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From: Riddle, Heidi L

To: Brown, Dina

Cc: Toso, Luke B

Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] WCS for Oliver Wind 1V - email 2/2
Date: Tuesday, January 23, 2024 5:18:00 PM
Attachments: 2010 R6 Memo Line marking.pdf

Hi Dina,

Please see my comments below.

Specific Comments:

Page 12, Table 3; Whooping crane: The table indicates “low to moderate” in the “Likelihood
of Occurrence” column. I believe there is a portion of the transmission line that lies within a
Med-High Probability of Occurrence according to the Niemuth model. If so, I would
recommend using the Region 6 Guidelines re: power line marking in the whooping crane
corridor (attached).

Page 19, Paragraph 1: Dakota skipper: the document states that “13.1 acres of larval habitat
was documented during Tier 3 field studies along with proposed areas planned for temporary
and permanent disturbance during construction of the project”. This habitat is presumable
native grassland. Will there be occupancy surveys? Will this grassland be accounted for in a
voluntary offsets package?

Page 24, Bullet 2: “To the extent possible, Oliver Wind IV sited...”’; Recommend using
quantitative values to describe avoidance and minimization measures. Are there any acres of
unbroken grasslands that will be disturbed? Any acres of other native habitats?

Page 24, Bullets 12, 14 and 15: Same comment as previous. For statements “to the extent
practicable” and “minimized disturbance to..” please quantify any impacts in numbers of
acres.

Page 25, Bullet 3: “as much as feasible”. Same comment as previous.
Page 25, Bullet 6: “where possible”. Same comment as previous.

Page 26, Bullet 1: Avian flight diverters; Recommend marking lines using R6 Guidance
(attached) as a minimum guideline. Any line marking above and beyond would also be
beneficial for other species.

Page 26, Bullet 5: “restoration plan”; We respectfully request to receive a draft restoration
plan so that we might coordinate when specifics are known.

Page 27, Bullet 8: “Curtailment”; Recommend conducting operations in accordance with the
most current NLEB guidance. The active dates for ND are April 15-Oct. 31.

https://www.fws.gov/species/northern-long-eared-bat-myotis-septentrionalis
Check this site regularly for any updates.

Page 27, Bullet 9: Whooping crane monitoring; note that the recommended monitoring dates
for whooping cranes has changed. Current dates are March 15-May 15; Sept. 10 — Nov. 15;
We respectfully request biannual monitoring reports following each migration period.
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United States Department of the Interior (G ggm

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Mountain-Prairie Region

IN REPLY REFER TO: MAILING ADDRESS: STREET LOCATION:

FWS/R6 P.O. Box 25486, DFC 134 Union Boulevard
ES Denver, Colorado 80225-0486 Lakewood, Colorado 80228-1807

'FEB 04 2010

Memorandum
To: Field Office Project Leaders, Ecological Services, Region 6 ‘

Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas- \ N
From: Assistant Regional Director, Ecological Services, Region 6'/\\\\ \’%\R\\\
Subject: Region 6 Guidance for Minimizing Effects from Power Line Projects Within the

Whooping Crane Migration Corridor

This document is intended to assist Region 6 Ecological Services (ES) biologists in power line
(including generation lines, transmission lines, distribution lines, etc.) project evaluation within
the whooping crane migration corridor. The guidance contained herein also may be useful in
planning by Federal action agencies, consultants, companies, and organizations concerned with
impacts to avian resources, such as the Avian Power Line Interaction Committee (APLIC). We
encourage action agencies and project proponents to coordinate with their local ES field office
early in project development to implement this guidance.

The guidance includes general considerations that may apply to most, but not every, situation
within the whooping crane migratory corridor. Additional conservation measures may be
considered and/or discretion may be applied by the appropriate ES field office, as applicable.
We believe that in most cases the following measures, if implemented and maintained, could
reduce the potential effects to the whooping crane to an insignificant and/or discountable level.
Where a Federal nexus is lacking, we believe that following these recommendations would
reduce the likelihood of a whooping crane being taken and resulting in a violation of Endangered
Species Act (ESA) section 9. If non-Federal actions cannot avoid the potential for incidental
take, the local ES field office should encourage project proponents to develop a Habitat
Conservation Plan and apply for a permit pursuant to ESA section 10(a)(1)(B).

Finally, although this guidance is specific to impacts of power line projects to the whooping
crane within the migration corridor, we acknowledge that these guidelines also may benefit other
listed and migratory birds.

If you have any questions, please contact Sarena Selbo, Section 7 Coordinator, at
(303) 236-4046.








Region 6 Guidance for Minimizing Effects from Power Line Projects
Within the Whooping Crane Migration Corridor

1) Project proponents should avoid construction of overhead power lines within 5.0 miles of
designated critical habitat and documented high use areas (these locations can be obtained
from the local ES field office).

2) To the greatest extent possible, project proponents should bury all new power lines,
especially those within 1.0 mile of potentially suitable habitat'.

3) Ifitis not economically or technically feasible to bury lines, then we recommend the
following conservation measures be implemented:

a) Within the 95-percent sighting corridor (see attached map)

i) Project proponents should mark? new lines within 1.0 mile of potentially suitable
habitat and an equal amount of existing line within 1.0 mile of potentially suitable
habitat (preferably within the 75-percent corridor, but at a minimum within the 95-
percent corridor) according to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)
recommendations described in APLIC 1994 (or newer version as updated).

if) Project proponents should mark replacement or upgraded lines within 1.0 mile of
potentially suitable habitat according to the USFWS recommendations described in
APLIC 1994 (or newer version as updated).

b) Outside the 95-percent sighting corridor within a State’s borders

Project proponents should mark new lines within 1.0 mile of potentially suitable habitat
at the discretion of the local ES field office, based on the biological needs of the
whooping crane.

