
 

 

 

 

 

 

April 15, 2021 

 

 

 

Ms. Steffany Powell Coker   

Secretary to the Commission  

Public Service Commission of Wisconsin  

4822 Madison Yards Way  

Madison, WI 53705-9100  

 

RE: Docket 5-BS-256: Joint Application of Wisconsin Public Service Corporation and 

Madison Gas and Electric Company for a Certificate of Authority to Purchase the Red 

Barn Wind Energy Center Generating Facility  

 

Dear Ms. Powell Coker: 

 

When Wisconsin Public Service Corporation (WPSC) and Madison Gas and Electric (MGE), the 

“Joint Applicants” filed the application in this matter on March 29, 2021, the information the 

developer filed to obtain the project’s permits were still being assembled. As such, as stated on 

page 6 of the application, the Joint Applicants committed to provide this information to the 

Commission to support this application once the materials have been provided. 

 

This cover letter is accompanied by that supplemental information, and referenced as Appendix 

E to the March 29 application. Please note that some information is confidential, as such a 

confidential and redacted version of these materials are being provided. 

 

Should you have any questions related to this filing or the materials attached hereto (Exhibit E) 

please contact to Rich Stasik at richard.stasik@wecenergygroup.com and (414) 221-3685. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

  

/s/ Theodore T. Eidukas 

Theodore T. Eidukas 

Vice President - 

State Regulatory Affairs 

WEC Energy Group 

Wisconsin Public Service Corp. 

/s/ Scott R. Smith 

Scott R. Smith 

Assistant Vice President - 

Business and Regulatory Strategy 

Madison Gas and Electric Co. 
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October 25, 2017 


 


Ryan Ammermann, Development Manager 
PRC Wind 
618 2nd Avenue Southeast 
Minneapolis, MN 55414 
Sent via email:  ryan.ammermann@prcwind.com 
 


Subject:  Tier 1- Preliminary Site Evaluation Memo 
  Red Barn Energy, LLC 
  Grant and Iowa Counties, Wisconsin 


 


Dear Mr. Ammermann: 


Tetra Tech is pleased to provide this letter summarizing the results of the Land-Based Wind Energy Guidelines 
(WEGs) Tier 1 preliminary site evaluation of three potential project sites in Grant and Iowa Counties, Wisconsin 
(Attachment B: Figure 1). 


The Tier 1 preliminary site evaluation considered three potential sites for project development by Red Barn 
Energy, LLC: Option 1, Option 2, and Option 3.  The Tier 1 preliminary site evaluation is intended to help identify 
potential sites where wind energy development could pose significant risks to species of concern or their habitats 
and screen potential sites to avoid those with high habitat values.  In addition, four questions from the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Wind Energy Guidelines (WEGs 2012) were addressed to help determine landscape 
level risks at each potential project site (Attachment A: Table 1). 


The Tier 1 preliminary site evaluation was conducted using publically available information including landscape 
level maps and databases from sources such as the USFWS, Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources (WIDNR), 
National Land Cover Dataset (NLCD), The Nature Conservancy (TNC), and Audubon.  The analysis of the potential 
sites is based on a blend of information in published reports and wildlife range distribution maps. 


Federally listed species known to occur within Grant and Iowa Counties include: northern long-eared bat (Myotis 
septentrionalis) (threatened), whooping crane (Grus americana) (experimental, non-essential), Higgins eye 
pearlymussel (Lampsilis higginsii) (endangered), sheepnose mussel (Plethobasus cyphyus) (endangered), Hine’s 
emerald dragonfly (Somatochlora hineana) (endangered), rusty patched bumble bee (Bombus affinis) 
(endangered), Mead’s milkweed (Asclepias meadii) (threatened), northern wild monkshood (Aconitum 
noveboracense) (threatened), and prairie bush-clover (Lespedeza leptostachya) (threatened) (USFWS 2017a).  In 
addition to threatened, endangered, and candidate species, both bald eagles (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) and 
golden eagles (Aquila chrysaetos), which are protected by the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA) are 
known to occur in Grant and Iowa Counties. 


