
 

 

 

 
Appendix A3. Nest 17057 was located 2.2 mi (3.5 km) northeast of the Study Area. 

During the aerial survey an adult bald eagle was present on the nest and in an 
incubating position. Therefore, this nest is considered an occupied and active 
bald eagle nest in 2020. 

 

 
Appendix A4. Nest 17083 was located 2.6 mi (4.2 km) southeast of the Study Area. 

During the aerial survey, one adult bald eagle flushed and two eggs were 
observed on the nest. Therefore, this nest is considered an occupied and 
active bald eagle nest in 2020. 

 



 

 

 
Appendix A5. Nest 17074 was located 4.8 mi (1.6 km) north of the Study Area. During 

the aerial survey an adult bald eagle was present on the nest and in an 
incubating position. Therefore, this nest is considered an occupied and active 
bald eagle nest in 2020 (Figure 1, Appendix A5). 

 

 
Appendix A6. Nest 17097 was located 6.1 mi (9.8 km) north of the Study Area. During 

the aerial survey an adult bald eagle was present on the nest and in an 
incubating position. Therefore, this nest is considered an occupied and active 
bald eagle nest in 2020. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Dodge County Wind, LLC (DCW), an indirect, wholly owned subsidiary of NextEra Energy 

Resources, LLC (NEER), is proposing the development of the Dodge County Wind Energy Project 

(Project) in Steele and Dodge counties, Minnesota. At DCW’s request, Western EcoSystems 

Technology, Inc. (WEST) conducted a ground-based nest survey to record bald eagle (Haliaeetus 

leucocephalus) nests in and near the Project boundary. The survey was conducted in accordance 

with the guidance provided in the US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Eagle Conservation 

Plan Guidance (ECPG; USFWS 2013) and the 2020 Updated Eagle Nest Survey Protocol 

(USFWS 2020).  

SURVEY AREA 

The survey area for bald eagle nests consisted of a 2.0-mile (mi; 3.2-kilometer [km]) buffer 

surrounding the Project boundary (Survey Area, Figure 1). This area falls within the Western Corn 

Belt Plains Level III ecoregion and the Eastern Iowa and Minnesota Drift Plains Level IV ecoregion 

(US Environmental Protection Agency [USEPA] 2017). The topography of the Eastern Iowa and 

Minnesota Drift Plains ecoregion ranges from undulating to level; the western and eastern 

portions of the ecoregion were formerly tallgrass prairie and the central portion was oak (Quercus 

spp.) savannah. The majority of the ecoregion has been converted to cropland (USEPA 2017). 

There are no major waterbodies within the Survey Area (Figure 1).  

METHODS 

Ground-based Eagle Nest Survey 

Ground-based eagle nest surveys were conducted from March 25 – 26, 2021, a period before 

leaf-out when eagles would be actively tending to a nest or incubating eggs. The survey was 

conducted in accordance with the guidance provided in the ECPG and the 2020 update 

(USFWS 2013, 2020). An experienced raptor ecologist conducted the survey. The main focus of 

the survey was to identify bald eagle nests and to determine nest activity. Surveyors focused on 

locating eyries (large, stick nest structures) in suitable eagle nesting substrate (e.g., trees, 

transmission lines) within and around the Project. Pre-survey planning included the creation of 

field maps and mobile Geographic Information System files, and review of relevant background 

information, such as previously recorded nest locations, topographic maps, and aerial 

photographs. 

 

The biologist surveyed areas of potential habitat by driving along all public roads within the Survey 

Area. When the biologist observed a nest or suitable habitat, they pulled over their vehicle before 

scanning with binoculars or recording data. The biologist was provided with the locations of 

historic eagle nests documented in 2020 that were located within the Survey Area. The survey 

was conducted between 0700 hours and 1800 hours.  
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The survey track was recorded using a Global Positioning System-enabled tablet running Locus 

Map Pro software to ensure areas were adequately covered. All public roads were driven to allow 

a thorough visual inspection of the habitat, and, in particular, to provide views of trees from several 

different angles. The locations of eagle nests and nests consistent in size and structure with eagle 

nests were recorded using the tablet.  

 

To determine the status of a nest, the biologist evaluated behavior of adults on or near the nest, 

and presence of eggs, young, whitewash, or fresh building materials. Species, nest type, nest 

status, nest condition, and nest substrate were recorded at each nest location, to the extent 

possible. If an inactive nest consistent in size and structure with an eagle nest is observed, the 

biologist monitored the nest for four hours, or until occupancy was confirmed. 

Terminology 

Included below are descriptions of terms used during the documentation of nests (and used in 

the Results section). 

 

Nest ID – A unique nest identification number was assigned for each nest documented. 

 

Nest Species – A species was assigned to each nest, when possible. Nests documented as 

unidentified raptor species were defined as any stick nest not having an occupant associated with 

it at the time of the survey. For this eagle-only survey, any unidentified raptor nests recorded were 

those consistent in size and structure with bald eagle nests.  

 

Nest Condition – Nest condition was categorized as good, fair, or poor. Although the 

determination of nest condition can be subjective and may vary between observers, it gives a 

general sense of when a nest or nest site was last used. Nests in good condition were excellently 

maintained, no sagging, and are either suitable for immediate use or currently in use. Nests in fair 

condition had minor sagging, and appeared to require some repair or maintenance before being 

suitable for use. Nests in poor condition were sloughing or sagging heavily, and would require 

effort to restore for successful nesting.  

 

Nest Substrate – Nest substrate was recorded to provide observers with a visual reference to 

facilitate locating the nest in the future. Substrates may include man-made structures, such as 

power lines, nest platforms, and biological and physical structures, such as conifer and deciduous 

tree species or cliff faces.  

 

Nest Status – Nest status was categorized using definitions originally proposed by 

Postupalsky (1974) and largely followed the ECPG (USFWS 2013). Nests were classified as 

occupied if any of the following were observed at the nest structure:  

 

1) an adult in an incubating position, 

2) eggs, 

3) nestlings or fledglings, 
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4) presence of an adult (sometimes sub-adults), 

5) a newly constructed or refurbished stick nest in the area where territorial behavior of a 

raptor had been observed earlier in the breeding season, or 

6) a recently repaired nest with fresh sticks (clean breaks) or fresh boughs on top, and/or 

droppings and/or molted feathers on its rim or underneath. 

 

Occupied nests were further classified as active if 1) an adult was present on the nest in incubating 

position, 2) an egg or eggs were present, or 3) nestlings observed. Occupied nests were further 

classified as inactive if no eggs or nestlings were present. Nests not meeting the above criteria 

for occupied during the ground-based surveys were classified as inactive.  