¢) Develop compliance monitoring plans

Field offices should request written confirmation from the project proponent that power
lines have been or will be marked and maintained (i.e., did the lines recommended for
marking actually get marked? Are the markers being maintained in working condition?)

! Potentially suitable migratory stop over habitat for whooping cranes includes wetlands with areas of shallow water
without visual obstructions (i.e., high or dense vegetation) (Austin & Richert 2001; Johns et al, 1997; Lingle et al.
1991; Howe 1987) and submerged sandbars in wide, unobstructed river channels that are isolated from human
disturbance (Armbruster 1990). Roosting wetlands are often located within 1 mile of grain fields. As this is a broad
definition, ES field office biologists should assist action agencies/applicants/companies in determining what
constitutes potentially suitable habitat at the local level.

* Power lines are cited as the single greatest threat of mortality to fledged whooping cranes. Studies have shown that
marking power lines reduces the risk of a line strike by 50 to 80 percent (Yee 2008; Brown & Drewien 1995;
Morkill & Anderson 1991). Marking new lines and an equal length of existing line in the migration corridor
maintains the baseline condition from this threat.








* Corridor analysis excluded significant outliers
and TX panhandle sightings
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Page 27, Bullet 11: We respectfully request all post-construction monitoring reports. We
recommend consideration of additional PCM beyond one year to better inform adaptive
management of turbines.

General Comments:
e  Post-construction monitoring methods should incorporate the most current
recommendations in accordance with the NLEB guidance.
e It is our understanding that Oliver Wind has worked with the North Dakota

Department of Agriculture to provide voluntary offsets pursuant to the new state law
N.D.C.C. §4.1-01-21.1, which we commend. Previous wind projects in North Dakota
have included the details of any voluntary offsets in the WCS/BBCS, and we would
encourage Oliver Wind to do the same. We also suggest that Oliver Wind refer to ND
Game and Fish Department’s 12/29/23, letter, in which the Department discusses the
impact analysis and recommended approach to fulfill the commitment.

Thanks, Dina!

Heidi Riddle, CWB®

Fish and Wildlife Biologist

USFWS North Dakota Ecological Services Field Office
3425 Miriam Ave

Bismarck, ND 58501

(701) 319-6708

heidi_riddle @fws.gov

From: Brown, Dina <Dina.Brown@nexteraenergy.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 23, 2024 9:49 AM

To: Riddle, Heidi L <heidi_riddle@fws.gov>

Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] WCS for Oliver Wind IV - email 2/2

Hi Heidi,

| like your plan. Please send over your comments/questions on the Oliver Wind IV WCS and we can

work to answer/resolve.

Thanks,
Dina

Dina E. Brown
C: 281-570-7108

From: Riddle, Heidi L <heidi_riddle@fws.gov>
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Sent: Tuesday, January 23, 2024 8:14 AM
To: Brown, Dina <Dina.Brown@nexteraenergy.com>
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] WCS for Oliver Wind IV - email 2/2

Hello Dina,

I have reviewed the WCS submitted on Dec. 18 and I have some comments/questions. It’s my
understanding that the PSC hearing is 1/29. If feasible, we can address these via email and
then FWS will plan to submit a letter prior to the hearing?

Thank you,
Heidi

Heidi Riddle, CWB®

Fish and Wildlife Biologist

USFWS North Dakota Ecological Services Field Office
3425 Miriam Ave

Bismarck, ND 58501

(701) 319-6708

heidi_riddle@fws.gov

From: Brown, Dina <Dina.Brown@nexteraenergy.com>
Sent: Monday, December 18, 2023 10:58 AM

To: Riddle, Heidi L <heidi_riddle@fws.gov>

Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] WCS for Oliver Wind IV - email 2/2

Fantastic! Thanks for letting me know.
And | hope that you have a wonderful holiday season as well!

Very warm regards,
Dina

From: Riddle, Heidi L <heidi_riddle @fws.gov>

Sent: Monday, December 18, 2023 9:43 AM

To: Brown, Dina <Dina.Brown@nexteraenergy.com>
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] WCS for Oliver Wind IV - email 2/2

Hello Dina,

I received both documents. Thank you for sending, and for the info re: the PSC hearing.
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Wishing you a Happy Holiday Season!

Heidi Riddle, CWB®

Fish and Wildlife Biologist

USFWS North Dakota Ecological Services Field Office
3425 Miriam Ave

Bismarck, ND 58501

(701) 319-6708

heidi_riddle@fws.gov

From: Brown, Dina <Dina.Brown@nexteraenergy.com>
Sent: Monday, December 18, 2023 10:23 AM

To: Riddle, Heidi L <heidi_riddle@fws.gov>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] WCS for Oliver Wind IV - email 2/2

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on
links, opening attachments, or responding.

Hi Heidi,
Attaching the appendices for the WCS, as discussed in my previous email. Please confirm receipt.

Thanks,
Dina

Dina E. Brown | Project Manager

Environmental Services | Central Region | NextEra Energy Resources, LLC

C: 281-570-7108 | Dina.Brown@nexteraenergy.com

We Are Committed to Excellence | We Do the Right Thing | We Treat People With Respect

era
ENERGY 2%

AISHACTS



mailto:heidi_riddle@fws.gov

mailto:Dina.Brown@nexteraenergy.com

mailto:heidi_riddle@fws.gov

mailto:Dina.Brown@nexteraenergy.com