Option 1 is located in Grant and Iowa Counties, Wisconsin, south and west of the city of Montfort (Attachment B: 
Figure 1).  According to NLCD, the Option 1 project area is dominated by cultivated crops (64 percent) and 
hay/pasture (26 percent), with small areas of developed land (farmsteads) (7 percent) (Homer et al. 2015).  The 
northern long-eared bat, listed as occurring in Grant and Iowa Counties, roosts in both live and dead trees during 
summer months (USFWS 2016, 2017a).  Based on areas of deciduous forest located within the Option 1 project 
area, the possibility exists for northern-long eared bat habitat to be present.  The Option 1 project area is located 
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within a low potential zone (primary dispersal zone) for the federally endangered rusty patched bumble bee 
(USFWS 2017b).  The primary dispersal zone is defined as an area where there is a reasonable potential for the 
species to be present based on typical bumble bee foraging distances and suitable habitat (USFWS 2017b).  Bald 
eagles are known to occur in Grant and Iowa Counties and could use the Option 1 project area for nesting or 
foraging purposes.  Golden eagles could use the Option 1 project area during winter months.  The Option 1 project 
area does not contain any areas where development is precluded by law or areas designated as sensitive (i.e. 
National Wildlife Refuges (NWRs), Waterfowl Production Areas (WPAs), Wildlife Management Areas (WMAs), 
State Natural Areas (SNAs), Important Bird Areas (IBA), or TNC Priority Areas)).  Although the Option 1 project area 
is located within a low potential zone for the rusty patched bumble bee, no other known critical areas of wildlife 
congregation are located within the Option 1 project area.  The Option 1 project area does not contain large areas 
of intact habitat with the potential for fragmentation, and is dominated by cultivated crops and hay/pasture. 


Option 2 is located in Grant County, Wisconsin, approximately two miles north of the Mississippi River 
(Attachment B: Figure 1).  According to NLCD, the Option 2 project area is dominated by cultivated crops (49 
percent), hay/pasture (24 percent) and deciduous forest (22 percent).  Based on large areas of deciduous forest 
located within the Option 2 project area, the possibility exists for northern-long eared bat habitat to be present.  
The eastern migratory population of whooping crane, an experimental, non-essential population, could use the 
Option 2 project area for foraging or stopover habitat during migration based on its proximity to the Mississippi 
River.  The Option 2 project area is also located within a high and low potential zone for rusty patched bumble 
bee (USWFS 2017b).  The high potential zone is an area where there is a high potential the species to be present 
based on typical bumble bee foraging distances and suitable habitat (USFWS 2017b).  Bald eagles could use the 
Option 2 project area for nesting and or foraging purposes due to the location near the Mississippi River.  Golden 
eagles are known to winter near the Mississippi River and could possibly occur at the Option 2 project area.  The 
Option 2 project area is located approximately two miles north of the Upper Mississippi River National Wildlife 
and Fish Refuge and Upper Mississippi River Important Bird Area (IBA), which serves as an area of critical bird 
habitat (WIDNR 2017a).  The large tracts of deciduous forest within the Option 2 project area could potentially 
serve as wildlife congregation areas including maternity roosts, nesting sites, and migration stopovers or corridors. 


Option 3 is located in Grant County, Wisconsin, approximately one mile east of the Mississippi River (Attachment 
B: Figure 1).  According to NLCD, the Option 3 project area is dominated by cultivated crops (49 percent), 
hay/pasture (27 percent), and deciduous forest (15 percent), with small areas of developed land (6 percent).  
Based on areas of deciduous forest located within the Option 3 project area, the possibility exists for northern-
long eared bat habitat to be present.  The eastern migratory population of whooping crane could use the Option 
3 project area for foraging or stopover habitat during migration based on its proximity to the Mississippi River.  
The Option 3 project area is located within a low potential zone (primary dispersal zone) for rusty patched bumble 
bee (USWFS 2017b).  Bald eagles could use the Option 3 project area for nesting and or foraging purposes due to 
the location adjacent to the Mississippi River.  Golden eagles are known to winter near the Mississippi River and 
could possibly occur at the Option 3 project area.  The Option 3 project area is located approximately one mile 
east of the Upper Mississippi River National Wildlife and Fish Refuge and Upper Mississippi River IBA (WIDNR 
2017a).  The Option 3 project area is also located within TNC Little Platte River priority conservation area (TNC 
2017).  The large tracts of deciduous forest within the Option 3 project area could potentially serve as wildlife 
congregation areas including maternity roosts, nesting sites, and migration stopovers or corridors. 


The information collected during the Tier 1 preliminary site evaluation is intended to identify a site to consider 
further for wind energy development as well as to provide the necessary information to move on to Tier 2 of the 
WEGs for the proposed project.  
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Please feel free to contact me at (612) 643-2229 or mike.wallgren@tetratech.com or Kimberely Gorman at (612) 
643-2224 or kim.gorman@tetratech.com if you have any questions regarding this submittal.  


