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1.0  INTRODUCTION 

Basin Electric Power Cooperative (Basin Electric) is a consumer-owned electric cooperative 
headquartered in Bismarck, North Dakota, that serves over 2.5 million customers through 120 
member rural electric systems in nine states. A number of proposals for national Renewable 
Portfolio Standards (RPS) are pending in Congress. Basin Electric recognizes the need for 
additional renewable energy capacity to service forecasted member load growth demands and 
to meet state mandated RPS. A 115 Megawatt (MW) wind project is proposed as the least-cost 
renewable resource option to satisfy future load and RPS requirements. 
 
To initiate its renewable energy portfolio, Basin Electric proposes to construct a wind-powered 
electricity generation facility of up to 115.5 megawatts (MW) nameplate rating, or 50 MW yearly 
average, in Ward County, North Dakota. The “Project Area” includes two sites being considered 
for the location of the facility: “Site A”, located approximately 15 miles south of Minot, North 
Dakota, and “Site B”, located approximately 15 miles west of Minot (Figure 1-1). At the request 
of Rural Utilities Service (RUS), the “Project Area” also includes the Edgeley site. The Edgeley 
site is located approximately 20 miles west of Ellendale, in Dickey County and McIntosh County, 
North Dakota (Figure 1-1).   (Figure 1-1). The electricity generated by the proposed 77-turbine 
facility would be delivered to an existing Western Area Power Administration (Western) power 
grid transmission line.  
 
The RUS is a Federal financing agency within the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s Rural 
Development Utilities Programs (RDUP). Its mission is to provide financing to rural 
cooperatives, corporations, and public entities, for the installation, expansion, and 
modernization of rural electric, telecommunication, and water and waste systems. The financing 
instruments it offers include direct loans, loan guarantees, and grants. Prior to making a 
financial decision about whether to loan funds, guarantee a loan, or award a grant for a 
proposed Project, the RUS is required to conduct an environmental review under the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 (42 United States Code [USC] 4332) for projects that 
it identifies as federal actions that require an environmental review in accordance with RUS 
regulations outlined in 7 CFR Part 1794. According to RUS regulations, the Proposed Project 
requires an Environmental Assessment with Scoping.  
 
Western is a federal power marketing agency with the U.S. Department of Energy. Power from 
the facility would be supplied to Basin Electric’s customers through an interconnection with the 
Integrated System, of which Western is the control area operator. Prior to issuing an 
interconnect decision, Western is required to conduct an environmental review for federal 
actions according to the NEPA (42 USC 4332). 
 
The US Fish and Wildlife Service is responsible for implementation of the Migratory Bird Treaty 
Act (16 USC 703 et seq), Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (16 USC 6680668d, 54 Stat. 
250), Executive Order 13186 “Responsibilities of Federal Agencies to Protect Migratory Birds,” 
the Endangered Species Act (16 USC 1531 e.seq), and the National Wildlife Refuge System 
Improvement Act of 1997 (Public Law 105-57).  In fulfilling its mandates under the above, US 
Fish and Wildlife Service is responsible for ensuring adequate review under the NEPA (42 USC 
4332) to support its final decisions.   
 
RUS has agreed to serve as the lead federal agency for the environmental review for Basin 
Electric’s proposed action to construct and operate a 115 MW wind generation facility in Ward 
County, North Dakota.  Western and the US Fish and Wildlife Service are participating in the 
environmental review as Cooperating Agencies. 
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Figure 1-1. Potential Alternative Project Sites in Relation to the Whooping Crane Migration Corridor 
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2.0  INTERAGENCY COORDINATION 

Given the potential need for the proposed project to interconnect with Western’s integrated 
system, RUS and Western agreed early in the process to conduct a joint NEPA review. The two 
agencies agreed that RUS would serve as the lead federal agency and that Western would 
participate as a Cooperating Agency.  During the process of scoping, the need to include the US 
Fish and Wildlife Service as a Cooperating Agency due to potential impacts to wildlife, wetlands, 
native prairies and plant species, Fish and Wildlife Service was requested to be a Cooperating 
Agency due to jurisdiction by law as owner of easements that may be impacted, and due to 
special expertise in migratory birds and threatened and endangered (T&E) species (40 CFR 
1501).   
 