RESULTS 

Ground-based Eagle Nest Survey 

Three bald eagle nests were detected during the ground-based surveys on March 25 – 26, 2021 

(Figure 1, Table 1). Two occupied and active bald eagle nests were documented within the 2.0-mi 

buffer; one additional occupied and active bald eagle nest was documented just outside of the 

2.0-mi buffer. The following section provides more details on the bald eagle nests documented 

during the surveys: 

 

Nest 17081 – This nest was located 0.9 mi (1.4 km) west of the Project. The nest was in good 

condition. An adult bald eagle was present on the nest and in an incubating position during the 

survey on March 26. Therefore, this nest is considered an occupied and active bald eagle nest 

in 2021 (Figure 1, Appendix A1). In 2020, Nest 17081 was an occupied and active bald eagle 

nest (Foo 2020).  

 

Nest 17078 – This nest was located 1.3 mi (2.0 km) southwest of the Project. The nest was in 

good condition. An adult bald eagle was present on the nest and in incubating position during the 

survey on March 25. The nest is, therefore, considered an occupied and active bald eagle nest 

in 2021 (Figure 1, Appendix A2). In 2020, Nest 17078 was an occupied and active bald eagle 

nest (Foo 2020).  

 

Nest 17057 – This nest was located 2.2 mi (3.5 km) northeast of the Project. The nest was in 

good condition. During the survey on March 26, an adult bald eagle was present on the nest and 

in an incubating position. Therefore, this nest is considered an occupied and active bald eagle 

nest in 2021 (Figure 1, Appendix A3). Nest 17057 was an occupied and active bald eagle nest 

in 2020 (Foo 2020).  
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Figure 1. Raptor nests documented March 25 – 26, 2021, near Dodge County Wind Energy Project, Dodge and Steele 
counties, Minnesota.  
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Table 1. Results of the 2021 eagle nest surveys for the Dodge County Wind Energy Project, Dodge 
and Steele counties, Minnesota. 

Nest 
ID Latitude Longitude Species1 2021 Status 2020 Status Nest Substrate Condition 

17081 44.00492 -93.13615 BAEA occupied active occupied active deciduous tree good 
17078 43.92477 -93.08011 BAEA occupied active occupied active deciduous tree good 
17057 44.03116 -92.89324 BAEA occupied active occupied active coniferous tree good 

1. BAEA = bald eagle. 

ID = identification. 
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Appendix A. Images of Occupied and Active Eagle Nests Found During the 2021 Raptor 

Nest Survey for the Dodge County Wind Energy Project, Dodge and Steele counties, 

Minnesota. 
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Appendix A1. Nest 17081 was an occupied and active bald eagle nest in 2021.

 

 

Appendix A2. Nest 17078 was an occupied and active bald eagle nest in 2021.
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Appendix A3. Nest 17057 was an occupied and active bald eagle nest in 2021.

 

 

 

 



 

Technical Avian Data Summary 

TO: Jennifer Field (NextEra Energy Resources, LLC) 

FROM: Aaron Boone (Atwell, LLC) 

DATE: 19 July, 2017 

RE: PROJECT: Dodge County Wind Resource Study Area (Atwell #16002517) 

CLIENT/CONTACT: NextEra - Jennifer Field  

TASK:  Targeted Loggerhead Shrike & Henslow’s Sparrow Inventory Survey (Summer 2017) 

 
 
The proposed Dodge County Wind Energy Center (i.e., DCWEC; located in Dodge and Steele counties, 
Minnesota, and hereafter referred to as the Study Area in conjunction with an overall wind resource 
assessment area--Figure 1) was assessed for territorial Loggerhead Shrike (Lanius ludovicianus) and 
Henslow’s Sparrow (Ammodramus henslowii) use during summer 2017.  The inventory survey window 
outlined within this data summary (20-23 June) intersects peak detection frequency during both species’ 
nesting period (Figure 2; AKN 2017).  Targeted inventory survey mobilizations occurred over the course 
of one site mobilization, but data were supplemented by other incidental survey efforts executed during 
regularly scheduled site mobilizations for conducting summer eagle use point surveys.   
 
Survey methodology followed protocol outlined in an informal study plan approach for this DCWEC, 
which in turn closely follows recommendations set forth in the National Wind Coordinating 
Collaborative’s Comprehensive Guide to Studying Wind Energy/Wildlife Interactions (Strickland et al. 
2011).  Primarily, a comprehensive aerial review was conducted to locate all likely habitat parcels with 
accessible roadside vantages.  A series of listening point count stations were delineated in order to 
provide maximum listening threshold coverage for available habitats within the Study Area.  Each 
listening point was surveyed at least once during late June.  All bird species were tallied for at least 10 
minutes at each survey location.  In the event that either of the target species was detected, that 
location would be revisited to acquire more substantial evidence of local territory maintenance or 
evidence of confirmed nesting within Study Area habitats. 
 
This targeted inventory study partially fulfills Tier 3 analysis, as outlined within the U.S. Fish & Wildlife 
Service’s Land-based Wind Energy Guidelines (WEG; USFWS 2012) and provides additional due diligence 
survey data to address preliminary Study Area occurrence concerns identified during previous Tiers 1 
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and 2 WEG analysis.  Likewise, this targeted inventory survey effort addresses an identified avian 
conservation step1 outlined in the Dodge County Wind Avian & Bat Protection Plan (Atwell 2017). 
 
State & Federally Threatened/Endangered Species - Survey Results 
Minnesota maintains a separate list of state endangered and threatened species, along with other 
species they have determined to exhibit declining trends (MNDNR 2016).  Those species listed by the 
federal Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA) can be separate from those listed at the state level (i.e., a 
state endangered species may have no federal ESA protection).   
 
During targeted inventory surveys for Loggerhead Shrike and Henslow’s Sparrow, no federally 
threatened or endangered species were recorded nesting within, migrating through, or utilizing 
migration stopover habitat within the Study Area. 
 
A total of two (2) state endangered species and one (1) state special concern species was detected 
during this survey.   
 
When compared with other grassland and shrubland nesting species, these species were demonstrated 
to be relatively scarce within the Study Area (Table 1).  Shrubland nesting species generally were scarcer 
than grassland nesting species.  A few grassland conservation concern species were among the most 
commonly detected species during the survey (e.g., Dickcissel [Spiza americana]). 