Sincerely, 


 


        


Mike Wallgren      Kimberely Gorman 


Avian Biologist      Senior Program Manager 


 


Enclosures:  Attachment A: Table 1 


  Attachment B: Figure 1 
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Table 1. Tier 1- Preliminary Site Evaluation Questions 


Project 


Are there species of concern 
present on the potential site, 
or is habitat (including 
designated critical habitat) 
present for these species? 


Does the landscape contain 
areas where development is 
precluded by law or areas 
designated as sensitive 
according to scientifically 
credible information?1 


Are there known critical areas of 
wildlife congregation, including, but 
not limited to: maternity roosts, 
hibernacula, staging areas, winter 
ranges, nesting sites, migration 
stopovers or corridors, leks, or other 
areas of seasonal importance? 


Are there large areas of intact 
habitat with the potential for 
fragmentation, with respect 
to species of habitat 
fragmentation concern 
needing large contiguous 
blocks of habitat? 


Option 1 


• Potential northern long-
eared bat habitat in 
project area 


• Low potential zone for 
rusty patched bumble 
bee (primary dispersal 
zone) in project area 


• Bald and golden eagles 
could potentially occur in 
project area 


• No areas where 
development is 
precluded by law or 
areas designated as 
sensitive 


• Land cover is dominated 
by cultivated crops and 
hay/pasture 


• Potential NLEB habitat (areas of 
deciduous forest) 


• Low potential zone for rusty 
patched bumble bee (primary 
dispersal zone) 


• None identified 







Project 


Are there species of concern 
present on the potential site, 
or is habitat (including 
designated critical habitat) 
present for these species? 


Does the landscape contain 
areas where development is 
precluded by law or areas 
designated as sensitive 
according to scientifically 
credible information?1 


Are there known critical areas of 
wildlife congregation, including, but 
not limited to: maternity roosts, 
hibernacula, staging areas, winter 
ranges, nesting sites, migration 
stopovers or corridors, leks, or other 
areas of seasonal importance? 


Are there large areas of intact 
habitat with the potential for 
fragmentation, with respect 
to species of habitat 
fragmentation concern 
needing large contiguous 
blocks of habitat? 


Option 2 


• Potential northern long-
eared bat habitat (large 
areas of deciduous 
forest) in project area 


• Potential whooping 
crane foraging or 
stopover habitat in 
project area 


• Low and high potential 
zones for rusty patched 
bumble bee (primary 
dispersal and high 
potential zones) in 
project area 


• Bald and golden eagles 
could potentially occur in 
project area 


• High value wildlife 
habitat types (deciduous 
forest) 


• Adjacent to the Upper 
Mississippi River National 
Wildlife and Fish Refuge 
and Upper Mississippi 
River Important Bird Area 
(IBA) 


• Potential NLEB habitat (large 
areas of deciduous forest) 


• Low and high potential zones for 
rusty patched bumble bee  


• Large tracts of deciduous forest 
could potentially serve as wildlife 
congregation areas including 
maternity roosts, nesting sites, 
and migration stopovers or 
corridors 


• Large tracts of deciduous 
forest habitat 







Project 


Are there species of concern 
present on the potential site, 
or is habitat (including 
designated critical habitat) 
present for these species? 


Does the landscape contain 
areas where development is 
precluded by law or areas 
designated as sensitive 
according to scientifically 
credible information?1 


Are there known critical areas of 
wildlife congregation, including, but 
not limited to: maternity roosts, 
hibernacula, staging areas, winter 
ranges, nesting sites, migration 
stopovers or corridors, leks, or other 
areas of seasonal importance? 


Are there large areas of intact 
habitat with the potential for 
fragmentation, with respect 
to species of habitat 
fragmentation concern 
needing large contiguous 
blocks of habitat? 


Option 3 


• Potential northern long-
eared bat habitat in 
project area 


• Potential whooping 
crane foraging or 
stopover habitat in 
project area 


• Low potential zone for 
rusty patched bumble 
bee (primary dispersal 
zone) in project area 


• Bald and golden eagles 
could potentially occur in 
project area 


• High value wildlife 
habitat types (deciduous 
forest) 


• Adjacent to the Upper 
Mississippi River National 
Wildlife and Fish Refuge 
and Upper Mississippi 
River Important Bird Area 
(IBA) 


• Located within The 
Nature Conservancy 
(TNC) Little Platte River 
priority conservation 
area 


• Potential NLEB habitat (large 
areas of deciduous forest) 


