Intra-Service Section 7 Biological Evaluation Form

Originating Person: Andy Forbes
Telephone Number: 612-713-5364
Date Submitted: 3/14/22

For assistance with Section 7 reviews, go to Region 3's Section 7 Technical Assistance website:
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/section7/s7process/

L. Region: Great Lakes Region

1. Service Activity (Program) and Geographic Area or Station Name:

MidwestRegion3 Migratory Bird PermitOffice, Bloomington,Minnesota

I11. List Species (including proposed and candidate Species) or critical habitat (including proposed) found in action area:

Dakotaskipper(Hesperiadacotae)threatened
Northernlong-earedat(Myotis septentionalis)threatened
Monarchbutterfly (Danaugplexxipus);candidate

Critical Habitat:

Topekashiner(Notropistopeka);threatened

Iv. Describe Location: County, State and Township, Section & Range or other specific location information (attach map)

Lincoln County, Minnesota

Township 111N, Range 44W, Sections 1-18, 20-28, 35
Township 111N, Range 45W, Sections 1, 2, 11, 12
Township 112N, Range 44W, Sections 7-11, 13-36
Township 112N, Range 45W, Sections 11-14, 23-26, 35, 36

Approximate center point of the project is Latitude: 44.465862
Longitude: -96.177254

** Project map attached at end of document. (Figure 1)
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Description of proposed action (attach additional pages as needed):

Theproposedactionis issuancef afederaleagletakepermit(with associated¢onditions)to Red
PineWind Project,LLC, (Applicant). The Applicantis currentlyoperatinghe RedPinewind power
generatedacility (RedPine)locatedin easterriincoln County,MinnesotaWe propos€o issuea
24-yearmermit(theremaininglifespanof the project)to takeup to 63 bald eagleswith associated
conditions(detailedbelow). We havegenerated draft EnvironmentalAssessmenidEA) to analyze
theimpactof issuancef aneagletakepermitonthe humanenvironmentA moredetailed
descriptionof the Proposediction canbefoundin Section2 of the dEA we preparedor the project.

ProjectDescription:

RedPineis locatedeastof Ivanhoe Lincoln County,MinnesotaRedPinehasa capacityof 200 MW
of wind energyandconsistof 2 setsof 50 - 2-megawattvind turbineswith arotor diameterof 100
and110metergrespectively.Additional infrastructurancludesmeteorologicatowers,an
undergrouncelectricalcollectionsystema substationaccessoads,anoperationandmaintenance
facility, and700ft of 345-kilovolt overheadransmissionine. All structuresaandfacilities arebuilt
on privately-ownedandandareoperational Commerciabperatiorbegann Decembef017.

DetailedDescriptionof Proposediction:

TheApplicanthasrequeste@ 24-yeareagletakepermitfor up to 63 baldeagleqtotal) with
associatedgonditions. Issuancef this permitconstitutesa federalaction,triggeringtheintra-service
Section7 consultation.Becausehis facility is operationahndthe Serviceis notapprovingthe
ongoingoperationof thefacility, the scopeof this actionis the potentialissuancef the eagletake
permit.

As partof proposedermitconditionsthe Applicantwill implementavoidanceandminimization
measureslesignedo reducerisk to eagles. Thesemeasuresanbefoundin Section7 (Stage4 -
AvoidanceandMinimization of RiskandCompensatoriitigation) andSection9 (Adaptive
Managementpf the Applicant'sECPandSection2.1 and4.1 of our dEA. Following proposed
permitissuancesystematidatality monitoringfor eagleswill be conductedy athird-partyusingthe
studydesigndescribedn the RedPineEagleConservatiorPlan(ECP)for the purposeof
demonstratingompliancewith permittedeagletakevalues.As describedn Section8 of the ECP
andSection5 of our dEA, third-partymonitoringwould occurfor thefirst 2 yearsafterpermit
issuancaandthenatyears8, 14,and19. In all yearsof the permitterm,Operationst Maintenance
staffwill conductsystematianonitoringof turbinesyearlyon a quarterlybasis,andwill noteany
incidentalfindingsduringregularmaintenancandinspectionvisits. Biascorrectiontrials for both
3rd PartyandO&M staffwill beconductedn yearsl, 2, 8, 15,and19. The Servicewill beprovidec
with all monitoringdataasoutlinedin the permitconditions.

