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United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Minnesota-Wisconsin Ecological Services Field Office
3815 American Blvd East
Bloomington, MN 55425-1659
Phone: (952) 858-0793

In Reply Refer To: 12/19/2024 13:45:23 UTC
Project code: 2024-0122727
Project Name: New Ulm Municipal Airport Crosswind Runway

Subject: Consistency letter for 'New Ulm Municipal Airport Crosswind Runway' for specified
threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed project location
consistent with the Minnesota-Wisconsin Endangered Species Determination Key
(Minnesota-Wisconsin DKey).

Dear Cole Kiernan:

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) received on December 19, 2024 your effect
determination(s) for the 'New Ulm Municipal Airport Crosswind Runway' (Action) using the
Minnesota-Wisconsin DKey within the Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC)
system. You have submitted this key to satisfy requirements under Section 7(a)(2). The Service
developed this system in accordance of with the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA) (87 Stat.
884, as amended; 16 U.S.C 1531 et seq.).

Based on your answers and the assistance of the Service’s Minnesota-Wisconsin DKey, you
made the following effect determination(s) for the proposed Action:

Species Listing Status Determination

Monarch Butterfly (Danaus plexippus) Proposed No effect
Threatened

Salamander Mussel (Simpsonaias ambigua) Proposed No effect
Endangered

Tricolored Bat (Perimyotis subflavus) Proposed No effect
Endangered

Determination Information

Thank you for informing the Service of your “No Effect” determination(s). Your agency has met
consultation requirements and no further consultation is required for the species you determined
will not be affected by the Action.

Additional Information



Project code: 2024-0122727 IPaC Record Locator: 375-147113283 12/19/2024 13:45:23 UTC

Sufficient project details: Please provide sufficient project details on your project homepage in
IPaC (Define Project, Project Description) to support your conclusions. Failure to disclose
important aspects of your project that would influence the outcome of your effects
determinations may negate your determinations and invalidate this letter. If you have site-specific
information that leads you to believe a different determination is more appropriate for your
project than what the Dkey concludes, you can and should proceed based on the best available
information.

Future project changes: The Service recommends that you contact the Minnesota-Wisconsin
Ecological Services Field Office or re-evaluate the project in IPaC if: 1) the scope or location of
the proposed Action is changed; 2) new information reveals that the action may affect listed
species or designated critical habitat in a manner or to an extent not previously considered; 3) the
Action is modified in a manner that causes effects to listed species or designated critical habitat;
or 4) a new species is listed or critical habitat designated. If any of the above conditions occurs,
additional consultation with the Service should take place before project changes are final or
resources committed.

For non-Federal representatives: Please note that when a project requires consultation under
section 7 of the Act, the Service must consult directly with the Federal action agency unless that
agency formally designates a non-Federal representative (50 CFR 402.08). Non-Federal
representatives may prepare analyses or conduct informal consultations; however, the ultimate
responsibility for section 7 compliance under the Act remains with the Federal agency. Please
include the Federal action agency in additional correspondence regarding this project.

Species-specific information
Bald and Golden Eagles: Bald eagles, golden eagles, and their nests are protected under the

Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (54 Stat. 250, as amended, 16 U.S.C. 668a-d) (Eagle Act).
The Eagle Act prohibits, except when authorized by an Eagle Act permit, the “taking™ of bald
and golden eagles and defines “take” as “pursue, shoot, shoot at, poison, wound, kill, capture,
trap, collect, molest or disturb.” The Eagle Act’s implementing regulations define disturb as “...
to agitate or bother a bald or golden eagle to a degree that causes, or is likely to cause, based on
the best scientific information available, (1) injury to an eagle, (2) a decrease in its productivity,
by substantially interfering with normal breeding, feeding, or sheltering behavior, or (3) nest
abandonment, by substantially interfering with normal breeding, feeding, or sheltering behavior.”

The following species and/or critical habitats may also occur in your project area and are not
covered by this conclusion:

» Northern Long-eared Bat Myotis septentrionalis Endangered
» Western Regal Fritillary Argynnis idalia occidentalis Proposed Threatened

Coordination with the Service is not complete if additional coordination is advised above
for any species.
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Action Description
You provided to IPaC the following name and description for the subject Action.

1. Name
New Ulm Municipal Airport Crosswind Runway
2. Description

The following description was provided for the project 'New Ulm Municipal Airport Crosswind
Runway":

The project proposes to relocate and expand the turf crosswind runway

The approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https://
www.google.com/maps/@44.317154,-94.50034888267922,14z

S=Hiphway-14%=

punty Road 12

DKey Version Publish Date: 04/30/2024 3of7


https://www.google.com/maps/@44.317154,-94.50034888267922,14z
https://www.google.com/maps/@44.317154,-94.50034888267922,14z

Project code: 2024-0122727 IPaC Record Locator: 375-147113283 12/19/2024 13:45:23 UTC

QUALIFICATION INTERVIEW

1. This determination key is intended to assist the user in evaluating the effects of their
actions on Federally listed species in Minnesota and Wisconsin. It does not cover other
prohibited activities under the Endangered Species Act (e.g., for wildlife: import/export,
Interstate or foreign commerce, possession of illegally taken wildlife, etc.; for plants:
import/export, reduce to possession, malicious destruction on Federal lands, commercial
sale, etc.) or other statutes. Additionally, this key DOES NOT cover wind development,
purposeful take (e.g., for research or surveys), communication towers that have guy wires
or are over 450 feet in height, aerial or other large-scale application of any chemical (such
as insecticide or herbicide), and approval of long-term permits or plans (e.g., FERC
licenses, HCP's).