• Low potential zone for rusty 
patched bumble bee 


• Large tracts of deciduous forest 
could potentially serve as wildlife 
congregation areas including 
maternity roosts, nesting sites, 
and migration stopovers or 
corridors 


• Large tracts of deciduous 
forest habitat 


1Examples of designated areas include, but are not limited to: federally-designated critical habitat; high-priority conservation areas for non-government 
organizations (NGOs); or other local, state, regional, federal, tribal, or international organizations. 
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TBPLS Firm No. 10074302  
 


December 17, 2018 


 


 


Jay Regnier 


Red Barn Wind, LLC 


618 2nd Avenue Southeast 


Minneapolis, MN  55414 


 


Re:  Cultural Resources Desktop Review for the Red Barn Wind Project, Grant 


County, Wisconsin 
 File R0020543.00 


 


Red Barn Wind, LLC (Red Barn) contracted Westwood Professional Services, Inc., (Westwood) to 


conduct a cultural resources desktop review to assist with local permitting for the proposed Red Barn 


Wind Project. The review inventoried previously recorded cultural resources within and one mile 


around the Project area to ascertain whether any recorded resources within or adjacent to the project 


area might be physically or visually impacted by the proposed work, and to help predict possible site 


types within the project area. The literature review also helped determine the levels of previous 


disturbance, the amount and degree of previous cultural resource work conducted in the area, and the 


potential for unrecorded cultural resources. The Project is in Grant County, with portions of the one-


mile buffer in Iowa County (Table 1; Exhibit 1).  


 


 


The desktop review included a review of the Wisconsin Historic Preservation Database (WHPD) at 


the Wisconsin State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) and requests for GIS Data from WHPD. 


Additional resources examined included historic contexts, historic maps and atlases, aerial 


photographs, and various online sources. Dr. Timothy A. Tumberg of 10,000 Lakes Archaeology, 


Inc. meets the Secretary of Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for archaeology as 


stipulated in 36 CFR Part 61 and served as Principal Investigator for the project.  
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On October 3, 2018, Westwood Cultural Resource Manager Ryan Grohnke requested WHPD GIS 


data regarding archaeological sites, surveys and historic structures within the project area and the 


one-mile buffer. Mr. Grohnke conducted the in person review of the WHPD on October 12, 2018. 


SHPO records indicate that five previous surveys have been conducted in the Project area (Table 2). 


All surveys were limited in size and did not sufficiently survey the Project area.  
 


Table 2: Archaeological Surveys Conducted in Project Area 


Survey 
Code 


Title Author Year 


87-1509 An Archaeological Survey Of 
Proposed Improvements To Portions 


Of STH 18 In Wingville And 
Fennimore Townships, Grant County, 


Wisconsin. 


Cunningham, Roger, R. 1987 


AA-0229 NA NA NA 


90-5574 WDOT Materials Excavation Site 
Report: USH 18, ID 1662-00-71, Grant 


County 


Groethe, Jeff 1990 


00-2040 An Archaeological Survey of a 
Proposed Telecommunications Tower 
Site on CTH G in Wingville Township, 


Grant County, Wisconsin 


Salkin, Philip H. 2001 


05-0375 WDOT Archaeological Survey Field 
Report: USH 18 from Monfort to 


Dodgeville in Grant and Iowa 
Counties, Wisconsin 


Christiansen, George W. 2004 


 


One previously recorded site (the Old Lead Diggings – Site # GT-0606) is located within the Project 


area (Exhibit 1) with an additional five archaeological sites located within the one-mile buffer. None 


of the previously recorded archaeological sites have been evaluated for listing in the National 


Register of Historic Places (NRHP), and additional work may be needed to determine eligibility. The 


Old Lead Diggings Site is small and near the  boundary of the Project area which should 


allow it to be easily avoided. Data on burial sites and cemeteries included with archaeological site 


data indicates three cemeteries located within the one-mile buffer. Cemeteries and burial sites in 


Wisconsin are protected under Wisconsin Statute 157.70.  
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Table 3: Archaeological and Burial Sites Within Project Area and One Mile Buffer 


Site Number Site Name  Site Type  NRHP Eligibility or 
State Protection 


Project or Buffer 


GT-0157 Preston 
Rockshelter 


Prehistoric 
Rockshelter 


Not Evaluated – 
Additional work 
may be needed 


Buffer 


GT-0606 Old 18 Lead 
Diggings 


Historic Quarry Not Evaluated – 
Additional work 
may be needed 


Project 


GT-0690 Parish Cabin Historic Cabin Not Evaluated – 
Additional work 
may be needed 


