State agency urges caution on wind project

Turbines serious risk to endangered wildlife
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this project presents an unacceplng risk and designing appropri_fatallty rates in Highland County,” habitat for water shrews and rock
able risk to wildlife,” Fenald ate mitigation. The data needs fothe letter states. voles does exist on-site, as long
wrote. pre- and post-construction evalu- In addition to bats, the agencyas the proposed utility line and

“We are particularly concerned ation, monitoring, and mitigation 'S also concerned about the poterstream crossings occur ywthln the
with potential significant adverse should not be dictated by projectt'f"" loss of eagles at the projectexisting cleared powerline ease-
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gered and threatened species, th@ent program. These agenciegﬂe'r use of ridges warrants thisproject,” the letter states.

high passage rates of bats angiill bear the responsibility to ap- C0ncem.” Fenald said. DGIF is concerned, however,
birds identified by the on-site ra-ply these standards consistently about the pof[entlal ad_\/erse Im-
dar study conducted in the fall offrom project to project, and to ad- Monitoring and pacts on native trout in Laurel
2005, the significant bat fatality dress concerns expressed by citi- mitigating Fork. According to HNWD’s joint

rates at other Allegheny windzens of the commonwealth re- ; LT . permit application to the Virginia
farms, and the documented use Garding protection and manage If HNWD's project is permit- yarine Resources Commission,
; gp 9€ted, says DGIF, mitigation and - o -
ridge tops by eagles,” he wrote. ment of Virginia's wildlife re- yonitoring are essential to asses-the project will include three util-
The agency said if HNWD’s sources. the d 9 d minimize h ity line crossings of Laurel Fork
state permit is approved, there are Wi?dli?em?r?ilggitig]r:mmgz 2Ln;t nd two unnamed tributaries.
several key issues that should be : ' ’ 9ENCY “These crossings are proposed to
Fatality rates for bats  recommended HNWD consult the ot My 7
addressed: the precedent estab- . : o .~ ~“be directionally drilled,” DGIF
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cern is that this construction ac-
tivity has a high potential to re-
sult in sedimentation of the
streams and adverse impacts upon
trout. Therefore, in our comments
to the VMRC, we recommended
increasing the setback of these
equipment pits to at least 50 feet
and implementation of strict ero-
sion and sediment control mea-
sures.”

The agency asked for an up-
dated construction plan with those
changes.

“To reiterate, if the SCC
chooses to license this project,”
Fenald said, “we request adher-
ence to the monitoring and miti-
gation recommendations de-
scribed in this letter and attach-
ments. In the absence of such con-
ditions, we feel this project would
pose an unacceptable risk to the
commonwealth’s wildlife re-
sources.”