Because RUS’s NEPA process also integrates consultation under Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act, the State Historic Preservation Officer was contacted.  In addition, 
prior to scoping, Basin Electric identified Indian Tribes that could be potentially affected by the 
proposed project.  These tribes were contacted by letter and provided copies of the Alternatives 
Evaluation and Site Selection Study.   
 
On March 11, 2008, in conjunction with initiation of the public scoping process for this project, 
RUS distributed notice letters to agencies, offices, and Indian Tribes.  The agencies, office 
holders, and tribes that were contacted can be found in Appendix A.  
 
Officials of state and local governments as well as state legislatures were also notified of the 
proposed project.   
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3.0  PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING 

3.1 Goals and objectives  

The purpose of Public Scoping meetings held in association with development of the 
Environmental Assessment was to answer questions and identify public concerns regarding the 
potential environmental impacts that may result from construction and operation of the wind 
facility.  Feedback from these meetings supports the agencies in determining the scope of 
environmental review for the proposed project.  Based on feedback from this meeting and other 
information it collects regarding potential environmental impacts, RUS will develop an 
Environmental Assessment (EA) for the project.  It will publish notice of the EA and make it 
available for public comment for 30 days.  Based on comments it receives on the EA, RUS will 
either prepare a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) or prepare an Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS).  RUS will notify the public of its decision. 
 
3.2 Notices 

To initiate the public scoping process for this project, the RUS published a Notice of Intent (NOI) 
to conduct public scoping meetings and prepare an Environmental Assessment on March 20, 
2008 in the Federal Register (Appendix B-1).  The notice included a public comment period of 
one-month from the public scoping meeting announced for April 2, 2008..A copy of the 
Alternative Evaluation and Site Selection Study were sent to the Minot Public Library on March 
11, 2008 requesting that it be made available for public review until May 3, 2008. The 
documents were then to be kept as reference documents in the library. 
 
Public notification for the scoping meeting appeared as a legal notice in the local Minot Daily 
News on Sunday, March 23, 2008. Separate advertisements were also run on March 23 and 
April 2, 2008 in the same newspaper.  The legal notice and copies of the advertisements can be 
found in Appendix B-2 through B-4.  
 
3.3 Welcome and Registration 

A public scoping meeting was held on April 3, 2008 at the North Central Research Extension 
Center, 5400 Highway 83 South, approximately one mile south of Minot, North Dakota from 4 to 
7 PM.  The purpose of the meeting was to facilitate information exchange and gather public 
comments regarding the proposed Project. Meeting participants were greeted at a registration 
table and requested to sign in.     
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4.0 SCOPING MEETING CONTENT 

Participants were provided a project description pamphlet and a form for submitting written 
comments. Information on the Project was provided on poster boards showing the purpose and 
need, project location map, and project description with details. Other poster boards presented 
information regarding the NEPA permitting process, other permitting requirements, and 
environmental resources to be considered. A handout with the Project information and NEPA 
process were provided to the meeting attendees. Copies of handouts provided at the meeting 
are provided in appendix C. 
 
4.1 Participation 

Approximately 70 people attended the meeting, of which 51 attendees were documented by 
signing in on a voluntary sign-in sheet. Representatives from RUS, Western, and Basin Electric 
were available to provide additional information and discuss the proposed Project with 
attendees.  
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5.0 COMMENTS  

5.1 Public Comments 

5.1.1 Written Comments 

RUS received 15 written comments from the public on the proposed project, all of which 
expressed strong support (Appendix D). Six comments mentioned the contribution the proposed 
project could make to the area’s economic development.  Nine comments expressed support for 
the project because of its potential to reduce reliance on coal-fired generation, promote green 
energy production and promote energy independence. 
 
5.2 Comments Received from Indian Tribes and State and Federal Agencies 

5.2.1 Comments Regarding Cultural and Historic Preservation 

 
5.2.1.1 The State Historical Society of North Dakota 

The State Historical Society of North Dakota noted that there is a potential for recorded and 
unrecorded properties in a variety of physiographic settings within the study area.  They 
requested a Class I Cultural Resources Inventory be prepared and reviewed by federal 
agencies and the State Historic Preservation Officer.   
 