• Loggerhead Shrike - Minnesota Endangered 
o Loggerhead Shrikes were not observed within the Study Area   
o a single adult observed in attendance of at least two recently fledged young located at 

the periphery of Study Area (Dodge County; Figure 4a) 
 N43.964151˚, W92.758483˚ 

o observed at rather uncharacteristic rural homestead with ornamental spruce trees; 
surrounding landscape monoculture agriculture  

• Henslow’s Sparrow - Minnesota Endangered 
o territorial Henslow’s Sparrows were detected within the Steele County portion of the 

Study Area; visuals of either bird were not obtained but the presence of territorial 
males in song supports the conclusion that active nesting activity within the Study 
Area can be considered probable at best (e.g., Herkert et al. 2002, MNBBA 2014)  

o Territory #1 - N43.971268˚, W93.0639˚ (Figure 4b) 
 a single male sparrow heard well for approximately 20 minutes 
 territory maintained within cultivated hay field 
 birds presumed to be females of a mated pair not observed at this location 

1 Aim to avoid operational infrastructure development within grassland habitat and/or initiate habitat mitigation protocols pre-construction if 
within nesting period, particularly if species demonstrates continued breeding presence within DCWEC 
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 multiple follow-up visits yielded no additional auditory detections at this 
territory 

o Territory #2 - N43.985739˚, W93.121892˚ (Figure 4c) 
 a single male sparrow heard vocalizing briefly and from a distance under poor 

wind conditions 
 territory possibly maintained within more characteristic grassland restoration 

with notable presence of form species 
 multiple follow-up visits yielded no additional auditory detections at this 

presumed territory 
• Bell’s Vireo (Vireo bellii) - Minnesota Special Concern 

o This species was not the focus of targeted efforts during this survey, but this 
represented the single official Minnesota Special Concern species (MNDNR 2016) 
detected on territory within the Study Area.  Because of this species’ scarcity in 
Minnesota as a breeding species and its state listed status, this data point will be 
included within this technical data summary (Figure 3). 

o During WEG Tier II analysis for this DCWEC, the Site Characteristics Study (Atwell 2017) 
did not highlight this species as a potential concern (i.e., through USFWS Information 
and Planning and Consultation analysis), but more in depth analysis within this 
project’s Avian & Bat Protection Plan (Atwell, LLC 2017) did indicate “moderate” 
occurrence probability within the Study Area. 

o A territorial male was detected singing on territory from Hythecker Prairie Scientific & 
Natural Area (approx.: N44.023854˚, W93.033183˚) and represents one of the few 
known summer records for Steele County (AKN 2017, MNBBA 2014). 
 multiple follow-up visits yielded no additional auditory detections at this 

presumed territory 

Loggerhead Shrike 
Populations of Loggerhead Shrike have declined in recent years across their continental range (Yosef 
1996) and are listed with some priority conservation status in most Midwestern states.  Within 
Minnesota, population trends have experienced notable but imprecise annual declining trends since the 
mid-1960s (Sauer et al. 2014).   
 
This state endangered songbird occurs in open landscapes, typically with short vegetation and clusters 
of small trees or shrubs (Yosef 1996).  Pastures and similar agricultural areas with fence rows often are 
used in Minnesota.  A statewide census found that red cedar (Juniperus virginiana) comprised a majority 
of nest trees (Eliason 1996).  This habitat configuration signature was used when creating a roadside 
survey schematic for the Study Area (Figure 2). 
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Survey Conclusions: 

• Targeted roadside surveys did not yield detections of Loggerhead Shrike within the Study Area 
(Figure 3) 

o likewise, a near weekly roadside survey presence within the DCWEC since early spring 
has not yielded incidental observations of this shrike species 

• The occurrence of an active nesting territory at the periphery of the Study Area indicates that 
there remains a modest probability that Loggerhead Shrikes could at some point set up a 
nesting territory within suitable DCWEC habitat, particularly in suitable areas relatively far 
removed from roadsides that are not easily surveyed.  Loggerhead Shrike presence is positively 
correlated with the presence of hay/pasture and other cover crop (Smith and Kruse 1992).  The 
presence of this habitat configuration with the occurrence of red cedar or similar dense, low 
shrub clusters could attract this species in the near future.    

• Importantly, Erickson et al. (2014) noted that Loggerhead Shrikes experienced “notable 
reductions” in mortality at more modernized wind power generation facilities, but several past 
studies have shown that shrikes are prone to vehicle collision mortality (Blumton 1989, 
Flickinger 1995, Wiggins 2005).  This variation in mortality source could be a useful 
consideration during wind turbine generator micrositing, and facility access infrastructure 
design.  Primary impact concern from DCWEC development on this species may be increased 
operations access-road traffic in close proximity to any active nesting territories or from direct 
impacts to habitat with active nests or recently fledged young. 

Henslow’s Sparrow 
Populations of Henslow’s Sparrow have declined notably in recent decades in Minnesota and have been 
described as “precarious” (Hanson 1994).  Their general rarity within Minnesota has not contributed to 
adequate population trend estimates (Sauer et al. 2014).  The recent Minnesota Breeding Bird Atlas 
project revealed that this sparrow may be more widely distributed across Minnesota than determined 
to the 1990s (Cooper 2012, MNBBA 2014)―a cluster of observations in Steele and Dodge counties 
intersects the Study Area (Figure 3). 

The Henslow’s Sparrow nests within tallgrass prairie, meadows, and weedy pastures (Herkert et al. 
2002).  With significant conversion of native prairies within the Midwest, this sparrow began to use 
cultivated hay and other grassland plantings (e.g., Conservation Reserve Program habitats).  This habitat 
use relationship with hayfield cultivation was noted even during the early 20th century (Hyde 1939). 
Grassland habitats utilized by nesting Henslow’s Sparrows are associated with specific vegetative litter 
component, forb and woody-stem densities, and overall habitat patch size.  Scattered forbs are critical 
for providing suitable singing perches (Herkert et al. 2002). 

Survey Conclusions: 

• Targeted roadside surveys confirmed the presence of territorial Henslow’s Sparrows at two 
locations within the Steele County portion of the Study Area (Figure 3) 
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• Lituma et al. (2011) suggest that there may be detection issues for Henslow’s Sparrow from 
road-side surveys.  Similarly, this sparrow’s primary song does not necessarily carry well over 
long distances.  Existing suitable habitat within the Study Area away from roads were not 
adequately surveyed using this targeted roadside survey method.   