Buffer 


GT-0691 Parish Furnace Historic Industrial 
Furnace 


Not Evaluated – 
Additional work 
may be needed 


Buffer 


GT-0692 Parish Fort Historic Military 
Site 


Not Evaluated – 
Additional work 
may be needed 


Buffer 


IA-0426 Badger Hollow 
Diggings 


Historic Quarry Not Evaluated – 
Additional work 
may be needed 


Buffer 


BGT-0109 Rock Church 
Cemetery (aka 
Martinville 
Cemetery) 


Historic Cemetery Protected under 
Wis. Stats 157.70 


Buffer 


BGT-0110 Montfort Hillcrest 
Cemetery 


Historic Cemetery Protected under 
Wis. Stats 157.70 


Buffer 


BGT-0141 Ebenezer 
Cemetery 


Historic Cemetery  Protected under 
Wis. Stats 157.70 


Buffer 


 


No historic/architectural resources have been previously recorded within the Project area, but two 


are located within the one-mile buffer (Table 3; Exhibit 1). Neither resource has been evaluated for 


listing in the NRHP. 


 


Table 3:  Previously Recorded Historic/Architectural Resources 


Inventory 
Number 


Name Type 
NRHP 


Eligibility 
Project/Buffer 


43688 Methodist 
Episcopal Church 
– Old Rock Church 


Church Not Evaluated Buffer 


43716 NA Agricultural 
Outbuilding 


Not Evaluated Buffer 
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General Land Office (GLO) survey maps dating to 1832 indicated several rivers and creeks in the 


Project Area. The only cultural resource observed on the GLO maps were diggings  in the  


.  


 


Recommendation 


One archaeological site (Old 18 Lead Diggings) is located within the Project area.  All project 


infrastructure will avoid the archaeological site, which will therefore not be affected by the Project. 


As there are areas of high and moderate potential for archaeological resources due to proximity to 


creeks in the Project area, an archaeological survey is recommended. Two historic architectural 


resources are within a one mile buffer. An evaluation of the structures and an impact assessment is 


also recommenced. 


Should the current project be deemed a federal undertaking (requiring a federal permit, license, or 


approval; being located on federally owned or managed land; or receiving federal financial 


assistance), the scope of required cultural resource investigations would be determined by the 


functioning lead federal agency in cooperation with the SHPO and pertinent Tribal Historic 


Preservation Offices (THPO) as defined in Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 


1966 (as amended) (NHPA).  Additional levels of investigation would be required in such case.   


 


Sincerely, 


 


WESTWOOD PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 


 


 


            


 


Ryan P. Grohnke 


Cultural Resources Manager 
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Red Barn Wind Project
Grant County, Wisconsin


M
a


p 
D


o
cu


m
en


t: 
N


:\0
0


20
54


3.
0


0\
G


IS
\R


B
_C


u
ltu


ra
lR


e
so


ur
ce


sR
es


ea
rc


h
M


a
p_


18
12


18
.m


xd
  1


2
/1


8
/2


01
8 


 3
:1


7:
5


2 
P


M
 r


ad
ev


ito


Data Source(s): Westwood (2018); ESRI WMS
USA Topo & National Geographic Basemaps
(Accessed 2018). Legend


Project Boundary


1-Mile Project Buffer


County Boundary


Area of Archaeological Site


Historic Structure
MI


IA


IL


MI


MN


WI


Project


Archaeological Data are Private and Confidential.
Archaeological site locations are generalized to


protect locational information. Only archaeologcal
sites within the Project Boundary are shown.








1/7


Tony Evers, Governor
Preston D. Cole, Secretary
Telephone 608-266-2621
Toll Free 1-888-936-7463
TTY Access via relay - 711


101 S. Webster St.
Box 7921


Madison, WI 53707-7921


State of Wisconsin / DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES


 


August 12, 2020


Richard DeVito


Westwood Professional Services 


1800 Deming Way, Suite 102 


Middleton, WI 53562


SUBJECT: Endangered Resources Review (ERR Log # 18-970)


Proposed Red Barn Wind Energy Project - Renewed 08/12/20, Grant, Iowa County, WI 


Dear Richard DeVito,


The Bureau of Natural Heritage Conservation has reviewed the proposed project described in the Endangered Resources (ER) Review


Request received December 19, 2018. The complete ER Review for this proposed project is attached and follow-up actions are summarized


below:


Required Actions: 3 species


Recommended Actions: 2 species


No Follow-Up Actions: 2 species


Additional Recommendations Specified: Yes


This ER Review may contain Natural Heritage Inventory data (http://dnr.wi.gov/topic/NHI), including specific locations of endangered


resources, which are considered sensitive and are not subject toWisconsin’s Open Records Law. Information contained in this ER Review


may be shared with individuals who need this information in order to carry out specific roles in the planning, permitting, and implementation


of the proposed project. Specific locations of endangered resources may not be released or reproduced in any publicly
disseminated documents.