5.2.1.2 Northern Cheyenne Tribe 

The Northern Cheyenne Tribe commented that there is a potential for areas that have traditional 
cultural properties.  In a follow up call they responded that they wish to review the cultural 
resource survey when it is completed.  
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6.0 ENVIRONMENTAL AND NATURAL RESOURCES 

6.1 The Department of the Army Corps of Engineers – Omaha District  

The Department of the Army, Corp of Engineers requested that an application for permit under 
Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act and Section 404 of the Clean Rivers Act be submitted 
if the project will affect navigable waters or if it will require dredging or filling in waters of the 
United States.   
 
6.2 The US Fish and Wildlife Service, Ecological Field Office, Bismarck, 

North Dakota  

The US Fish and Wildlife Service Ecological Field Services raised a number of concerns with 
respect to the proposed project relating to migratory birds; endangered, threatened and 
candidate species, and critical habitat; Fish and Wildlife Service property interests;  and, high 
value habitats.  The Fish and Wildlife Service’s comments are summarized below.  
 
6.2.1 Migratory Birds 

Adequate consideration for avian resources early in the site evaluation process can help to 
minimize impacts and facilitate project review.  Although current wind turbine technology and 
proper siting can help to minimize the incidence of avian deaths due to blade, aerial line, and 
tower strikes, the potential for direct mortality of some migratory birds will remain.  Wind power 
developers and Federal Action agencies, in concert with the Service, can help to ensure that 
projects proceed with as little impact to migratory birds as possible.  This can be accomplished 
by gathering information on avian resources as they relate to project siting and by implementing 
measures to minimize impacts to migratory birds from the construction and operation of the 
wind facility.  In 2003, the Fish and Wildlife Service issued Interim Guidelines to Avoid and 
Minimize Wildlife Impacts from Wind Turbines.  The guidelines include the Potential Impact 
Index (PII) for assessing wildlife impacts.  Given the magnitude of potential impacts to wildlife 
from this project, the Service recommends that RUS complete a PII analysis for the proposed 
project, including a number of alternative sites.   
 
To minimize electrocutions Fish and Wildlife Service recommends that new or updated power 
lines be constructed in accordance with guidelines for preventing raptor electrocutions, 
“Suggested Practices for Avian Protection on Power Lines: The State of the Art in 2006.” To 
increase power line visibility and reduce bird fatalities from collisions the Fish and Wildlife 
Service recommends that new power lines that run adjacent to or cross rivers or large wetlands 
be modified according to “Mitigating Bird Collisions with Power Lines.  The State of the Art in 
1994.” 
 
6.3 Federal Endangered, Threatened and Candidate Species and Critical 

Habitat 

The Fish and Wildlife Service noted that the following Federal, threatened, endangered, and 
candidate species and designated critical habitat may occur in Ward County, North Dakota. The 
Service does not believe that a determination of “no effect” is appropriate for the proposed 
project because of the presence of migrating whooping cranes and piping plover in this area.  
Potential impacts are summarized below.   
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6.3.1 Endangered Species 

6.3.1.1 Birds 

Whooping crane (Grus Americana):  Migrates through west and central counties during spring 
and fall.  Prefers to roost on wetlands and stockdams with good visibility.  Young adults 
summered in North Dakota in 1989, 1990, and 1993.  Total population 266 birds as of spring 
2008. 
 
The Aransas Wood Buffalo Population of Whooping Cranes is the only self sustaining migratory 
population of whooping cranes remaining in the wild.  They breed in the wetlands of Wood 
Buffalo National Park in Alberta and the Northwest Territories of Northern Canada and winter on 
the Texas Coast.  They generally migrate through North Dakota during their spring and fall 
migration.  Endangered whooping cranes have been documented in the vicinity of Sites A and B 
and are located in a 90 mile wide migration corridor that includes 75% of all confirmed 
Whooping Crane sitings in North Dakota.  The potential for presence of Whooping Crane and 
presence of suitable roosting and feeding habitat document the potential for the presence of 
whooping cranes at the proposed site.  There is the potential that the proposed project may 
have impacts on this species either through direct impacts such as collision with turbines, or 
through indirect impacts such as avoidance of the habitat area.   
 
