and work in my home and studio in Wonder Valley.

Further, industrial-scale solar development of the desert has the distinct potential to impose an
undue burden on desert communities and destroy and damage desert ecosystems. Finally, such
development is not economically or scientifically justifiable in the face of better alternatives,
mainly dispersed rooftop solar generation in the areas of load, as well as conservation.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment. I am submitting these comments electronically
as an attachment via the Public Comment Form at
http://solareis.anl.gov/involve/comments/index.cfm. Please include me on the mailing list for all
future communications regarding the PEIS. Postal communication may be sent to the above
street address and electronic communication to magicgroove@gmail.com. If disk copies of
documents are made available I request an opportunity to receive those rather than being left to
depend on Website access, as like many in this rural area I am restricted to dial-up service.

Sincerely,

Christine Carraher
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Thank you for your comment
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60197.

Comment Date: September 13, 2009 16:18:20PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60197

First Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Middle Initial: [Withheld by requestor]
Last Name: [Withheld by requestor]
Organization:

Address: [Withheld by requestor]
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: [Withheld by requestor]

State: [Withheld by requestor]

Zip: [Withheld by requestor]

Country: [Withheld by requestor]
Email:

Privacy Preference: Withhold name and address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I am a property owner in the area of Wonder valley (CA 92277). I do not agree that oversize solar or wind energy generation
stations will solve our energy problems. The loss of irreplaceable magnificent wild and natural land and the wildlife that depends
upon it will itself prove these projects unreasonable. The additional loss of land to an antiquated and inefficient method of moving
generated power across great distance is a second strike against concentrated power generation. Replacing one system of outdated
power generation with another system that will be placed in 'hidden' in low density population areas is called 'Green Washing'.
Handing over priceless wild and natural heritage to new generations of 'green' entrepreneurs to experiment with as yet unproven
methods of power generation systems is short sighted. Not enough focus has been given to true lower impact alternatives to
centralized generation. The true environmental impacts of centralized power generation have not been understood or widely
published yet. More study is needed before a land and technology grab like this is allowed to move forward. Thank you for your
time.



Thank you for your comment, Cecelia Smith.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60198.

Comment Date: September 13, 2009 16:45:44PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60198

First Name: Cecelia

Middle Initial: M

Last Name: Smith

Organization: TIERRA Consultants
Address: P.O. Box 316

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Crestone

State: CO

Zip: 81131

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:
Dear Ms. Resseguie;

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) and the 4 proposed
Solar Energy Study Areas comprising 22,380-acres in the San Luis Valley, Colorado. I have lived and worked in the San Luis
Valley since 2006. During this time I have served as a consultant to a number of communities, NGOs and local government
agencies. I’ve also worked with industry, our local Federal field offices, the GEO and our State and Federal representatives.

The San Luis Valley (SLV) is already experiencing effects from climate change on wildlife, watersheds, ecosystems and
agriculture. Making a swift and effective transition to a renewable energy economy is imperative if we are to have a sustainable
future. This transition offers an unprecedented opportunity to re-imagine how energy is produced, distributed and used in this
country and I encourage BLM to be forward looking in its approach.

The SLV has many unique values that its citizens have organized effectively to preserve and protect over the years. Due to its high
elevation and relatively flat terrain, the SLV has long been recognized for its superior solar energy generation capacity. For a small,
rural Valley, we are home to a exceptionally diverse number of renewable energy advocates, off-grid homesteaders and experts in
sustainable design and living.

Recently, the US Department of Energy (DOE) and National Renewable Energy Laboratory (NREL), and Governor Ritter’s office
identify the SLV as the major “hotspot” for solar energy in Colorado. The 2008 Report of the Colorado Senate Bill 07-091,
“Connecting Colorado’s Renewable Resources to the Markets” identified a “technical potential of 240 GW [2,400 sites for a 100
MW CSP plant] in the San Luis Valley”.