• There does not appear to be much concern over direct collision mortality impact of Henslow’s 
Sparrow with wind turbine generators, although collision mortality with stationary towers has 
been documented (Herkert et al. 2002).  A primary impact concern from DCWEC development 
on this species may be direct impacts to habitat containing active nests or recently fledged 
young. 
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Table 1.  Targeted Inventory Survey Results for Grassland & Shrubland Birds 

Species† 
Total 

Observed Occur Freq 
Conservation 

Status 
Dickcissel 112 0.730 SGCN, BCC 
Sedge Wren 51 0.405 SGCN, BCC 
Bobolink 69 0.324 SGCN, BCC 
Savannah Sparrow 29 0.243 

 Eastern Meadowlark 13 0.216 SGCN 
Willow Flycatcher 11 0.189 BCC 
Clay-colored Sparrow 10 0.108 

 Brown Thrasher 3 0.081 SGCN, BCC 
Grasshopper Sparrow 3 0.054 SGCN, BCC 
Henslow's Sparrow 2 0.054 MN END 
Loggerhead Shrike 3 0.027 MN END 
Field Sparrow 2 0.027 SGCN, BCC 
Upland Sandpiper 2 0.027 SGCN, BCC 
Bell's Vireo 1 0.027 MN SPC 

 
MN END = species considered endangered if the species is threatened with extinction throughout all or significant portion of 
its range within Minnesota 
MN SPC = species considered a species of special concern if, although the species is not endangered or threatened, it is 
extremely uncommon in Minnesota, or has unique or highly specific habitat requirements and deserves careful monitoring of its 
status. Species on the periphery of their range that are not listed as threatened may be included in this category along with those 
species that were once threatened or endangered but now have increasing or protected, stable populations 
SGCN = SGCN are defined as native animals, nongame and game, whose populations are rare, declining, or 
vulnerable to decline and are below levels desirable to insure their long-term health and stability. Also 
included are species for which Minnesota DNR has a stewardship responsibility 

BCC = USFWS Bird of Conservation Concern (USFWS 2008) 

†Species are sorted by most frequently occurring and subsequently sorted by greatest total of individuals observed 
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Figure 1.  Regional Occurrence Phenology (Eastern Tallgrass Prairie & Prairie Hardwood Transition) 
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Figure 2.  Targeted Minnesota Endangered Avian Species Survey Plan 
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Figure 3.  Loggerhead Shrike & Henslow’s Sparrow Survey Data (Summer 2017) 
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Figure 4a.  Adult Loggerhead Shrike (actively attending recently fledged young at periphery of Study Area; 21 June, 2017) 

 
 
Figure 4b.  Hayfield containing active Henslow’s Sparrow territory in Study Area; 22 June, 2017 ― Steele County, MN 
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Figure 4c.  Grassland restoration containing possible Henslow’s Sparrow territory in Study Area; 22 June, 2017 ― Steele 
County, MN 
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TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM  
 

Date:   February 4, 2021 

 

To:  Dodge County Wind, LLC   

 

From:  Elizabeth Markhart, Western EcoSystems Technology, Inc. (WEST) 

 

Subject: Dodge County Wind Energy Project Sullivant’s Milkweed Screening 

 

PURPOSE 

Dodge County Wind, LLC (DCW), an indirect, wholly owned subsidiary of NextEra Energy 

Resources, LLC (NEER), is proposing the development of the Dodge County Wind Energy Project 

(Project) in Steele and Dodge counties, Minnesota. DCW contracted Western EcoSystems 

Technology (WEST) to conduct a desktop screening and subsequent field survey to assess the 

likelihood of Sullivant’s Milkweed (Asclepias sullivantii; a state listed threatened species) 

occurrences within the Project. The field assessments were conducted in August 2020 from public 

rights-of-way (ROW). The screening focused on sections within the Project Boundary that contain 

Minnesota Natural Heritage Information System (NHIS) records of Sullivant’s Milkweed, or 

Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (DNR)-identified native prairie remnants which may 

host populations of the target species (Figure 1). 
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Figure 1. Sullivant’s Milkweed August 2020 Screening Focus Areas for Dodge County Wind Energy Project in Steele and Dodge 

counties, Minnesota, August 2020. 
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METHODS 

WEST used current (as of August 2020) MN NHIS database records to identify areas of 

documented Sullivant’s Milkweed occurrences within the Project Boundary. Additionally, MN 

DNR-designated native prairie communities within the Project were identified as potential habitat 

for the target species. Following the desktop records review, a road-based field assessment was 

conducted on August 7, 2020 by a qualified WEST botanist, Elizabeth Markhart. To develop a 

visual search image for Sullivant’s Milkweed, prior to the field assessment the botanist reviewed 

relevant literature and confirmed species identification, morphology and flowering status in the 

nearby Iron Horse Scientific Natural Area (SNA; see Attachment A). The objective of the road-

based survey was to confirm presence of habitat that could support Sullivant’s Milkweed, as well 

to document any of the target species that could be identified from adjacent public ROW.  

RESULTS 

The locations of the field observations, as well as the field notes, can be found in Attachment B. 

The botanist viewed both road-side ROW vegetated swales and adjoining uncultivated lands, 

focusing on areas in sections with NHIS records of Sullivant’s Milkweed (observation points W-4 

through W-11; Figure B-1) and DNR-designated native prairie (observation points W-1 through 

W- 3; Figure B-1), but also examining potential habitats viewable from public ROW elsewhere 

within the Project Boundary (observation points W-4 through W-6; Figure B-1).  

 

Field screening notes (Attachment B) indicated frequently hayed roadside grasslands and 

cultivated cropland dominate the viewable areas in the vicinity of the Sullivant’s Milkweed NHIS 

records and DNR- designated native prairies within the Project Boundary. None of the sections 

that were identified as having previous NHIS records of Sullivant’s Milkweed within the Project 

appeared to harbor native prairie/Sullivant’s Milkweed habitat, and no Sullivant’s Milkweed stems 

were documented from the adjacent ROW observation points (Attachment B).  

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Because the field observations occurred from public ROW, the results of this screening should 

not be viewed as conclusive presence/absence surveys in any of the examined areas. However, 

this screening indicates that the likelihood of Sullivant’s Milkweed currently occurring within the 

Project Boundary is relatively low, despite prior NHIS records of its occurrence.  

 

If temporary or permanent impacts are proposed within potential Sullivant’s Milkweed habitat 

(either in grassed areas within sections that contain NHIS records of the species, or within DNR-

designated native prairies), coordination with the DNR should occur. Site-specific field surveys 

during the optimal identification period (July) may be appropriate to determine if Sullivant’s 

Milkweed are present in the construction footprint. If the species is observed, the exact location 

and extent of Sullivant’s Milkweed plants should be recorded in order to inform layout 
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modifications to avoid impacts to this species. If avoidance of any documented Sullivant’s 

Milkweed is not possible through layout and/or construction modifications, further coordination 

with the DNR should occur. 

 

Please address any questions regarding this memo to: 

Elizabeth Markhart 

Minnesota Department of Natural Resources Endangered and Threatened Plant Species 

Surveyor 

WEST, Inc. 

Phone: (651) 261-5641 

Email: emarkhart@west-inc.com 
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Attachment A.  Sullivant’s Milkweed Range and Morphological Characteristics 

Sullivant’s milkweed (Asclepias sullivantii) is associated with tallgrass prairie in the central U.S. 

The northern fringe of the range crosses through southern Minnesota, Wisconsin, Michigan, and 

Ontario1 (Figure A-1). Color coding of counties in Figure A-1 shows the species is rare (yellow) in 

all of Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Michigan, while not rare (lime green) in the states to the south. 