6.3.1.2 Mammals 

Gray wolf (Canis lupus):  Occasional visitor in North Dakota. Most frequently observed in the 
Turtle Mountains area some 60 miles north of Site A. 
 
6.3.2 Threatened Species 

6.3.2.1 Birds 

Piping plover (Charadrius melodus): Nests on midstream sandbars of the Missouri and 
Yellowstone Rivers and along shorelines of saline wetlands.  More nest in North Dakota than 
any other state. 
 
Alkali lakes adjacent to the proposed project area are designated critical habitat for the piping 
plover which is known to use beaches of this area during breeding season.   The Service 
recommends that all construction activities avoid this critical habitat. 
 
6.3.3 Candidate Species 

6.3.3.1 Invertebrates 

Dakota skipper (Hesperia dacotae):  Found in native prairie containing a high diversity of 
wildflowers and grasses.  Habitat includes two prairie types: 1) low (wet) prairie dominated by 
bluestem grasses, wood lily, harebell, and smooth camas; 2) upland (dry) prairie on ridges and 
hillsides dominated by bluestem grasses, needlegrass, pale purple and upright coneflowers and 
blanketflower. 
 
6.4 Designated Critical Habitat 

6.4.1 Birds  

Piping Plover - Alkali Lakes and Wetlands - Critical habitat includes: (1) shallow, seasonally to 
permanently flooded, mixosaline to hypersaline wetlands with sandy to gravelly, sparsely 
vegetated beaches, salt-encrusted mud flats, and/or gravelly salt flats; (2) springs and fens 
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along edges of alkali lakes and wetlands; and (3) adjacent uplands 200 feet (61 meters) above 
the high water mark of the alkali lake or wetland. 
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7.0 Fish And Wildlife Service Property Interests 

A review of Fish and Wildlife Service realty records indicates that Fish and Wildlife Service 
property interests are located in the planning area.  The Fish and Wildlife Service recommends 
that the Audubon Wetland Management District be contacted for more specific information 
relative to Service easements and up to date realty records.  The Fish and Wildlife Service has 
a goal of reasonable accommodation for wind power development on wetland and grassland 
easements.  The Fish and Wildlife Service’s primary responsibility in protecting these 
easements is to review all proposed uses to ensure that the requests are compatible with Fish 
and Wildlife Service easement regulations and various laws and policies.  With this in mind the 
Fish and Wildlife Service will attempt to accomplish three goals in reviewing proposed projects 
with regard to their impacts to easements: 1) avoid impacts to Fish and Wildlife Service 
grassland and wetland easements in the project area as much as possible; 2) if impacts are 
unavoidable, ensure that any proposed turbine and associated infrastructure impacts on any 
Fish and Wildlife Service easement areas are kept to a minimum; and 3) investigate potential 
alternatives to eliminate or reduce impacts to easement areas to protect the integrity of the 
easement.  The Fish and Wildlife Service will not consider wind projects located on fee title 
tracts such as Waterfowl Production Areas which are known to be present in the project study 
area.  If the proposed project will have impacts on Fish and Wildlife Service administered lands 
the Fish and Wildlife Service will be required to conduct an analysis of impacts and alternatives 
under NEPA.  
 
7.1 High Value Habitat 

Seventy-five to ninety percent of North Dakota’s native grassland has been lost since the 
1800’s. Native prairie has significant natural resource values including: 
 
 Provides habitat for a number of migratory and resident grassland birds whose 

populations are declining;  

 Provides nesting habitat for millions of waterfowl; 

 Contains 200-300 plant species, which provide genetic diversity important to agriculture 
and medicine; 

 Provides habitat for thousands of insects including the Dakota skipper, a candidate 
species for listing under the Endangered Species Act, and other butterflies;  

 Crucial for soil and water conservation; 

 Provides recreational opportunities; 

 Living laboratories for scientific research.  