The attached ER Review is for informational purposes and only addresses endangered resources issues. This ER Review does not
constitute DNR authorization of the proposed project and does not exempt the project from securing necessary permits and
approvals from the DNR and/or other permitting authorities. Please contact the ER Review Program whenever the project plans change,


new details become available, or more than a year has passed to confirm if results of this ER Review are still valid.


Please contact me at 608-266-7012 or via email at stacy.rowe@wi.gov if you have any questions about this ER Review.


Sincerely,


Stacy Rowe


Endangered Resources Review Program


cc:
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Endangered Resources Review for the Proposed Red Barn Wind Energy Project - Renewed 08/12/20, Grant, Iowa County
(ER Log # 18-970)


Section A. Location and brief description of the proposed project


Based on information provided by the ER Review Request form and attached materials, the proposed project consists of the following:


Location Grant,Iowa County - 


Project Description Red Barn plans to build and operate an electric generation facility of up to 99 MW on approximately 12,065 acres.
Associated facilities include wind turbines mounted on steel tubular towers, steel reinforced concrete foundations,
underground electrical collection and communication lines, an electrical substation, permanent meteorological tower,
and gravel access roads.


Project Timing 2020-2021


Current Habitat Land cover is mostly agriculture (62.5%) followed by grassland (34.34%), forest (2.15%), urban/developed (0.91%),
open water (0.07%), and barren land (0.03%).


Impacts to Wetlands or Waterbodies Unknown at this time.


Property Type Public, Private


Federal Nexus Unknown


It is best to request ER Reviews early in the project planning process. However, some important project details may not be known at that time. Details related to


project location, design, and timing of disturbance are important for determining both the endangered resources that may be impacted by the project and any


necessary follow-up actions. Please contact the ER Review Program whenever the project plans change, new details become available, or more than a year has


passed to confirm if results of this ER Review are still valid.


Section B. Endangered resources recorded from within the project area and surrounding area


Group State Status Federal Status


NA


Bird THR


Bald Eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) Bird~


Community NA


Community NA


Fish~ THR


SC/P SOC


For additional information on the rare species, high-quality natural communities, and other endangered resources listed above, please visit


our Biodiversity (http://dnr.wi.gov/topic/EndangeredResources/biodiversity.html) page. For further definitions of state and federal statuses


(END=Endangered, THR=Threatened, SC=Special Concern), please refer to the Natural Heritage Inventory (NHI) Working List


(http://dnr.wi.gov/topic/nhi/wlist.html).


Section C. Follow-up actions


Actions that need to be taken to comply with state and/or federal endangered species laws:
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State Status: NAFederal Status: 


State Status: THR


State Status: THR


State Status: Federal Status:


State Status: SC/PFederal Status: SOC


• 


Impact Type Impact possible


Required Measures Other


Description of
Required Measures


 


 


 
 


•  - Bird


Impact Type Impact possible


Required Measures Time of year restriction,Surveys,Habitat Assessment


Description of
Required Measures


Suitable habitat  for the  may be
present within or immediately adjacent to the project area in . The birds and their nests and eggs are
also protected under the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA). To avoid impacts to this listed species, the project shall follow one
of the two options below if suitable habitat is present: 


(i) Assume the birds are present on the site, and avoid all disturbances to the project site from . If the project can
avoid disturbing areas within or adjacent to suitable habitat during this time period, there will not be any further project restrictions
related to this species. Work may begin prior to these dates and continue through the nesting season if the entire area mentioned
above is disturbed. 


(ii) Not assume the birds are present on the site and have a qualified biologist conduct surveys to determine if they are present (the
biologist and survey protocols must be sent to the ER Utility Liaison prior to the initiation of surveys). If the  is not found on
the site as a result of the surveys, you will not have any project restrictions related to these species. If surveys are conducted and the


 is recorded, option (i) must be followed above. Survey results should be submitted to the ER Utility Liaison.