Two very different paradigms for solar energy development (centralized vs. distributed) are emerging. While not inherently
mutually exclusive, the relative costs and benefits of these competing paradigms are subject of growing interest, debate and concern
to our citizens and communities.

In either case one thing is clear: to be accepted renewable energy development must not compromise the San Luis Valley’s unique
cultural and ecological values (especially water) and must offer a clear return to our communities and not just private corporations.
In short, it must support a sustainable future for the SLV without undermining the values that make this a special place. I urge

you to be sensitive to these widely held values and to direct our local SLV field offices to work collaboratively with Valley
citizens, communities, NGOs and local governments before approving Solar Energy Study Areas or permit applications.

The SLV contains thousands of acres of degraded agricultural lands that are suitable for solar energy development. We are also
currently grappling with the removal of 40,000-acres from production to balance long-term water use. Solar energy development
should be sited on these degraded agricultural lands before destroying valuable intact public lands. I urge BLM to allow our local
field offices to work with industry, the SLV Water Conservation District, private land owners, NGOs and County and regional
land use experts in siting and approving Solar Energy Development Zones that contain degraded lands.

Intact lands have enormous public value and should not be destroyed simply because they are publicaly owned. They provide



important wildlife habitat and protect watersheds, soil and air quality. Wetlands sequester significant amounts of C02 and should
be preserved at all cost. SLV and regional NGOs have submitted extensive comments on the specific biological values of the 4
proposed SESA's as well as policy requirements of NEPA. I urge BLM to take these comments and recommendations seriously in
finalizing the PEIS and not just simply note them in the appendix.

There are already several public and private utility-scale solar energy facility proposals on more than 6,400-acres in the SLV.
According to our Rural Electric Coop, industry has purchased options on private lands adjacent to all of the utility substations in
the Valley. This haphazard, unplanned approach to renewable energy development leaves the Valley vulnerable to market-driven,
unregulated industrialization.

I urge BLM/DOE and DOI to give our local field offices the authority and resources needed to effectively collaborate as noted above
and to participate in the development of a comprehensive cumulative impact analysis and SLV-wide plan for renewable energy
development in the SLV. Additionally, I urge you to administer all environmental reviews required under NEPA through the local
field offices and to allow them to make the final determination regarding the scale and siting of SESA’s, siting and permitting of
proposed utility scale facilities and cumulative impacts, land use and mitigation.

Lastly, renewable energy technologies are evolving very rapidly. I urge BLM/DOE and DOI not to commit to the “old energy”
model currently being pushed by the utility industry. Many energy experts are predicting that large centralized generation and
costly remote transmission will soon be obsolete. A growing number of countries, states and communities world-wide are
demonstrating that flexibly designed point-of-use renewable energy generation is more efficient, easily permitted, has greater
security and can more rapidly integrate new technologies. I strongly encourage the BLM/DOE and DOI to consider a more flexible
and cost-effective approach to the rapidly changing renewable energy environment.

Thank you for considering my comments. I look forward to a continued dialogue.
Sincerely,

Ceal Smith
TIERRA Consultants

Cc: Secretary Salazar, Rep. Salazar, Senator Bennett, Senator Schwartz, GEO.



Thank you for your comment, Eddie Bundy.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60199.

Comment Date: September 13, 2009 18:24:53PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60199

First Name: Eddie

Middle Initial: M

Last Name: Bundy
Organization:

Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City:

State:

Zip:

Country:

Email: [Withheld by requestor]
Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

As a permitee in the East Mormon Mountain Solar PEIS, I am opposed to the use of the area that has been suggested. The area is
one mile from the only live water on our permit. This area is some of our best grazing land in the spring of the year. There will be
impact to our existing AUMs, native vegetation, existing range improvements, water resources and water rights. The area east of
the Toquop Wash would be more suitable because there wouldn't be as much impact to our ranching business. The area would

not be affected by shade from the East Mormon Mountains. There is also a railroad proposed to go through the area west of the
Toquop Wash. I also think that we need to be compensated for whatever area is taken from the grazing permit that we have bought
and paid for and done many improvements to. This compensation can either be monitarily or with BLM permits adjacent to our
existing permit.



