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From: Berglund, Jeff
To: Baker, Tim
Cc: Jodi Bush
Subject: Draft Tall Structures Stepdown Clarification Language
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2015 4:11:13 PM
Attachments: FWS Suggested Tall Structures Sequence.docx


Hi Tim.  Attached please find our suggested revisions to the preliminary draft
stepdown tall structure siting process.  For convenience and reference, we included
our original 2013 suggestions, followed by the preliminary approach that you
recently forwarded, followed by our current suggested revisions.  Our current
revisions suggest replacing two of the paragraphs in the approach that you
forwarded (indicated in Track Changes).  Just call with questions, and thanks again
for the opportunity to weigh in.


Jeff 


-- 
Jeff Berglund
Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Montana Field Office
585 Shepard Way, Suite 1
Helena, MT  59601
(406) 449-5225, ext. 206
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Original FWS-Recommended Language (12/9/13 comment letter):


Where placement of power lines and communication towers in core areas is demonstrated to be unavoidable:


1) power lines and communication towers should be located a minimum of 4 miles from active leks (per the original draft version of the Strategy); if not possible then


2) overhead power lines within 4 miles of active leks should be buried (if technically feasible); if not feasible then


3) power lines and communication towers should be consolidated / co-located with existing features outside of the 1 mile base active lek NSO (for power lines, resulting in a cumulative corridor width < 200 meters and with anti-collision measures / perch inhibitors installed); if not possible then 


4) power lines and communication towers should be located in non-GSG habitat as far as possible from leks and outside of the 1 mile general active lek NSO, provided it is clearly demonstrated that the development would not result in indirect impacts such as habitat fragmentation or avoidance of nesting habitat.





Latest Preliminary Draft Language forwarded by Tim Baker to FWS (1st paragraph only):


when placement is demonstrated to be unavoidable:


If economically feasible, power lines within 4 miles of active leks should be buried and communication towers should be located a minimum of 4 miles from active leks. If not, then power lines and communication towers should be consolidated or co-located with existing rights of way, such as roads or power lines, at least 0.6 miles from the perimeter of occupied sage grouse leks. If this is not possible the power lines and communication towers should be located as far as economically feasible from leks and outside of the 0.6 mile active lek buffer.


[bookmark: _GoBack]


FWS-Recommended Revised Language 5/21/15:


when placement is demonstrated to be unavoidable:


If economically feasible, power lines within 4 miles of active leks should be buried and communication towers should be located a minimum of 4 miles from active leks. If not, then power lines and communication towers should be consolidated or co-located with existing rights of way, such as roads or power lines, at least 0.6 miles from the perimeter of occupied sage grouse leks. If this is not possible the power lines and communication towers should be located as far as economically feasible from leks and outside of the 0.6 mile active lek buffer.





Where placement of power lines and communication towers in core areas is demonstrated to be unavoidable, the following placement hierarchy shall be followed unless, based on best available science and site-specific conditions, it is demonstrated that an alternate approach offers the same or greater level of protection to GSG and its habitat.   Compensatory mitigation shall be required as necessary to offset impacts to GSG and their habitat anticipated to result from placement of these facilities.	Comment by Berglund, Jeff: Consistent with COT Report	Comment by Berglund, Jeff: Consistent with BLM approach	Comment by Berglund, Jeff: Consistent with COT Report


1) Where technically and economically feasible, necessary overhead power lines and communication towers shall be located a minimum of 4 miles from active leks (or underground power lines buried outside the standard NSO lek buffer, avoiding GSG habitat as possible).  If #1 demonstrated to be infeasible, then:	Comment by Berglund, Jeff: Based on MT nesting data, and approaches upper end of interpreted buffer range (5 mi) for tall structures from 2014 USGS buffer report	Comment by Berglund, Jeff: Consistent with COT Report


2) Where technically and economically feasible, necessary overhead power lines and communication towers shall be located a minimum of 2 miles from active leks.  If #s 1 and 2 demonstrated to be infeasible, then:	Comment by Berglund, Jeff: Consistent with lower end of interpreted buffer range for tall structures from 2014 USGS buffer report 


3) Necessary overhead power lines and communication towers to be installed within 2 miles of active leks should be consolidated / co-located with existing rights-of-way, such as roads, power lines, or tower clusters, outside of the standard NSO lek buffer.  For power lines, this should generally result in a cumulative corridor width < 200 meters; appropriate Avian Power Line Interaction Committee (APLIC)-recommended avian anti-collision measures / perch inhibitors shall be installed, considering the potential for icing, etc.  Communication towers should be constructed to preclude the need for guy wires; where guy wires are necessary, they shall be fitted with anti-collision devices.    If #s 1, 2, and 3 demonstrated to be infeasible, then: 	Comment by Berglund, Jeff: Consistent with COT Report	Comment by Berglund, Jeff: Consistent with COT Report	Comment by Berglund, Jeff: Consistent with COT Report


4) Necessary overhead power lines and communication towers shall be located in non-GSG habitat to the maximum extent feasible, as far as possible from leks and outside of the standard NSO lek buffer, using topographic and other screening from leks where feasible.  Power lines shall have APLIC-recommended avian anti-collision measures / perch inhibitors installed, considering the potential for icing, etc.  Communication towers should be constructed to preclude the need for guy wires; where guy wires are necessary, they shall be fitted with anti-collision devices.  	Comment by Berglund, Jeff: Consistent with COT Report	Comment by Berglund, Jeff: Consistent with COT Report





If siting of overhead power lines is necessary within 2.0 miles of important breeding, brood-rearing, and winter habitat, follow the most current version of the Avian Power Line Interaction Committee guidelines to minimize collision potential and raptor perch sites or bury a portion of the line. 





Follow USFWS Best Management Practices for tall structures when erecting new communication towers. 





Anti-collision measures should be installed within 0.6 mile of the perimeter of known sage grouse concentration areas such as leks and winter ranges, where icing conditions are unlikely to occur. If effective perch preventers are identified, they should be installed within 0.6 mile of known concentration areas. 





Burying existing overhead lines that have been identified as contributing to a decline in sage grouse populations will be considered as a mitigation option. 





Electric utilities, including electric cooperatives, are working with the Avian Power Line Interaction Committee (APLIC), which includes federal agencies and state wildlife agencies to develop a set of Best Management Practices (BMPs) to guide construction, operation, and maintenance activities in sage grouse habitats. When this document is finalized and approved for use, it should be incorporated in this Conservation Strategy.  