 
The Fish and Wildlife Service recommends avoiding construction or disturbance on native 
prairie habitat.  It also recommends avoidance of wooded draws and riparian forest.  Where 
impacts are unavoidable the following impact avoidance and minimization measures are 
recommended: 
 
 Schedule construction for late summer or fall/early winter to avoid the February 1 

through15th breeding season for waterfowl and other wildlife.  If construction does occur 
during this period the Fish and Wildlife Service recommends a qualified biologist conduct 
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field surveys of affected habitats to determine presence or absence of migratory birds.  If 
migratory birds are found construction should be halted; 

 Avoid construction in native prairie.  If native prairie is disturbed reseed with comparable 
native grass/fob seed mixture obtained from seed stock from nurseries within 250 miles 
of the project area;  

 Minimize grassland disturbance by using fewer, larger turbines, and limiting new road 
construction;  

 Use underground transmission between turbine and to primary substation;  

 Locate appurtenant facilities to avoid placement of fill in wetlands along the route;  

 Install and maintain appropriate erosion control measure to reduce sedimentation  and 
water quality degradation of wetlands and streams; and,  

 Replace unavoidable wetland losses with functionally equivalent wetlands 

 
7.2 Research, Monitoring, and Assessment 

The Fish and Wildlife Service encourages collision monitoring studies to determine the effect of 
site selection, turbine design, layout of wind plants, wind plant operation, habitat alteration, and 
change in available perching and nesting on avian mortality.  The Fish and Wildlife Service 
recommends studies be designed in accordance with “Studying Wind Energy/Bird Interactions: 
A guidance Document. Metrics and methods for determining or monitoring potential impacts on 
birds at existing and proposed wind energy sites” (National Wind Coordinating Committee).     
 
7.2.1 North Dakota Fish and Game Department 

The North Dakota Fish and Game Department is concerned that the proposed project has the 
potential for disturbance to native prairie from construction of turbines, access roads, and 
transmission lines.  It requests that work with the native prairies be avoided to the extent 
possible and the development of the US Fish and Wildlife Service Wind Turbine Siting Guidance 
to reduce these impacts.  It also recommends avoidance of siting and construction of turbines in 
wetlands. For wetlands areas that cannot be avoided, it recommends above ground 
appurtenances not be placed in wetlands and that no alteration be made to existing drainage 
patterns.  The North Dakota Fish and Game Department requested that they be kept informed 
as the project progresses and that GPS locations for each of the wind turbines be provided to 
them as each individual site has been established.   
 
7.2.2 North Dakota Parks and Recreation 

The North Dakota Parks and Recreation Department commented that it has identified the 
following species of concern within a one-mail radius of the project area: 
 
 Needle and Thread Mixed Grass Prairie 

 Western Porcupine Grass Hillside 

 Bullish Freshwater Marsh 

 Southern Watermark 

 Saline Wetland 

 Piping Plover 
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The project has the potential for habitat disturbance and recommends that in reclaiming affected 
areas that they be revegetated with species native to the project area.  The proposed project 
also has the potential to threaten nesting and feeding patterns of migratory birds and bats in the 
area.  It recommends that all efforts be made to avoid impacts to wildlife species and their 
habitats, and to identify and assess adverse impacts to wildlife pre and post construction avian 
and bat monitoring studies.   
 
7.2.3 North Dakota Department of Health 

The North Dakota Department of Health commented that possible environmental health impacts 
from the proposed project will be minor and can be controlled by proper construction measures 
including: 
 

1. Minimization of fugitive dusts; 

2. Minimization of noise by ensuring that construction equipment has a muffler in good 
working order.  Construction activities should not be conducted during early morning 
or late evening. 

 
7.3 Infrastructure 

7.3.1 North Dakota Department of Transportation 

The proposed project will have no adverse impacts on the North Dakota Department of 
Transportation. However, if the project requires highway right of way, then appropriate permits 
and risk management documentation will need to be obtained. 
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8.0 CONCLUSION 

Regarding Environmental Scoping and Scope of the Environmental Assessment, the focus of 
comments received on the proposed project fell into two broad categories:  1) strong support 
from the local community for the project because of its potential contribution to the region’s 
economic development and because of its development of renewable energy sources; and, 2) 
concerns about the potential natural resource impacts, particularly to avian wildlife and high 
value habitat. The proposed project is located within a migration corridor containing 75% of all 
confirmed whooping crane sightings in North Dakota.  Furthermore, the proposed project is 
within close proximity to alkali lakes which are designated critical habitat for the endangered 
piping plover.  There is concern that wind turbines can pose risk to migratory bird species, as 
well as bats.  The proposed project could also have impacts on native prairie and sensitive 
wetland areas.  The scope of the Environmental Assessment for the Prairie Winds North Dakota 
115 MW wind generation facility will focus in-depth on these and other natural resource issues. 
 