The Applicantwill implementa step-wiseadaptivemanagemergcheduleasdescribedn Section9
of the Applicant'sECPandTable3 of our dEA, which hasbeendesignedo ensurethe projectstays
within permitcompliancgtakeof upto 63 baldeaglesoverthe 24-yearpermitterm). Theproject
will undergocheck-insandre-evaluatiorevery5 yearsof the permitterm. If takeof baldeagleds
higherthanestimatedat theses-yearintervals,implementatiorof the adaptivemanagemerplan
couldresultin additionalmonitoring,operationabdjustmentsand/orthe conservatiorcommitments
describedn Section9 of theapplicant’'sECPandSectiord.1.1of our dEA.

The proposedermittedtakefor the projectis within the preservatiorstandardiescribedn the
Service’'s2016EaglelncidentalTake PermitRegulations.The proposedakedoesnot exceedhe
MississippiFlyway baldeaglemanagementnit thresholdor greaterthan5% of the baldeaglelocal
AreaPopulationandthereforecompensatoryoff-setting) mitigationwould not be required.



VL

Description of effects (attach additional pages as needed):
Explain the anticipated effects of the action on species and critical habitats listed in item III. Beneficial and adverse
effects, as well as actions to avoid or minimize adverse effects, should be identified.

For all speciesandcritical habitatdisted, the following provisionapplies:

If future modificationsto turbineoperationor adaptivemanagemerdareproposedaspartof theeagletake
permit,the Servicemayretaindiscretionaryinvolvementwith the Project. As aresult,reinitiation of
consultations required(50 CFR402.16(a)undercertainconditions:(1) if newinformationreveals
effectsof the projectthatmay affectlisted speciesor critical habitatin amanneror to anextentnot
previouslyconsidered(2) if the projectis subsequentlynodifiedin amannerthatcausesneffectto the
listed specier critical habitatthatwasnot consideredn thewritten concurrenceor (3) if anewspecies
is listedor critical habitatdesignatedhatmay be affectedby the project.

Thedeterminatiorof speciegpotentiallyimpactedby this actionwasmadeusingthe Service's
Informationfor PlanningandConsultatiorn(IPaC)projectplanningtool, accessedt
https://ecos.fws.gov/ipaoh Septembel 3, 2021 usingthe projectfootprint shapefilefor RedPineWind
(operational).We definethe projectfootprint the minimum-convexpolygon(MCP) thatencompassethe
wind-projectareainclusiveof the hazardousreaaroundall turbinesandany associateditility
infrastructureandroads perthe Service’sEagleConservatiorPlanGuidancg2013).

*Note thatthe projectfootprintdefinedby the stateLWECS permittingprocessasa slightly larger
acreagethis largerfootprintis on mapsin thedEA in orderto be consistentvith the statepermitting
process.A clarificationof thetwo footprintsis indicatedin Figurel.

Dakotaskipper(Hesperiadacotae)threatened
Impactto Species:

No Dakotaskippershavebeendocumentedh the projectareathoughcritical habitathasbeen
documentedh Lincoln County,approximatelyl.0 km from the Projectfootprint. Thereis no project
infrastructurewithin or adjacento the critical habitatunit (DS MN Unit 12) andthe projectfootprintas
definedby this proposedctiondoesnot overlapthis critical habitatunit. Theland coverin the Projectis
primarily cropland(71.9%),followed by herbaceoutands(10.8%)andhay/pastur€9.4%).Developed
landusesconstituteapproximatelyt.6%of the Project,andall otherland covertypesconstitutdessthan
4% of the Projectarea.Thereareapproximately75 acresof nativeprairie within the projectareaas
determinecby MN DNR in 2007.This accountdor ~0.002%of the project. A desktopanalysisvas
conductedn 2017to updatethe nativeprairieassessmentithin the projectfootprint. Impactsto native
prairiewereavoidedduring constructionandoperationahctivitiesoccuroutsideexistingor potential
nativeprairie habitat. Theseconservationrmeasureseetthe statesiting conditionsandaredetailedin the
PrairieProtectionrandManagemenPlan(DocketNumberl6-618,DocumentD 20176-132636-02A
2017interagencyconsultatiorbetweerthe Serviceandthe Army Corpsof Engineergattached)ndicated
no knownextantrecordsof DakotaSkipperswithin the projectarea. This consultatioradditionallynoted
thatwhile critical habitatfor DakotaSkipperhasbeenestablisheahearthe projectfootprint, thereis no
project-relatednfrastructureandno anticipatedmpactswithin or adjacento thecritical habitatunit.