The State of Minnesota has listed the species as threatened as a result of losses of tallgrass 

prairie habitat.  

 

 
Figure A-1. Map of Sullivant’s Milkweed records in counties of the U.S. 

 

Common milkweed (Asclepias syriaca), which has no state listing in Minnesota and is common in 

roadside swales, needs to be ruled out before considering Sullivant’s Milkweed to be likely present 

in the Milkweed Screening for the Project. To do this, a search image of morphological and 

phenological (seasonal variation) characteristics of the local populations of Sullivant’s Milkweed 

was developed to help differentiate from common milkweed. 

 

                                                
1 Kartesz, J.T., The Biota of North America Program (BONAP). 2015. North American Plant Atlas. 
(http://bonap.net/napa). Chapel Hill, N.C. [maps generated from Kartesz, J.T. 2015. Floristic Synthesis of 
North America, Version 1.0. Biota of North America Program (BONAP). (in press)].   
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Morphological characteristics for comparison of the two milkweed species include the leaf bases, 

leaf surfaces, and flowers2. Iron Horse SNA, a recognized public, state-protected area, is known 

for Sullivant’s Milkweed occurrences and is located within 30 miles of the Project. Iron Horse SNA 

was visited at the time of the Milkweed Screening to develop a search image of a local population. 

This would provide both an understanding of the 2020 phenology and morphological 

characteristics in the local populations. Photographs were taken to document stems of two small 

stands of milkweed located at Iron Horse SNA (Figures A-2 and A-3). No plants were blooming. 

These stems are likely to be Sullivant’s Milkweed based upon the stems and leaves being 

glabrous (smooth, free of hairs) and leaf bases being rounded and close to clasping the stems. 

Photographs of a known stem of Common Milkweed (Figure A-4) show the contrast in leaf base 

and petiole (leaf stalk). The milkweed stems at Iron Horse had no flowers to use as a final and 

more definitive contrast to the Common Milkweed.  

 

                                                
2 Britton, Nathanial Lord and Hon. Addison Brown. 1970. An illustrated flora of the northern United States 
and Canada, second edition revised and enlarged. Volume III. Dover Publications, Inc. New York. 
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Figure A-2. Iron Horse Scientific and Natural Area - Sullivant’s Milkweed stem with heart-lobed 

leaf bases and little to no petiole, August 7, 2020. 
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Figure A-3. Iron Horse Scientific and Natural Area - Sullivant’s Milkweed stem with subcordate leaf 

bases, little to no petiole, and no flowers, August 7, 2020. 
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Figure A-4. Common Milkweed stem showing stout petiole and narrowed leaf bases, August 7, 

2020. 
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Attachment B. Dodge County Wind Energy Project Milkweed Screening Field Notes, 

August 7, 2020. 

 

Field 
Point ID 

Description 

W-1 

Trunk Highway 14 new 4-lane highway construction is in process during 2020. Binocular viewing 
indicated relatively tall broad-leaved plants that are likely Giant Ragweed and/or Erigeron 
annuus. Notable dust deposition occurring from southerly wind transporting construction 
corridor soil. No Sullivant’s Milkweed stems observed from public ROW vantage point. 

W-2 

This location is the southwest corner of a 40-acre block of land named the Hythecker Scientific 
and Natural Area (SNA). The vegetation at this point consists of relatively uniform cover of Big 
Bluestem that suggests conservation seeding took place in the last few years. The Sullivant's 
Milkweed is not listed as a known species according to the State of Minnesota webpage for the 
property. No Sullivant’s Milkweed stems observed from public ROW vantage point. 

W-3 

This location is the southern boundary of the Hytheker SNA. Reed canary grass dominates a wet 
slough in this area. This species is often listed as invasive indicator of hydrologic alteration or 
agronomic introduction for low pasture use. No Sullivant’s Milkweed stems observed from public 
ROW vantage point. 

W-4 

Two areas extending off to the east and west. Species consistent with wet prairie to the east 
include Helianthus spp., Verbena simplex, a Rumex spp., Asclepias incarnata in a matrix of 
pasture grasses. To the west are patches of common cattail and a species of bulrush. No 
Sullivant’s Milkweed stems observed from public ROW vantage point. 

W-5 

A stretch of county road swales for about 1,000 feet. Big bluestem is the dominant grass. A 
minor component of forbs include compass plant (native prairie), red clover, and the State 
noxious species Pastinaca sativa (wild parsnip). The vegetation extends through the intersection 
and north toward Point 4. These ditches were hayed early in the season. No Sullivant’s Milkweed 
stems observed from public ROW vantage point. 

W-6 

This prairie field resembles a restoration seeding with a grass matrix of Big Bluestem and 
widespread Ratibida pinnata and Monarda fistulosa in bloom. Queen Anne's Lace is expanding 
and Sweet Clover is established along the edge. No Sullivant’s Milkweed stems observed from 
public ROW vantage point. 

W-7 
This relatively deep roadside swale has wet prairie indicator species, including Giant Ironweed, a 
species of Scirpus, Prairie Cordgrass, and Common Cattail. Woody succession is occurring to the 
east. No Sullivant’s Milkweed stems observed from public ROW vantage point. 

W-8 

Two triangles of land at a T-intersection that are not currently plowed. Pasture grasses dominate 
with patchy presence of Prairie Cordgrass and Green Bulrush. Broad-leaved plants are non-
native, including the noxious Wild Parsnip, Bird's-foot trefoil, Sweet Clover, and a few clusters of 
a native sunflower species. No Sullivant’s Milkweed stems observed from public ROW vantage 
point. 
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W-9 

A 1,000-foot stretch of road swales not hayed. Species present may be indicative of the broader 
ditch swale composition where haying as recently occurred, and rapid visual assessment in 
untenable. Native species present: patchy Prairie Cordgrass, a species of Bulrush, Compass Plant, 
Spreading Dogbane, Zizea aurea, Ratibida pinnata, Monarda fistulosa, Asclepias verticillata, 
Asclepias syriaca, a species of Helianthus, Rumex spp., Oenothera biennis. Non-native pasture 
grasses dominate. Non-native broad-leaved species include Bird's-foot trefoil, red clover, Canada 
thistle, and the noxious plant Pastinaca sativa (wild parsnip). No Sullivant’s Milkweed stems 
observed from public ROW vantage point. 

W-10 

This roadside swale is pasture grass dominated and hayed. Compass Plant, a native prairie forb, 
is in a few patches along the top of slope. At the intersection to west and for 2,000 feet north 
are intermittent patches of Prairie Cordgrass and more Compass Plant. No Sullivant’s Milkweed 
stems observed from public ROW vantage point. 