The RUS NEPA process integrates consideration of environmental concerns as well as the 
following laws and executive orders in its environmental reports.   
 

1. Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 USC 1531 et seq.); 

2. The National Historic Preservation Act (16 USC 470 et seq.); 

3. Farmland Protection Policy Act (7 USC 4201 et seq.); 

4. E.O. 11593, Protection and Enhancement of the Cultural Environment (3 CFR, 1971 
Comp., p. 154); 

5. E.O. 11514, Protection and Enhancement of Environmental Quality (3 CFR, 1970 
Comp., p. 104); 

6. E.O. 11988, Floodplain Management (3 CFR, 1977 Comp., p. 117); 

7. E.O. 11990, Protection of Wetlands (3 CFR, 1977 Comp., p. 121); and 

8. E.O. 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority 

9. Populations and Low-Income Populations (3 CFR, 1994 Comp., pg. 859). 

10. Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16 USC 703 et seq.) 

11. Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (16 USC 668-668d, 54 Stat. 250) 

12. Executive Order 13186 “Responsibilities of Federal Agencies to Protect Migratory Birds” 

 
In integrating consideration of the above through its NEPA process, the issues listed in Table 1 
below will be addressed in the scope of the Environmental Assessment.  
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Environmental Scope of RUS Environmental Assessments 

1.  Land Use 

1.1  General Land Use 

1.2  Important Farmland, Prime Forest Land, Prime Rangeland 

1.3 Formally Classified Lands 

2.  Floodplains 

3.  Wetlands 

4.  Cultural Resources 

5.  Threatened and Endangered Species 

6.  Fish and Wildlife Resources 

6.1 Migratory Birds 

6.2 Bald Eagles 

7.  Vegetation 

8.  Coastal Areas 

9.  Air Quality 

10.  Water Quality 

11.  Aesthetics 

12.  Transportation 

13.  Noise 

14.  Human Health and Safety 

15.  Socioeconomic  and Community Resources 

15.1 Environmental Justice 
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PrairieWinds – ND 1 Project EA Notification List  
 
Federal Agencies 
 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services 
Mr. Jeff Towner, Field Supervisor 
North Dakota Field Office 
3425 Miriam Avenue 
Bismarck, ND   58501-7926 
 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Dan Cimarosti, State Program Manager 
1513 S. 12th Street 
Bismarck, ND 58504   
 
Federal Emergency Management Agency 
Mr. Bob Cox 
Regional Environmental Officer 
Department of Homeland Security 
P.O. Box 25267 
Denver, CO  80225-0267 
 
Federal Aviation Administration 
Christopher R. Blum 
Regional Administrator 
Great Lakes Region 
O’Hare Lake Office Center 
2300 East Devon Avenue 
Des Plaines, IL 60018 
 

Mr. Ronny Hartel 
Federal Highway Administration 
1471 Interstate Loop  
Bismarck, ND  58503-0567 
 
Environmental Protection Agency, Region 8 
Mr. Larry Svoboda 
Director, NEPA Program – 8EPR-N Mail 
Code 
Office of Ecosystem Protection and 
Remediation 
999 18th Street, Suite 300 
Denver, CO  80202-2466 
 
Natural Resource Conservation Service 
J. L. Flores 
State Conservationist 
220 East Rosser Avenue 
Federal Building, Room 270 
Bismarck, ND  58501 
 
Farm Service Agency 
Gary Nelson 
State Executive Director 
1025 28th St. S 
Fargo, ND 58103-2372 

 
North Dakota Congressional Delegation 
 
The Honorable Earl Pomeroy 
Room 328, Federal Building 
220 East Rosser Avenue 
Bismarck, ND  58501 
 