•  - Fish~


Impact Type Impact possible


Required Measures Time of year restriction,Erosion Control


Description of
Required Measures


Because this project has the potential to impact the various streams/creeks within the project area, erosion and runoff prevention
measures must be implemented during the course of the project to avoid take of the . In addition, any work below the
OHWM must take place outside their spawning season of .


Actions recommended to help conserve Wisconsin’s Endangered Resources:


• Bald Eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) - Bird~


Impact Type Impact possible


Recommended
Measures


Time of year restriction,Surveys


Description of
Recommended
Measures


This project is within 1 mile of a bald eagle nest (SW corner) and suitable habitat for the eagle may be present in the project area. If an
eagle nest is present and active, then human activity should be avoided from January 15 – July 30 within 660ft of the nest. 


Please note, that the bald eagle is federally protected by the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act.
Visit the USFWS Bald Eagle Management website (http://www.fws.gov/midwest/MidwestBird/EaglePermits/baeatake/step1.html) for
detailed guidelines and conservation measures for your specific project activity.


• 


Impact Type Impact possible


Recommended
Measures


Time of year restriction,Exclusion Fencing,Habitat Assessment,Other


Description of
Recommended
Measures


Since suitable habitat for the  is present within the project site , the following measures
can voluntarily be implemented to avoid impacts: 
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State Status: NA


State Status: NA


 


 


 


 


Remember that although these actions are not required by state or federal endangered species laws, they may be required by other laws,


permits, granting programs, or policies of this or another agency. Examples include the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act, Bald and Golden


Eagle Protection Act, State Natural Areas law, DNR Chapter 30 Wetland and Waterway permits, DNR Stormwater permits, and Forest


Certification.


Additional Recommendations


Please note that plastic or polypropylene netting associated with erosion matting (also known as an erosion control blankets or erosion mesh netting) without independent 
movement of strands can easily entrap snakes and other wildlife moving through the area, and cause dehydration, desiccation, and eventually mortality. Biodegradable 
jute/twine netting with the “leno” or “gauze” weave (contains strands that are able to move independently) has the least impact on snakes.  
 
If erosion matting will be used for this project, use the following matting (or something similar): American Excelsior “FibreNet” or “NetFree” products; East Coast Erosion 
biodegradable jute products; Erosion Tech biodegradable jute products; ErosionControlBlanket.com biodegradable leno weave products; North American Green S75BN, 
S150BN, SC150BN or C125BN; or Western Excelsior “All Natural” products.


No actions are required or recommended for the following endangered resources:


•  - Community


Impact Type No impact or no/low broad ITP/A


Reason Lack of Suitable Habitat within Project Boundary


Justification None of these natural communities are known to be present within the project area. Therefore, no impacts are expected.


•  - Community


Impact Type No impact or no/low broad ITP/A


Reason Lack of Suitable Habitat within Project Boundary


Justification None of these natural communities are known to be present within the project area. Therefore, no impacts are expected.


Section D. Next Steps


1. Evaluate whether the 'Location and brief description of the proposed project' is still accurate. All recommendations in this ER Review are based on the


information supplied in the ER Review Request. If the proposed project has changed or more than a year has passed and you would like your letter renewed,


please contact the ER Review Program to determine if the information in this ER Review is still valid.


2. Determine whether the project can incorporate and implement the ‘Follow-up actions’ identified above:


'Actions that need to be taken to comply with state and/or federal endangered species laws' represent the Department's best available guidance for


complying with state and federal endangered species laws based on the project information that you provided and the endangered resources information


and data available to us. If the proposed project has not changed from the description that you provided us and you are able to implement all of the


'Actions that need to be taken to comply with state and/or federal endangered species laws', your project should comply with state and federal endangered
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species laws. Please remember that if a violation occurs, the person responsible for the taking is the liable party. Generally this is the landowner or project


proponent. For questions or concerns about individual responsibilities related to Wisconsin’s Endangered Species Law, please contact the ER Review


Program.


If the project is unable to incorporate and implement one or more of the 'Actions that need to be taken to comply with state and/or federal endangered


species laws' identified above, the project may potentially violate one or more of these laws. Please contact the ER Review Program immediately to assist


in identifying potential options that may allow the project to proceed in compliance with state and federal endangered species laws.


'Actions recommended to help conserve Wisconsin’s Endangered Resources’ may be required by another law, a policy of this or another Department,


agency or program; or as part of another permitting, approval or granting process. Please make sure to carefully read all permits and approvals for the


project to determine whether these or other measures may be required. Even if these actions are not required by another program or entity for the


proposed project to proceed, the Department strongly encourages the implementation of these conservation measures on a voluntary basis to help prevent


future listings and protect Wisconsin’s biodiversity for future generations.