Thereareno proposedrojectactionsor permitconditionsthatwould resultin habitatalterationthat
wouldimpactpotentialexistingDakotaSkippersor their resources.

We determinghatissuingan eagletakepermit“may affect,butis notlikely to adverselyaffect” the
Dakotaskipper.

Impactto Critical Habitat:

Thereis no DakotaSkipperCritical Habitatwithin the projectfootprint.



VI. Description of Effects (cont.)
Northernlong-earedat (Myotis septentrionalis)threatened

Potentialroostingandforaginghabitatwithin the Projectis limited dueto thelack of forest(515acresor 1% of
thetotal Projectarea). The closesidocumentedhorthernlong-earedathibernaculumis locatedin eastern
Nicollet Countyabout105 miles eastof the Project(MN DNR andService2019). Thereareno knownmaternity
roosttreesin or nearthe Projectarea.

Pre-constructiomcousticsurveyswereconductedn 2013and2015in five locationswithin the Projectareaper
the2014NorthernLong-earedat Interim ConferenceandPlanningGuidance. Mist-nettingwasconductecht
five locationsbetweenAugust9 andAugust13, 2015.Post-constructiofatality monitoringoccurred
March-NovembeR018,theseresultsareavailableonthe MN eDocketssite, (Docket#16-618DocumentD:
20193-151072-02)A secondyearof state-requiregost-constructiomatality monitoringwasdelayednitially to
logisticsandthento impactsfrom Covid-19;the secondyearof thefatality studybegann May 2021andwill
continueuntil October2021. This updatedplanis availableonthe MN eDocketssite,(Docket# 16-618,
DocumentD: 20213-171967-02)No Northernlong-earedatshavebeenreportedduringany preor post
constructiorsurveys andRedPineWind is requiredby statepermitto reportanydeador injuredfederallylisted
specieswithin 24 hoursto stateandfederalagenciesincludingthe Service Basedon theresultsof these
site-specifidbatsurveysjt appearshatnorthernlong-earedatslikely do notoccurin theprojectareaduringthe
summemonths;however this speciesould potentiallyoccurat the projectduringthe migrationseason.

Takeof northernlong-earedatsthroughinjury or fatality by collision with turbinebladesor barotraumas
possible althoughcurrentlytakeis not prohibitedperthe Sectiondd rule for this specie50 CFR817.40(0)).
However thefederalactionhereis the proposedssuancef aneagletake permit, not the operationof thewind
facility. RedPineis operationalandwould continueto operatesvenif the permitwerenotissued.The
applicationfor aneagletakepermitis voluntary,andnot requiredundera prosecutioror settlemenagreement.
Thereareno proposedermitconditionsthatwould resultin habitatalternation. Adaptivemanagemenrdspart of
eagletakepermitconditionsmayincludedaytimeturbinecurtailment. Shouldchangesn operationatonditions
beproposedispartof the eagletakepermitadaptivemanagementhe Servicewill asses# reinitationof this
Section7 consultatioris appropriateasdetailedin thefirst paragraplof SectionVI of this evaluation.

We determineghatissuinganeagletakepermit“may affect,butis notlikely to adverselyaffect"thenorthern
long-earedat.

Critical Habitatfor Topekashiner(Notropistopeka);threatened,

Critical habitatfor the Topekashiner(Notropistopeka)hasbeendesignateavithin Lincoln County(two stream
segmentsvithin the MedaryCreekComplex,andtwo streamsegmentsvithin the FlandreauCreekComplex;69
FR 44736-44770)all of which arelocatedapproximatelyl5 miles southwesbf the Projectwithin the Big Sioux
River Watershed.The projectfootprint doesnot overlapwith any of thesestreamsegmentsOperationof the
Projectandany permitconditionsarenot expectedo impactinstreamhabitatfor this species.

We determinghatissuinganeagletakepermitwill have“no effect” onthe TopekaShinercritical habitat.

Monarchbutterfly (Danausplexippus);candidateanalyzedasproposed.

The eastermopulationof the monarchbutterfly haspotentialto occurwithin the projectfootprint. While majority
of the projectconsistf cultivatedagriculturallands;thereis the possibilityfor patchyareasof milkweedand
nectarresourcesvithin the projectareato supportmonarchge.g.roadsidesditches,agriculturalfield margins,
etc.).However thereareno proposedrojectactionsor permitconditionsthatwould resultin habitatalterationto
impactpotentialexistingmonarchresourcesWe do not anticipatetheissuancef aneagletakepermit(and
associatedonditions)to appreciablychangehe existinghabitatandresourcesvailableto monarchbutterflies.