The Honorable Byron Dorgan 
312 Federal Building 
P.O. Box 2579 
Bismarck, ND  58502 
 
The Honorable Kent Conrad 
U.S. Federal Building, Room 228 
220 East Rosser Avenue 
Bismarck, ND  58501 



 

  

State Agencies 
 
North Dakota Department of Agriculture 
Mr. Roger Johnson, Commissioner 
600 E. Boulevard Ave., Dept 602 
Bismarck, ND  58505-0020 
 
North Dakota Forest Service 
Commissioner 
Molberg Center 
307 First Street East 
Bottineau, ND 58318 
 
North Dakota Game and Fish Department 
Mr. Terry Steinwand, Director 
100 N. Bismarck Expressway  
Bismarck, ND  58501-5095 
 
North Dakota State Historical Society 
Mr. Merl Paaverud, ND SHPO 
612 East Boulevard Avenue 
Bismarck, ND  58505-0830 
 
North Dakota Parks and Recreation 
Jesse Hanson, Division Director 
1600 E. Century Avenue, Suite 3 
Bismarck, ND 58503 
 
North Dakota Indian Affairs Commission 
Ms. Cheryl Kulas, Executive Director 
600 East Boulevard Avenue 
1st Floor Judicial Wing, Room #117 
Bismarck, ND  58505 
 
North Dakota State Land Department 
Director 
1707 North 9th Street 
P.O. Box 5523 
Bismarck, ND  58506-5523 
 
North Dakota Department of Transportation 
Mr. Francis G. Ziegler, Director 
608 East Boulevard Avenue 
Bismarck, ND  58505 
 
North Dakota Department of Commerce 
Mr. Paul Govig, Director 
Division of Community Services 
Century Center 
1600 East Century Avenue, Suite 2 
Bismarck, ND  58503 

North Dakota Public Service Commission 
Ms. Susan E. Wefald, President 
Public Service Commission 
600 E. Boulevard, Dept. 408 
Bismarck, ND  58505-0480 
 
North Dakota Transmission Authority 
Sandi Tabor, Acting Director 
State Capitol, 14th Floor 
600 E. Boulevard Ave., Dept. 405 
Bismarck, ND  58505-0840 
 
North Dakota Department of Health 
L. David Glatt, PE, Chief  
Environmental Health Section  
918 East Divide Avenue 
Bismarck, ND 58501-1947 
 
North Dakota State Legislature 
Senator John M. Warner, District 4 
33200 331st Ave SW 
Ryder, ND  58779-9105 
 
Senator David O’Connell, District 6 
2624 CR 30 
Lansford, ND  58750-9737 
 
Representative Dawn Marie Charging, 
District 4 
7276 14th Street NW #16 
Garrison, ND  58540-9610 
 
Representative Kenton Onstad, District 4 
3515 66th Avenue NW 
Parshall, ND  58770-9468 
 
Representative Glen Froseth, District 6 
Box 894 
Kenmare, ND  58746-0894 
 
Representative Bob Hunskor, District 6 
Box 1 
Newburg, ND  58762-0001  
 



 

 

County 
 
Don Siebert, Director of Tax Equalization 
Tax Equalization Office 
P.O. Box 5005 
Minot, ND 58702 
 
Ward County, North Dakota 
County Commissioners 
Darlene Watne, Chair 
Carrol W. Erickson, John Fjeldahl, Jim Lee, 
Jerome Gruenberg 
County Courthouse 
315 3rd Street SE 
Minot, ND  58701 
 
Organizations 
 
Executive Director 
Ducks Unlimited 
3502 Franklin Avenue 
Bismarck, ND  58501 
 
Executive Director 
Nature Preserves Program 
North Dakota Parks and Recreation 
Department 
1835 Bismarck Expressway 
Bismarck, ND  58504 
 
Executive Director 
The Nature Conservancy 
P.O. Box 1156 
Bismarck, ND  58502-1156 
 
Sierra Club, Dacotah Chapter 
Executive Director 
311 E. Thayer Ave., Suite 113 
Bismarck, ND 58501 
 



 

 

Tribes 
Mr. Ivan Posey, Chairman  
Shoshone Business Council 
P.O. Box 538 
Fort Washakie, WY 82514 
 
Arlen Shoyo 
Shoshone Business Council 
P.O. Box 538 
Fort Washakie, WY 82514. 
 