Thank you for your comment, James Wade.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60200.

Comment Date: September 13, 2009 18:45:29PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60200

First Name: James

Middle Initial: L

Last Name: Wade
Organization:

Address:

Address 2:

Address 3:

City:

State:

Zip:

Country:

Email: [Withheld by requestor]
Privacy Preference: Withhold address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

In regard to the East Mormon Mountain Solar PEIS, it is within one to two miles from the only live water on our permit. The
feed there is the best spring feed we have. We sacrificed as a family for a number of years to pay for the priviledge of grazing this
permit. About one third of our permit has been removed from our use without any compensation for a power plant and tortoise
habitat. We have had to cut our numbers in order to run efficiently. There is also a water line and railroad proposed that will go
through this same area that will also impact our grazing. There are many areas that are not favorable for multiple use such as an
area in Dry Lake Valley north of Highway 93, Cane Springs Valley, South of Coyote Springs West of Highway 93, and there are
places on the Sand Hollow Allotment. There are a lot of low flying aircraft from Nellis AFB that we have seen and heard that fly
these valleys year round. We understand that this will be detrimental to their project also. We need to be compensated monitarily
or with similar permit adjacent to our existing permit.



Thank you for your comment, PETE DELMUE.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60201.

Comment Date: September 13, 2009 19:08:29PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60201

First Name: PETE

Middle Initial: T

Last Name: DELMUE

Organization: LAZY D LIVESTOCK
Address: 4766 DELMUE RANCH ROAD
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: PIOCHE

State: NV

Zip: 89043

Country: USA

Email: delptd@]Icturbonet.com

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: solar project comment.rtf

Comment Submitted:



Dear Sirs:

| would like to express my concerns related to the Dry Lake North Solar Project; |
have many but here are just a few of the main ones.

First, | question your ability to maintain muiltpule use as set forth in BLM guidlines.
For many years muiltipule use has benefited many individuals and bisnesses and
the tax base for Lincoln County.

Second, how do you plan to maintain a healthy plant community under the directly
affected area and address erosion problems?

Third, how do you plan to reduce fire danger and control fuel build up without
proper grazing? For many years the livestock industry, wild horses and other
wildlife have worked very hard not, always seeing eye to

eye, but putting the land and plants first in trying to maintain a proper balance. | fail to see your
ability to maintain this delicate once the project goes in.

Fourth, what steps are proposed to reduce impact during the inital setup, and
what steps to restore sensitive plants like white sage and rice grass.

In finnishing | would like to again state that | have other concerns but prefer to
stick to the main ones for now. For many years in some cases four, five and six
generations or more the livestock industry has been

the one of the most if not the most stable industrydor Lincoln County's tax base. Can this solar
project make a guarantee for six generations? | seriously doubt it.I would hate to
see plants damaged beoynd repair

, wildlife displaced and livestock and related businesses put out of business only for the project to
be abandoned because of inefficiency, better technology or other unseen reasons.
| would suggest that the location be

reconsidered and look at areas that do not have such a plant diversity and not such key use

areas for livestock and wildlife, possiblt private ground or a smaller private
allotment that could be purchased from a willing

seller.

Sincerely yours,

Pete Delmue



Thank you for your comment, FRANK DELMUE.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60202.

Comment Date: September 13, 2009 19:18:41PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60202

First Name: FRANK

Middle Initial: J

Last Name: DELMUE

Organization: LAZY D LIVESTOCK

Address: HC 74 BOX 400

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: PIOCHE

State: NV

Zip: 89043

Country: USA

Email: rdelmuedryvalley@]cturbonet.com
Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: Dry Lake Solar Project for Frank.rtf

Comment Submitted:



September 9, 2009

Bureau of Land Management
Caliente Field Office 1400 Front Street
Caliente, Nevada 89008

Dear Sirs:

I'm very concerned to hear about solar studies planned for Dry Lake. For so many years, in fact
all my life, we have had strict oversight of this grazing area. From an environmental viewpoint, it
is a very beautifuf valley and the white sage is abundant, yet delicate and an ideal winter feed for
cattle; as if it were made to order. Without a doubt there is a great deal of open land in the West
and with it goes a lifestlyle renowned and envied by much of the world. To see this changed into
a commercial project for energy in an industry that is just being born is truly disturbing. In this age
of rapidly changing technologies, it is hard to imagine this commercial project will last long;
however, the damage to the pants and wildlife as well as the livestock interests in the area will
forever be affected.