3. If federally-protected species or habitats are involved and the project involves federal funds, technical assistance or authorization (e.g., permit) and there are


likely to be any impacts (positive or negative) to them, consultation with USFWS will need to occur prior to the project being able to proceed. If no federal


funding, assistance or authorization is involved with the project and there are likely to be adverse impacts to the species, contact the USFWS Twin Cities


Ecological Services Field Office at 612-725-3548 (x2201) for further information and guidance.


Section E. Standard Information to help you better understand this ER Review


Endangered Resources (ER) Reviews are conducted according to the protocols in the guidance document Conducting Proposed Endangered
Resources Reviews: A Step-by-Step Guide for Wisconsin DNR Staff.


How endangered resources searches are conducted for the proposed project area: An endangered resources search is performed as part of
all ER Reviews.  A search consists of querying the Wisconsin Natural Heritage Inventory (NHI) database for endangered resources records for the
proposed project area.  The project area evaluated consists of both the specific project site and a buffer area surrounding the site.  A 1 mile buffer
is considered for terrestrial and wetland species, and a 2 mile buffer for aquatic species.  Endangered resources records from the buffer area are
considered because most lands and waters in the state, especially private lands, have not been surveyed.  Considering records from the entire
project area (also sometimes referred to as the search area) provides the best picture of species and communities that may be present on your
specific site if suitable habitat for those species or communities is present.


Categories of endangered resources considered in ER Reviews and protections for each: Endangered resources records from the NHI
database fall into one of the following categories:


Federally-protected species include those federally listed as Endangered or Threatened and Designated Critical Habitats.  Federally-protected
animals are protected on all lands; federally-protected plants are protected only on federal lands and in the course of projects that include
federal funding (see Federal Endangered Species Act of 1973 as amended).


Animals (vertebrate and invertebrate) listed as Endangered or Threatened in Wisconsin are protected by Wisconsin’s Endangered Species
Law on all lands and waters of the state (s. 29.604, Wis. Stats.).


Plants listed as Endangered or Threatened in Wisconsin are protected by Wisconsin’s Endangered Species Law on public lands and on land
that the person does not own or lease, except in the course of forestry, agriculture, utility, or bulk sampling actions (s. 29.604, Wis. Stats.).


Special Concern species, high-quality examples of natural communities (sometimes called High Conservation Value areas), and natural
features (e.g., caves and animal aggregation sites) are also included in the NHI database.  These endangered resources are not legally
protected by state or federal endangered species laws. However, other laws, policies (e.g., related to Forest Certification), or
granting/permitting processes may require or strongly encourage protection of these resources. The main purpose of the Special Concern
classification is to focus attention on species about which some problem of abundance or distribution is suspected before they become
endangered or threatened.


State Natural Areas (SNAs) are also included in the NHI database. SNAs protect outstanding examples of Wisconsin's native landscape of
natural communities, significant geological formations, and archeological sites. Endangered species are often found within SNAs. SNAs are
protected by law from any use that is inconsistent with or injurious to their natural values (s. 23.28, Wis. Stats.).


Please remember the following:


1. This ER Review is provided as information to comply with state and federal endangered species laws. By following the protocols and
methodologies described above, the best information currently available about endangered resources that may be present in the proposed
project area has been provided. However, the NHI database is not all inclusive; systematic surveys of most public lands have not been
conducted, and the majority of private lands have not been surveyed. As a result, NHI data for the project area may be incomplete.
Occurrences of endangered resources are only in the NHI database if the site has been previously surveyed for that species or group during
the appropriate season, and an observation was reported to and entered into the NHI database. As such, absence of a record in the NHI
database for a specific area should not be used to infer that no endangered resources are present in that area. Similarly, the presence of one
species does not imply that surveys have been conducted for other species. Evaluations of the possible presence of rare species on the
project site should always be based on whether suitable habitat exists on site for that species.
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2. This ER Review provides an assessment of endangered resources that may be impacted by the project and measures that can be taken to
avoid negatively impacting those resources based on the information that has been provided to ER Review Program at this time.  Incomplete
information, changes in the project, or subsequent survey results may affect our assessment and indicate the need for additional or different
measures to avoid impacts to endangered resources.


3. This ER Review does not exempt the project from actions that may be required by Department permits or approvals for the project.
Information contained in this ER Review may be shared with individuals who need this information in order to carry out specific roles in the
planning, permitting, and implementation of the proposed project.