Ms. Reba Tehran 
Shoshone Cultural Office 
P.O. Box 1008 
Fort Washakie, WY 82514 
 
Mr. Richard Brannan, Chairman 
Arapaho Business Council 
P.O. Box 396 
Fort Washakie, WY 82514 
 
Ms. JoAnn White 
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer 
Northern Arapaho Tribe 
P.O. Box 1056 
Fort Washakie, WY  82514 
Mr. Eugene Littlecoyote, President 
Northern Cheyenne Tribal Council 
P.O. Box 128 
Lame Deer, MT 59043 
 
Mr. Conrad Fisher 
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer 
P.O. Box 128 
Lame Dear, MT 59043 
 
Mr. Steven Brady 
Traditional Spokesperson 
P.O. Box 542 
Lame Deer, MT 59043 
 
Ms. Cecelia Firethunder, President 
Oglala Sioux Tribal Council 
P.O. Box H 
Pine Ridge, SD 57770 
 
Mr. Rodney Bordeaux President 
Rosebud Sioux Tribal Council 
P.O. Box 430 
Rosebud, SD 57570 

 
Mr. Russell Eagle Bear, THPO  
Rosebud Sioux Tribe of Indians  
P.O. Box 809  
Rosebud, SD   57570  
 
Mr. Herold Frazier, Chairman 
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribal Council 
P.O. Box 590 
Eagle Butte, SD 57625 
 
Albert Lebeau 
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer 
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe 
P.O. Box 590 
Eagle Butte, SD 57625 
 
Mr. Ron His-Horse-is-Thunder, Chairman 
Standing Rock Sioux Tribal Council 
P.O. Box D 
Fort Yates, ND 58538 
 
Mr. Tim Mentz 
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer 
P.O. Box D 
Fort Yates, ND 58538 
 
Marcus D. Wells, Chairman 
Three Affiliated Tribes Business Council 
404 Frontage Road 
New Town, ND 58763 
Mr. Carl Venne, Chairman 
Crow Tribal Council 
P.O. Box 159 
Crow Agency, MT 59022 
 
Mr. Darrin Old Coyote 
Cultural Director 
Crow Tribal Administration 
P.O. Box 159 
Crow Agency, MT 59022 
 
Mr. John Morales, Chairman 
Ft. Peck Tribes 
P.O. Box 836 
Poplar, MT  59255 
 
Mr. Curley Youpee, THPO 
Ft. Peck Tribes 
P.O. Box 836 
Poplar, MT  5925 













 

  



 

  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APPENDIX B-1 
MARCH 20, 2008 FEDERAL REGISTER NOTICE 



 

  







 

  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APPENDIX B-2 
MARCH 23, 2008 LEGAL NOTICE 

MINOT DAILY NEWS 



 

  

 
 





 

  



 

  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APPENDIX B-3 
MARCH 23, 2008 ADVERTISEMENT 

MINOT DAILY NEWS 



 

  

 





 

  



 

  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APPENDIX B-4 
APRIL 2, 2008 ADVERTISEMENT 

MINOT DAILY NEWS 



 

  

 





 

  



 

  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APPENDIX C 
PUBLIC MEETING HANDOUTS 



 

  







 

  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APPENDIX D 
WRITTEN COMMENTS 



 

  

 



 

  

COMMENT LETTERS FOR PRAIRIEWINDS - ND 1 PROJECT 

Stephan Podrygula, April 8, 2008 
Curt Zimbelman, April 8, 2008 
Kim Kabanuck, April 14, 2008 
Orlin Larson, April 21, 2008 
Jim Lee, April 23, 2008 
Rose Meronuck, April 24, 2008  
Don Haugeberg, April 30, 2008 
Jim Montgomery 
Cindy Shattructe 
Jeff McElwain 
Robert Horne 
Bruce Carlson  
Robert Gasmann  
David Waind 
Richard Gasmann 



 

  


















































