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United States Department of the Inferior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Upper Mississippi River National Wildlife and Fish Refuge
Y REFLY REBER 70 51 Bast Fourih Street - Room 101
Winona, Minnesota 55987

February 19, 2008

Pamigla Jo Rasinussen

Lead, Siting and Permitting

Kcel Energy

P.0.Box 8 _
Bau Cldire, Wisconsin 54702-0008

Dear Ms. Rasmussen:

Tn follow-up to our meeting o Yanuary 25, 2008, oii the proposéd Rochester to La Crosse 345-
iV transmiission lifie, we offer some inifial feedback on Mississippi River crossing options being
considered.

My staff and a represéntative of the Fish and Wildlife Service’s Ecological Services program met
Pebiuary 13, 2008, to weigh the various crossing options and other ling routing considerations.
Staff included managers or staff froin the Winor and La Crosse Districts of the Upper
Mississippi River National Wildlife and Fish Refuge and Trempealeau National Wildlife Refuge.

We have two overall recommendations: 1) that eny crossing considers use of exisfing energy
cotHpaiy rights-of-way or easements, and 2) that any new conpecting lines are kept away from
the Mississippi River cotridor.

Based on these overall recommendatiofis, we believe the Alia crossifig may pose the least
envirorimental impact. Siiice there already exist two peimanéit, rights-of-way or easements fof
the existing lines (copies attached), with total right-of-way of 180 feet, this route may tiged no
further ng}gt-qf}xvay permitf from the U.S. Fish and “ﬁi_c_lhfe Service depending on project-design.
"This route is also least likely to impact migratory birds since it is'some distance from kuown bird
coricentration pomts "Theré is, however; an active eagie nest in or adjacént to the eXisting:
vpowerhne oii the Mingiesota side of the: refuge. Appropriate avoidanes measures would need to
be taken to minimize disturbance to this nest, especially when astive.

Our second chice Wwould be the La Crosse crossing since it could follow an éxisting 69-kv
powerline (fight-of-way-attached), However, this routs is of concern due to it proximity to-an
active eagle nest and great blue heron colony approximately 0.3 miles north (Wisconsin side)
and an mportant heron: and egret-feeding area. adjacent to the line. (Minnesota side). There is
also a bike/pedestrian trail proposed within the existing right-ofF-way (Wagon Wheel Trail
Bike/Pedestiiafi Trail) j juist 1o the north on land. owned by the City of La Crescent and the
Service. This proposed trail would be Iocated o a dike just south of the existing 69-%&V towers
and is knowi locally as former Stagecoach Road or Minnesota Avenue.
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We also believe that an alternative I-90 corridor using a buried line should be considered with
this option in hght of above concerns. We suggest a buried Tine due fo the large number of
edgles, egrets, herms, and pelicans cross back arid forth over the interstate bridges as they use:
tlie varjous’ sloubhs atid chaynels on-either side. There is'also concem that larger towers and
more lines may come into conflict with the La Crosse Airpert and Federal Aviation
Administration guidelines.

We do not believe the proposed Winona or Trenipealeau crossings are wotthy of fiirthier
consideration. Bach would likely involve new rights-of-way across portions of nafional wildlife
refuges, and such rights-of-way would likely not be approved since Service policy and
regulations do not allow new uses that. ﬁ*agment habitat on refuges. We also have migratory bird
-concerns with.any ‘increase in tower nitmber, saza height, or line configuration within
‘Trempealean Nationdl Wildlife Refuge.

In regard to our second overall recommendation, we believe that lines leading to or from riyer
crossings should use exxst‘m,, g liné corridors away from. the river. For the Alma crossing, we
recorhineiid the existing 161-kV Ime to Waumandet to Blair to Holmen. This or'a similar route
using existing power line corridors wonld present the least impacts to m1gtatory birds and other
wildlife that concenirate on refuges or state wildlifs management areas in or xear the river or
tributary corridors. This is also in line with ourrecent recommendation that wind tarbines not be
located within 10 milés of the floodplain edge due to ndigratory bird use patterns. We have also
eficlosed for your information & copy of the existing fight-of-way on refuge land acfoss the Black
River. For the La Crosse crossing, we would. recommiend a corridor from Rochester afong
Interstate 90 since this freeway already presents a known habitat, wildlife, and visual
disturbafice.

Asyoumove forward with plamning, we also enconrage you to consider-and document the option
of arcing or burying crossing lines below the river, removal of existing lines (especially across
refuge or wildlife management lands) if no longer critical or doubling is possible on any new
line, and discussion o futire wind power development orplans. If wwd powet genération
expands in Southern Minnesotd, how will this play into the proposed 345-kV ling and the route.
selected? Our concerr is fhat wind power generation could fue] the rieed for another ling and
crossing, thas cansing cumulative impacts beyond the one line being considered at this time.

Finzlly, this input isto provide you infoimation for planning purposes and does not represent
ageney endorsement of the proposed project. It also refletts the views of refugesin. the-project
“ares.. Our Ecologieal Services office has been, and will continue to be, involved-in overall
review of the project and will hkcly offer separate feedback and corament as project. plamzmg

proceeds. Alse, thiers are sill coticerds with active eagle nests, anid interest in feviewing
constiuction methods and timing; tower aivd line design, reqmred maintenance, and other aspects
of the project that are yet unknown. We will coniinue to review and comment o plans as they
-develop to ensure minimal impact fo refuges and fish and wildtife resources.
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If you have any questions-concerning these comments, please feel free fo contact e at {(5307)
494-6218 or via e-mail at don hultman@ifws.gov.

Sincerely,

Don Huliman
Refuge Supervisor/Manager

Enclosnres

ce: Mait Cummings; EDAW, Ine.
Chuck Thompson, Dairyland Poweér
District Manzgers, La Crosse and Winoia
Trempealean NWR
Twin Cities ES Office