With so much open country in the western United States surely there are areas that will not
destroy small businesses which play such a vital role in the entire economy. It seems that, in this
time of high unemployment, this too should be a consideration.

Respectfully yours,

Frank Delmue
HC 74 Box 415
Pioche, Nevada 89043



Thank you for your comment, Judyann Medeiros.
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60203.

Comment Date: September 13, 2009 19:19:45PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60203

First Name: Judyann

Middle Initial:

Last Name: Medeiros
Organization:

Address: 3350 Thunder Road
Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Alamogordo

State: NM

Zip: 88310

Country: USA

Email:

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment:

Comment Submitted:

I am gravely disturbed about you including the Red Sands solar energy study area for Solar Energy Development and have been
studying the area in relation to environmental concerns. This area is NOT suitable for including in the development for large-scale
solar energy for the following reasons:

1. The name "Red Sands" is a misnomer because it implies that the land has little value as an area of only sand dunes. In fact, the
area is by and large north of the majority of the red sand area; therefore, it is instead mainly productive grasslands which support
cattle and wildlife in good numbers.

2. The area has numerous archaeological sites as evidenced by the archaeological studies that have been conducted by BLM in the
area. The area that [ have concern with has been waiting for over 2 years to have archaeological clearance for pipelines.

3. The area has historic value as the settlers of the Tularosa Basin used various sites in the area to establish and settle this area. It
has been a productive grazing area since before the settlers came in the late 1800's and has continued to support the industry well
since that time.

4. The area has diverse wildlife including the burrowing owl, hawks, and migratory birds that have been endangered.

5. This area is used as an airplane fly zone between two military areas (White Sands Missile Range and Macgregor Range) that
have restricted air space. With large expanses of land in our county taken for government purposes, it would seem that land taken
previously from our citizens could be used for solar production.

6. This land has very few good surface tanks for water, and a large part of the area has poor water quality from wells.

7. The Escondida Well Ranch portion on the map dated July 27, 2009 of the Red Sands area barely meets the minimum 2,000
acres, and it is our best grassland pasture. Losing entry to that area would destroy our ranch, our heritage, our ability to survive
economically, and the good pasture land.

In summary, solar energy production may be a viable energy production method in the future, but land taken for government
purposes and already withdrawn from public use in our county should be considered to be used instead of greater government
intrusion into people's livelihood on productive land. It would also become single user land instead of the current multiple use.
The Red Sands area should NOT be included in the study for the above reasons.



Thank you for your comment, eleanor clark, M.D..
The comment tracking number that has been assigned to your comment is SolarM60204.

Comment Date: September 13, 2009 20:43:05PM
Solar Energy Development PEIS
Comment ID: SolarM60204

First Name: eleanor

Middle Initial: a

Last Name: clark, M.D.

Organization: B and E Twin Butte Ranch

Address: 11084 N. Chinook Dr.

Address 2:

Address 3:

City: Casa Grande

State: AZ

Zip: 85122

Country: USA

Email: bwhite520@aol.com

Privacy Preference: Don't withhold name or address from public record
Attachment: Hualapai Tribal Nation Dept of Planning and Econ Devel0001.pdf

Comment Submitted:

The study areas should not impact ground water usage! The types of CSP Plants that require water cooling are totally
unacceptable in an area that is already arid and tapping into the aquifers. At the expense of efficiency the dry cooled CSP Plants
must