We determineghatissuingan eagletakepermitwould not jeopardizethe monarchbutterfly.



B. Determination (Select one and corresponding response if applicable)

Determination

Response request from
Ecological Services

[X] No Effect on species/critical habitat (list species/critical habitat):

Topekashiner(Notropistopeka);threatened

[C] Concurrence (optional)

[x] Not Likely to Adversely Affect species/critical habitat (list species/critical habitat):

Dakotaskipper(Hesperiadacotae)threatened
Northernlong-earedat(Myotis septentrionalis)threatened

[X] Concurrence

[C] Likely to Adversely Affect species/critical habitat (list species/critical habitat):

[C] Formal Consultation

[] Likely to Jeopardize candidate or proposed species/critical habitat
(list species/critical habitat):

[] Formal Conference

[X] Not Likely to Jeopardize candidate or proposed species/critical habitat
(list species/critical habitat):

Monarchbutterfly (Danauglexippus);candidateanalyzedasproposed

[x] Concurrence (optional
for candidate species)

AN D R EW Digitally signed by ANDREW
FORBES Egtz?fc?zzoa.m 12:55:11 -05'00' 3/25/22

Signature Date
[Supervisor at originating station]




Reviewing Ecological Services Office Evaluation (check all that apply):

A. [XIConcurrence ] Nonconcurrence
Explanation for nonconcurrence below:

B. [JFormal Consultation Required
List species or critical habitat unit below:

C. []Conference Required
List species or critical habitat unit below:

Name of Reviewing ES Office:  Minnesota-Wisconsi&kS Field Office

TAMARA SMITH Sielzmsommssaun 3125722

Signature:

Adapted by Midwest Region 3 Division of Migratory Birds, July 2021
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	Originating Person: Andy Forbes
	Telephone Number: 612-713-5364
	Date Submitted: 3/14/22
	Program/ Station Name: Midwest Region 3 Migratory Bird Permit Office, Bloomington, Minnesota
	List Species: Dakota skipper (Hesperia dacotae); threatened

Northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentionalis); threatened

Monarch butterfly (Danaus plexxipus); candidate

Critical Habitat:

Topeka shiner (Notropis topeka); threatened




	Location: Lincoln County, Minnesota
Township 111N, Range 44W, Sections 1-18, 20-28, 35
Township 111N, Range 45W, Sections 1, 2, 11, 12
Township 112N, Range 44W, Sections 7-11, 13-36
Township 112N, Range 45W, Sections 11-14, 23-26, 35, 36

Approximate center point of the project is Latitude: 44.465862
Longitude: -96.177254 

** Project map attached at end of document. (Figure 1)

	Proposed Action: The proposed action is issuance of a federal eagle take permit (with associated conditions) to Red Pine Wind Project, LLC, (Applicant).  The Applicant is currently operating the Red Pine wind power generated facility (Red Pine) located in eastern Lincoln County, Minnesota. We propose to issue a 24-year permit (the remaining lifespan of the project) to take up to 63 bald eagles with associated conditions (detailed below).  We have generated a draft Environmental Assessment (dEA) to analyze the impact of issuance of an eagle take permit on the human environment. A more detailed description of the Proposed Action can be found in Section 2 of the dEA we prepared for the project.  

Project Description: 
Red Pine is located east of Ivanhoe, Lincoln County, Minnesota. Red Pine has a capacity of 200 MW of wind energy and consists of 2 sets of 50 - 2-megawatt wind turbines with a rotor diameter of 100 and 110 meters respectively.  Additional infrastructure includes meteorological towers, an underground electrical collection system, a substation, access roads, an operations and maintenance facility, and 700ft of 345-kilovolt overhead transmission line.  All structures and facilities are built on privately-owned land and are operational. Commercial operation began in December 2017.
 