W-11 

This stretch of roadside is dominated by pasture grasses and hayed. Non-native, common broad-
leaved species are Bird's-foot Trefoil, Red Clover, Queen Anne's Lace, and the noxious Pastinaca 
sativa (wild parsnip). Both swales along the road are similar. No Sullivant’s Milkweed stems 
observed from public ROW vantage point. 
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Figure B-1. Milkweed Screening field survey point locations.  

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Appendix C. Post-Construction Monitoring Plan 
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Appendix D. Incidental Reporting Procedure 
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1.0 WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT PROGRAM 
 

1.1 OUR COMMITMENT 

As employees of NextEra Energy Resources, we have a responsibility to be good stewards of the 

environment and to adhere to the law. 

Most birds that are seen across the country, including in NextEra Energy Resources’ wind plants are 

protected by one of two laws; the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act or the Migratory Bird Treaty 

Act.  Some species have the additional classification of “endangered” or “threatened”.  Eagles and 

endangered species have special reporting requirements, and therefore have a special reporting 

procedure. 

Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act - 16 U.S.C.S. 668 (a) 

 “Whoever, ...shall ...take, possess, sell, purchase, barter, offer to sell, purchase or barter, transport, 

export or import, at any time or in any manner, any bald eagle, commonly known as the American 

eagle, or any golden eagle, alive or dead, or any part, nest, or egg thereof of the forgoing eagles, 

...shall be fined not more than $5,000 or imprisoned not more than one year or both for each such 

violation.” 

Migratory Bird Treaty Act - 16 U.S.C.S. 703 

The Act makes it unlawful to:   ship, transport or carry from one state, territory or district to another, 

or through a foreign country, any bird, part, nest or egg that was captured, killed, taken, shipped, 

transported or carried contrary to the laws from where it was obtained; import from Canada any 

bird, part, nest or egg obtained contrary to the laws of the province from which it was obtained. § 

705.  

Endangered Species Act – 16 U.S.C.S 35 

 “...it shall be unlawful at any time, by any means or in any manner, to pursue, hunt, take, capture, 

kill, attempt to take, capture or kill, possess, offer for sale, sell, offer to barter, barter, offer to 

purchase, purchase, deliver for shipment, ship, export, import, cause to be shipped, exported, or 

imported, deliver for transportation, transport or cause to be transported, carry or cause to be carried, 

or receive for shipment, transportation, carriage, or export, any migratory bird, any part, nest, or egg 

of any such bird, or any product, whether or not manufactured, which consists, or is composed in 

whole or part, of any such bird or any part, nest, or egg thereof...” 
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1.2 PURPOSE/SUMMARY 

The purpose of this manual is to standardize the actions taken by NextEra Energy Resources in 

response to any wildlife fatalities and/or injuries found within the wind plant boundaries. 

Any wildlife injury or fatality found within wind-plant boundaries, regardless of cause of death, 

should be reported immediately to the operations leader who shall complete an incident report 

and take photographs.  Environmental Services – PGD Support shall be notified and further 

actions will be determined at that time based on the species and the circumstances surrounding 

the incident. 

 

1.3 WILDLIFE FATALITIES 

In addition to any complete or partial carcasses, any portion of a bird, bat or other animal, including 

individual feathers and/or bones, are all considered reportable wildlife fatalities.  Report all finds even 

if the carcass and/or parts are not thought to be associated with wind plant operations. All wildlife 

species shall be reported. 

 

1.4 WILDLIFE INJURIES 

The majority of injured birds will have a broken wing.  A broken wing will usually hang down oddly or 

blow in the wind.  An injured bird will most likely be on the ground and unwilling or unable to fly.  

Raptors (any bird of prey or bird with a hooked beak and sharp talons) will sometimes perch on the 

ground and raptors will sometimes walk on the ground, but not often.  If a bird is seen walking or 

perched on the ground, approach it slowly to see if it will fly away, if it runs away, refusing to fly, it is 

most likely injured.  

Injured animals are dangerous.  PGD prohibits personnel from getting too close or touching any 

wildlife without prior regulatory or PGD approval.  This practice is enforced to avoid potential injury 

to self and to wildlife.  Prior to completing any inspection related tasks or the collection of information 

needed for a report, conduct a risk assessment to define potential risks (e.g., uneven walking 

surfaces, snakes, etc.).  Once safety is assessed, maintain visual contact with the injured animal 

while reporting the incident to the operations leader so that the correct process can be determined.    
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1.5 NON-AVIAN CARCASSES 

Non-avian and mammal carcasses pose a potential risk to wind sites, as they may draw avian 

scavengers to the site.  If you see any of the types listed below, it is important to take action to 

prevent an impact with large raptors.  

A large mammal carcass is defined as a partial or entire livestock or game animal carcass 

present on the property. These include, but are not limited to, sheep, cows, horses, elk, and deer. 

All on-site finds shall be reported even if the carcass and/or parts are not believed to be related 

to site operations. 

A small mammal carcass is defined as a small to medium sized animal, including, but not limited 

to, rabbits, dogs, foxes, coyotes, and prairie dogs. Multiple (5 or more) small mammal carcasses 

in close proximity to each other shall be reported even if the carcass and/or parts are not believed 

to be related to site operations. 

A gathering of avian scavengers is defined as an unusual concentration of scavenging avian 

species such as crows, ravens, vultures, or eagles. All personnel on site should be observant of 

any atypical bird activity while traversing the site or visiting turbines for maintenance. Some 

examples of unusual bird activity that might represent a gathering of scavengers on a carcass 

could be: 

1. Groups of eagles or vultures circling in a focused area 

2. Groups of crows or ravens congregating in a specific area 

3. Eagles, crows, ravens, or vultures seen perching in unusually high numbers 

A significant event is defined as an event in which several large mammal carcasses, or multiple 

small animal carcasses (including bats), are located on site. Even if avian scavengers are not yet 

present, it is imperative that significant events are reported immediately, so that steps can be 

taken to remove the carcasses (if determined to be the course of action by Environmental 

Services) before avian scavengers are attracted to the site.  Additionally, special notifications may 

be required if multiple bats are found on-site in a short period of time. 

Contact Environmental Services – PGD Support to discuss implications and develop a plan of 

action.  It may be necessary to contact the landowner to have the carcass removed from their 

property. Environmental Services – PGD Support may also suggest that the State wildlife agency 

be notified of the potential risk to the site. 
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In some cases, Law Enforcement may need to be notified in the case of carcasses purposely left 

on site. 

 

1.6 FINDS WITH BANDS 

If you find a wildlife fatality with a band(s) (sometimes found in or around legs, ears or wings of 

animals), please notify your operations leader, and include this information in your WRRS 

reporting form.  There are several different wildlife and agencies that may need to be contacted.   

 

1.7 NESTS 

If you find a nest in, on or around a turbine, power pole, substation, or transformer, please contact 

your Wildlife Program Manager for guidance.  Do not remove or touch a nest without 

permission.  Please note that a bird nest could be a collection of eggs with no nesting material 

below them (barn owl nests, for example). 