Detailed Description of Proposed Action: 
The Applicant has requested a 24-year eagle take permit for up to 63 bald eagles (total) with associated conditions.  Issuance of this permit constitutes a federal action, triggering the intra-service Section 7 consultation.  Because this facility is operational and the Service is not approving the ongoing operation of the facility, the scope of this action is the potential issuance of the eagle take permit. 
As part of proposed permit conditions, the Applicant will implement avoidance and minimization measures designed to reduce risk to eagles.  These measures can be found in Section 7 (Stage 4 - Avoidance and Minimization of Risk and Compensatory Mitigation) and Section 9 (Adaptive Management) of the Applicant’s ECP and Sections 2.1 and 4.1 of our dEA. Following proposed permit issuance, systematic fatality monitoring for eagles will be conducted by a third-party using the study design described in the Red Pine Eagle Conservation Plan (ECP) for the purpose of demonstrating compliance with permitted eagle take values. As described in Section 8 of the ECP and Section 5 of our dEA, third-party monitoring would occur for the first 2 years after permit issuance and then at years 8, 14, and 19. In all years of the permit term, Operations & Maintenance staff will conduct systematic monitoring of turbines yearly on a quarterly basis, and will note any incidental findings during regular maintenance and inspection visits.  Bias correction trials for both 3rd Party and O&M staff will be conducted in years 1, 2, 8, 15, and 19.  The Service will be provided with all monitoring data as outlined in the permit conditions.    
The Applicant will implement a step-wise adaptive management schedule, as described in Section 9 of the Applicant’s ECP and Table 3 of our dEA, which has been designed to ensure the project stays within permit compliance (take of up to 63 bald eagles over the 24-year permit term).  The project will undergo check-ins and re-evaluation every 5 years of the permit term.  If take of bald eagles is higher than estimated at these 5-year intervals, implementation of the adaptive management plan could result in additional monitoring, operational adjustments, and/or the conservation commitments described in Section 9 of the applicant’s ECP and Section 4.1.1 of our dEA.

The proposed permitted take for the project is within the preservation standard described in the Service’s 2016 Eagle Incidental Take Permit Regulations.  The proposed take does not exceed the Mississippi Flyway bald eagle management unit threshold or greater than 5% of the bald eagle Local Area Population, and therefore compensatory (off-setting) mitigation would not be required.



	Effects: For all species and critical habitats listed, the following provision applies:

If future modifications to turbine operation or adaptive management are proposed as part of the eagle take permit, the Service may retain discretionary involvement with the Project.  As a result, reinitiation of consultation is required (50 CFR 402.16(a)) under certain conditions: (1) if new information reveals effects of the project that may affect listed species or critical habitat in a manner or to an extent not previously considered; (2) if the project is subsequently modified in a manner that causes an effect to the listed species or critical habitat that was not considered in the written concurrence; or (3) if a new species is listed or critical habitat designated that may be affected by the project.

The determination of species potentially impacted by this action was made using the Service’s Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) project planning tool, accessed at https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/ on September 13, 2021 using the project footprint shapefile for Red Pine Wind (operational).  We define the project footprint the minimum‐convex polygon (MCP) that encompasses the wind‐project area inclusive of the hazardous area around all turbines and any associated utility infrastructure and roads, per the Service’s Eagle Conservation Plan Guidance (2013).

*Note that the project footprint defined by the state LWECS permitting process has a slightly larger acreage; this larger footprint is on maps in the dEA in order to be consistent with the state permitting process.  A clarification of the two footprints is indicated in Figure 1.

Dakota skipper (Hesperia dacotae); threatened

Impact to Species:

No Dakota skippers have been documented in the project area, though critical habitat has been documented in Lincoln County, approximately 1.0 km from the Project footprint.  There is no project infrastructure within or adjacent to the critical habitat unit (DS MN Unit 12) and the project footprint as defined by this proposed action does not overlap this critical habitat unit. The land cover in the Project is primarily cropland (71.9%), followed by herbaceous lands (10.8%) and hay/pasture (9.4%). Developed land uses constitute approximately 4.6% of the Project, and all other land cover types constitute less than 4% of the Project area. There are approximately 75 acres of native prairie within the project area, as determined by MN DNR in 2007. This accounts for ~0.002% of the project.  A desktop analysis was conducted in 2017 to update the native prairie assessment within the project footprint.  Impacts to native prairie were avoided during construction, and operational activities occur outside existing or potential native prairie habitat.  These conservation measures meet the state siting conditions and are detailed in the Prairie Protection and Management Plan (Docket Number 16-618, Document ID 20176-132636-02.  A 2017 interagency consultation between the Service and the Army Corps of Engineers (attached) indicated no known extant records of Dakota Skippers within the project area.  This consultation additionally noted that while critical habitat for Dakota Skipper has been established near the project footprint, there is  no project-related infrastructure and no anticipated impacts within or adjacent to the critical habitat unit.  

There are no proposed project actions or permit conditions that would result in habitat alteration that would impact potential existing Dakota Skippers or their resources.

We determine that issuing an eagle take permit "may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect” the Dakota skipper.  

Impact to Critical Habitat: 

There is no Dakota Skipper Critical Habitat within the project footprint.

  
	Effects continued: Northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis); threatened

Potential roosting and foraging habitat within the Project is limited due to the lack of forest (515 acres, or 1% of the total Project area).  The closest documented northern long-eared bat hibernaculum is located in eastern Nicollet County about 105 miles east of the Project (MN DNR and Service 2019).  There are no known maternity roost trees in or near the Project area.

Pre-construction acoustic surveys were conducted in 2013 and 2015 in five locations within the Project area per the 2014 Northern Long-eared Bat Interim Conference and Planning Guidance.   Mist-netting was conducted at five locations between August 9 and August 13, 2015. Post-construction fatality monitoring occurred March-November 2018, these results are available on the MN eDockets site, (Docket #16-618 Document ID: 20193-151072-02).  A second year of state-required post-construction fatality monitoring was delayed initially to logistics and then to impacts from Covid-19; the second year of the fatality study began in May 2021 and will continue until October 2021.  This updated plan is available on the MN eDockets site, (Docket # 16-618, Document ID: 20213-171967-02)   No Northern long-eared bats have been reported during any pre or post construction surveys, and Red Pine Wind is required by state permit to report any dead or injured federally listed species within 24 hours to state and federal agencies, including the Service. Based on the results of these site-specific bat surveys, it appears that northern long-eared bats likely do not occur in the project area during the summer months; however, this species could potentially occur at the project during the migration season.

Take of northern long-eared bats through injury or fatality by collision with turbine blades or barotrauma is possible, although currently take is not prohibited per the Section 4d rule for this species (50 CFR §17.40(o)). However, the federal action here is the proposed issuance of an eagle take permit, not the operation of the wind facility.  Red Pine is operational, and would continue to operate even if the permit were not issued. The application for an eagle take permit is voluntary, and not required under a prosecution or settlement agreement. There are no proposed permit conditions that would result in habitat alternation.  Adaptive management as part of eagle take permit conditions may include daytime turbine curtailment.  Should changes in operational conditions be proposed as part of the eagle take permit adaptive management, the Service will assess if reinitation of this Section 7 consultation is appropriate, as detailed in the first paragraph of Section VI of this evaluation. 

We determine that issuing an eagle take permit "may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect" the northern long-eared bat.  

Critical Habitat for Topeka shiner (Notropis topeka); threatened, 

Critical habitat for the Topeka shiner (Notropis topeka) has been designated within Lincoln County (two stream segments within the Medary Creek Complex, and two stream segments within the Flandreau Creek Complex; 69 FR 44736–44770), all of which are located approximately 15 miles southwest of the Project within the Big Sioux River Watershed.  The project footprint does not overlap with any of these stream segments. Operation of the Project and any permit conditions are not expected to impact instream habitat for this species.
We determine that issuing an eagle take permit will have “no effect” on the Topeka Shiner critical habitat.

Monarch butterfly (Danaus plexippus); candidate, analyzed as proposed.

The eastern population of the monarch butterfly has potential to occur within the project footprint. While majority of the project consists of cultivated agricultural lands; there is the possibility for patchy areas of milkweed and nectar resources within the project area to support monarchs (e.g. roadsides, ditches, agricultural field margins, etc.). However, there are no proposed project actions or permit conditions that would result in habitat alteration to impact potential existing monarch resources. We do not anticipate the issuance of an eagle take permit (and associated conditions) to appreciably change the existing habitat and resources available to monarch butterflies.

We determine that issuing an eagle take permit would not jeopardize the monarch butterfly.


  
	List Species/ Critical Habitat for No Effect: 
Topeka shiner (Notropis topeka); threatened

	List Species/Critical Habitat for Not Likely to Adversely Affect: 
Dakota skipper (Hesperia dacotae); threatened
Northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis); threatened



	List Species/ Critical Habitat for Likely to Adversely Affect: 
	List Species/ Critical Habitat for Likely to Jeopardize  Determination: 
	List Species/ Critical Habitat for Not Likely to Jeopardize Determination: 
Monarch butterfly (Danaus plexippus); candidate, analyzed as proposed
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