 

The following flow chart (I Found a Nest Flow chart (OpModel) was developed as guidance for 

when the discovery of a nest has been made.
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2.0 PROCEDURES 
 

2.1 INSPECTIONS 

The NextEra Energy Resources Wildlife Response and Reporting System relies solely on wind 

technicians and other site personnel to find and report birds, bats and other animals.  Wildlife 

Inspections shall be completed as part of the Inspection of Watch (IOW) procedure.  

Wildlife inspections must be conducted in accordance with our lease/easement agreements with 

individual landowners.  Confirm these conditions prior to conducting any wildlife inspections.  It is 

expected that the entire inspection process is completed during the Inspection of Watch.  However, 

if damage to crops or other landowner property could occur during the inspection, do not trespass 

or damage property. 

 

CRITICAL SUCCESS FACTORS: 

 Ability to safely and legally walk the terrain around the wind turbine 

 Awareness of animals or signs of animals on site property 

 Ability to recognize when an animal is in distress 

 Ability to immediately contact operations leader / Environmental Services to report the find 

 Ability to ensure full compliance with any permit requirements, if any 

 Knowledge of procedures for inspections and reporting 
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INSPECTION PROCEDURE  

1. Upon arrival at the turbine complete all safety requirements.  Please be aware of special on 

site hunting seasons while performing the inspections. This includes Risk Assessment 

Mitigation Forms (RAMF).  Put on all applicable personal protective equipment (PPE).  

Remember that if at any time you feel your safety is compromised, DO NOT complete the 

Inspection.  Beware of uneven walking surfaces, snake hazards, or other potential risks. 

2. A complete Wildlife Inspection consists of three “Inspection Circles” that shall be walked.  

Each Inspection Circle consists of slowly walking around the turbine, scanning the ground as 

you walk, looking to the right and left, and checking on any suspicious objects in the distance.  

End “Inspection Circle” where you began. 

3. To complete the first circle:  Begin at the base of the turbine, walk away from the turbine 30 

fet and complete one full Inspection Circle (see step 2) keeping 30 feet from the turbine.  A 

good estimate of distance is 1 long step = 1 yard (3 feet). 

4. To complete the second circle, walk out another 60 feet, and complete another Inspection 

Circle; keeping 90 feet away from the turbine.  

5. To complete the third and final circle, walk out another 60 feet and complete another 

Inspection Circle keeping 150 feet from the turbine. 

6. When the last circle is completed, answer the appropriate questions on the IOW checklist. 

7. Immediately notify the operations leader if an animal is found, and then continue with the 

Reporting Procedures. 

8. The IOW checklist shall be synced by the end of the day and accessible via the IOW 

dashboard. 

9. All wildlife fatalities or injuries found during wildlife inspections shall be reported following the 

site procedures.  Ensure a full report is submitted to Environmental Services using the 

SharePoint application (PGD Applications; common applications; Wildlife Response and 

Reporting System).  See section 2.2. 
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2.2 INCIDENT REPORTS 

Every individual animal discovery requires a separate Wildlife Incident Report.  Answer every 

question and include any additional information that may be helpful.  Too much information is 

better than not enough.   All questions shall be answered, even if the answer is “unknown.” 

The incident report should include at least one photograph of the discovery.  Photographs should 

show a close up of the head and/or feet, as well as the carcass in relation to the closet structure, 

if possible.  A common item placed next to, but not touching the carcass, helps indicate the size 

of the animal. 
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The WRRS Incident Report can be accessed via PGD Applications, under the Common 

Applications. 
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Complete the Wildlife Incident Reporting Form.  Fields with a red asterisk * are required  

 

.  
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WILDLIFE INCIDENT REPORTING FORM 

 

REPORT INFORMATION 

Attach Photo: System will accept multiple photos, but must be added 

individually 

 

Site: Drag down to specific site 

Date of Discovery: Defaults to entry date, but allows options 

Discovered by Employee: Enter SLID (Search by name) 

Discovered by Contractor: Manual entry field 

Report Type: Death, Injury, Nest, Other 

 

LOCATION INFORMATION 

Discovery Activity: IOW, Maintenance, Driving, Other 

Structure Detail*: Manual entry field, should include Turbine Number, substation 

name, etc. 

Nearest Structure: WTG, Substation, O&M, T-Line, Other 

Equipment Operational: Yes, No, N/A 

Distance From Structure*: Manual entry field (enter in feet) 

Direction From Structure: North, South, East, West, NE, SE, NW, SW 

Other Nearby Structures: N/A, Overhead Line, Fence, Road, Other  

GPS Lattitude: Manual entry field 

GPS Longitude: Manual entry field 

Ground Cover: Gravel, WTG Pad, PMT Pad, Grass/Dirt, Other 

Weather 1: Manual entry field, Windspeed in m/s (numeric only) 

Weather 2: Manual entry field, Temperature in numeric (F or C) 

Weather 3: Sunny, Clear, Foggy, Rainy, Overcast, Snowing  
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CONDITION DESCRIPTION 

Species name: Defaults to “Bird, Unidentifed”. Drag down options 

Sex of Animal: Unknown, Female, Male 

Age of Animal: Unknown, Adult, Juvenile 

Carcass Condition 1: Complete Carcass, Dismembered, Feathers Only, Bones 

Only, Feathers/Bones 

Carcass Condition 2: No Obvious Injuries; Broken Bone(s), Decapitated, Electrical 

Burns, Laceration 

Carcass Condition 3: Complete Carcass, Scavenged, N/A (injury) 

Carcass Condition 4: None Observed, Flies, Maggots, Ants, Beetles, Other 

Time Since Death: < Day, < Week, < Month, > Month 

Band Present: No, Yes, N/A 

Status of Discovery: Left in Field, Bagged & Tagged, USFWS, State FWS, Other 

Electrical Event: No, Yes 

Photo Attached: No, Yes 

 

After completing the form, select the “save” option in the upper left corner of the screen. 
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2.3 EXTERNAL & INTERNAL NOTIFICATIONS 

All wildlife discoveries at NextEra Energy wind sites must be reported internally via the WRRS 

Incident Report.  Once the report is saved, Environmental Services – PGD Support receives an 

e-mail notification of the new entry.  A review of the entry and information is completed, and 

changes made at the time.  This may include corrected species identification information. 

In some cases, notification to Federal or State agencies may be required, if a discovery of an 

injured or dead Eagle, or protected species is made. 

Check with your operations leader to determine the process for landowner or rancher notifications 

if livestock carcasses are discovered.  Livestock notifications should be made to ensure removal 

of carcasses of cattle or sheep.  If an injured sheep or cow is found, a courtesy notification should 

be made as well. 

GENERAL PROCEDURE  

Due to the sensitivity of eagle and federally endangered species fatalities or injuries, it is very 

important these fatalities or incidents are recorded and reported immediately to the appropriate 

persons.  Discussions and notifications with appropriate persons are critical to determine species, 

facts and potential risks (legal, operational, media).   

1. The operations leader shall receive all pertinent information regarding incident, e.g., discovery 

of event, banding information, location, contact person, condition of find, photographs, etc.   

2. Once the information is collected, the operations leader should immediately report to 

Environmental Services - PGD Support and enter into the information into the WRRS 

database.  In addition, the operations leader should notify the Regional / General Operations 

Managers, and VP of Wind operations. 

3. The operations leader should contact Environmental Services – PGD Support for guidance 

on making notifications, including a determination of what agencies to notify.  After this 

discussion, notifications should be made by the operations leader by phone or e-mail, 

whichever is deemed appropriate.  The operations leader should document the date & time 

of the call, as well the name of the person receiving the report. 

4. Environmental Services shall forward incident details via e-mail to the Division’s Regional 

Business Manager, legal counsel, and corporate communications personnel. If necessary, 

Environmental Services – PGD Support will conference with the appropriate parties to discuss 

potential implications. 
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3.0 THREATENED & ENDANGERED SPECIES 

All wind site personnel should have basic knowledge of the Federal and/or State-specific species 

that may be protected as a Threatened or Endangered species at their site.  In many cases, 

discovery of an injured or dead animal will require notifications. 

 

3.1 FEDERAL SPECIES 

The United States Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS) has compiled a list of animal species native 

to North America that are considered to be threatened or endangered. 

The following definitions are included to illustrate the terms commonly used by the USFWS. 

The “endangered” classification provided to an animal or plant in danger of extinction within the 

foreseeable future throughout all or a significant portion of its range. 

The term “threatened species” means any species which is likely to become an endangered 

species within the foreseeable future throughout all or a significant portion of its range, as defined 

in the Endangered Species Act. 

"Species of concern" is an informal term that refers to those species which might be in need of 

concentrated conservation actions. Such conservation actions vary depending on the health of 

the populations and degree and types of threats. Species of concern receive no legal protection 

and the use of the term does not necessarily mean that the species will eventually be proposed 

for listing as a threatened or endangered species 

Plants and animals that have been studied and the Service has concluded that they should be 

proposed for addition to the Federal endangered and threatened species list are referred to as 

candidate species, and once they receive this designation are treated and reported as special 

status species until a final determination is made by the USFWS.  
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3.2 STATE SPECIES 

In addition to the Federal Threatened & Endangered Species list, each state’s wildlife agency has 

developed a similar list that is specific to the individual state.  

Federal & State Threatened & Endangered Species lists, as well as species profile sheets have 

been archived on the Wind Operations/Environmental Tactical Team SharePoint page: 6.0 

Natural Resources/T and E Species 

These lists will be periodically uploaded by NEER, but the status of species can be updated yearly 

by agencies.  Please confirm you are referencing a recent list.  If you have any questions about 

the status of an animal, please contact Environmental Services – PGD Support. 
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4.0 ANNUAL TRAINING 

Annual Wildlife Response & Reporting System (WRRS) training should be done at the site and 

consist of the following subjects: 

 Location and content of the WRRS Manual 

 WRRS Inspections (Inspection of Watch) 

 Incident Reporting (SharePoint) 

 Species Identification tools 

 Federal & State Threatened & Endangered Species 

 Internal / External Notification Procedures (including contact for general questions) 

The corporate Learning Management System (LMS) has a training module for the WRRS program 

(REG-1206A).  This training is required for all new employees, and is generally completed during 

the onboarding process. 

In addition to the LMS course, Environmental Services has prepared a PowerPoint module and 

training roster for use at wind sites for a more detailed presentation.  This presentation and roster 

can be found on the Wind Operations/Environmental Tactical Team SharePoint page:       Natural 

Resources/WRRS Program 

This manual includes a roster to be signed by participants during annual training at wind sites.  

The completed form should be filed in Section 6.2.6 of the EMS filing system.  It is recommended 

that the operations leader create a reminder in the Environmental Compliance Tracker to trigger 

annual training. 

In addition to the annual training, a review of the manual should be completed by each site once 

a year to ensure that contact information is complete and accurate.  
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Site:

Facilitator:

Date:

Course: o Spill  Prevention, Control  & Countermeasures (7.1.6)

o Universal Waste & Emergency Response (8.3.6)

o Wildlife Response & Recording System (6.2.6)

SLID SIGNATUREEMPLOYEE

File Completed Training Roster in EMS filing system
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5.0 APPENDICES 

This section of the plan is reserved for any other wildlife related documentation appropriate to the 

site.  This may include the following documents: 

 Pre-construction wildlife reports 

 Site Operating Permit 

 Environmental Impact Reports/Assessments (EIR/EIA) 

 Avian / Bat Protection Plans (APBB, APP) 

 Bird / Bat Conservation Strategies (BBCS) 

 Adaptive Management Plans 

 Post-Construction Mortality Monitoring reports (annual and final reports) 

 Whooping Crane Curtailment Procedure (if applicable) 

 Site specific agency agreements or legal agreements 

 Other site-specific wildlife information 
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DODGE COUNTYWIND ENERGY CENTER 
 

WILDLIFE PROGRAM CONTACTS 

 

PGD WIND OPERATIONS  

Primary site contact, To be determined 

Associate Wind Site Manager 

Office: 

Cell: 

 

 

Backup site contact, 

Title 

Office: 

Cell: 
 

 

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES – PGD SUPPORT 

Kortney Koch 

Environmental Specialist 

 

Cell: 

 

(904) 236-8939 

 

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES - WILDLIFE 

Sean Fitzgerald 

Project Manager, Wildlife 

Office: 

Cell: 

(561) 691-3274 

(586) 255-0513 

Janine Crane,  

Project Manager, Wildlife 

Office: 

Cell: 

(561) 691-2818 

(561) 329-0914 

 

INJURED BIRD or BAT RESPONSE  

Vulture Conservancy 

PO Box 313, Kasson, MN  55944 
Office: (507) 271-6099 

Windmill Animal Rescue & Wildlife 

Rehabilitation 

350 Main St., Elko New Market, MN  55054 

Office: (952) 461-2765 

 

REGULATORY AGENCIES (Contact Environmental Services before calling) 

US Fish and Wildlife Service: Mags Rheude 

(Eagles); Dawn Marsh (ESA species) 

US Fish and Wildlife Service Law 

Enforcement – St. Paul Station 

 (612) 713-5438; (952) 252-

0092 ext. 202 

Contact: (651) 778-8360 

 

Minnesota Department of Natural 

Resources: Cynthia Warzecha 
Office:  (651) 259-5078 

 