Click YES to acknowledge that you must consider other prohibitions of the ESA or other
statutes outside of this determination key.

Yes

2. Is the action being funded, authorized, or carried out by a Federal agency?
Yes

3. Are you the Federal agency or designated non-federal representative?
No

4. Does the action involve the installation or operation of wind turbines?
No

5. Does the action involve purposeful take of a listed animal?
No

6. Does the action involve a new communications tower?
No

7. Does the activity involve aerial or other large-scale application of ANY chemical,
including pesticides (insecticide, herbicide, fungicide, rodenticide, etc)?

No

8. Will your action permanently affect local hydrology?
No

9. Will your action temporarily affect local hydrology?
No

10. Will your project have any direct impacts to a stream or river (e.g., Horizontal Directional
Drilling (HDD), hydrostatic testing, stream/road crossings, new stormwater outfall
discharge, dams, other in-stream work, etc.)?

No
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Does your project have the potential to impact the riparian zone or indirectly impact a
stream/river (e.g., cut and fill; horizontal directional drilling; construction; vegetation
removal; pesticide or fertilizer application; discharge; runoff of sediment or pollutants;
increase in erosion, etc.)?

Note: Consider all potential effects of the action, including those that may happen later in time and outside and

downstream of the immediate area involved in the action.

Endangered Species Act regulation defines "effects of the action" to include all consequences to listed species or
critical habitat that are caused by the proposed action, including the consequences of other activities that are
caused by the proposed action. A consequence is caused by the proposed action if it would not occur but for the
proposed action and it is reasonably certain to occur. Effects of the action may occur later in time and may

include consequences occurring outside the immediate area involved in the action. (50 CFR 402.02).
No

Will your action disturb the ground or existing vegetation?

Note: This includes any off-road vehicle access, soil compaction (enough to collapse a rodent burrow), digging,
seismic survey, directional drilling, heavy equipment, grading, trenching, placement of fill, pesticide application
(herbicide, fungicide), vegetation management (including removal or maintenance using equipment or prescribed

fire), cultivation, development, etc.

Yes

Will your action include spraying insecticides?
No

Does your action area occur entirely within an already developed area?

Note: Already developed areas are already paved, covered by existing structures, manicured lawns, industrial
sites, or cultivated cropland, AND do not contain trees that could be roosting habitat. Be aware that listed species
may occur in areas with natural, or semi-natural, vegetation immediately adjacent to existing utilities (e.g.
roadways, railways) or within utility rights-of-way such as overhead transmission line corridors, and can utilize
suitable trees, bridges, or culverts for roosting even in urban dominated landscapes (so these are not considered

"already developed areas" for the purposes of this question). If unsure, select NO..
No

[Semantic] Does the project intersect the Salamander mussel AOI?

Automatically answered

Yes

[Hidden Semantic] Does the action area intersect the monarch butterfly species list area?

Automatically answered

Yes
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17.

18.

19.

Under the ESA, monarchs remain warranted but precluded by listing actions of higher
priority. The monarch is a candidate for listing at this time. The Endangered Species Act
does not establish protections or consultation requirements for candidate species. Some
Federal and State agencies may have policy requirements to consider candidate species in
planning. We encourage implementing measures that will remove or reduce threats to these
species and possibly make listing unnecessary.

If your project will have no effect on monarch butterflies (for example, if your project
won't affect their habitat or individuals), then you can make a "no effect" determination for
this project.

Are you making a "no effect”" determination for monarch?
Yes

[Hidden semantic] Does the action intersect the Tricolored bat species list area?

Automatically answered

Yes

The tricolored bat was proposed for listing as endangered on September 13, 2022. During
winter, tricolored bats hibernate in caves, abandoned mines, and abandoned tunnels
ranging from small to large in size. During spring, summer and fall months, they roost
primarily among leaf clusters of live or recently dead deciduous/hardwood trees.

What effect determination do you want to make for the tricolored bat (Only make a "may
affect”" determination if you think the project is likely to jeopardize the continued existence
of the species)?

1. "No effect"
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IPAC USER CONTACT INFORMATION

Agency: New Ulm city

Name: Cole Kiernan

Address: 6737 W Washington St Ste 3440
City: West Allis

State: WI

Zip: 53214

Email cole.kiernan@meadhunt.com
Phone: 4149354275

LEAD AGENCY CONTACT INFORMATION
Lead Agency: New Ulm city
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United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Minnesota-Wisconsin Ecological Services Field Office
3815 American Blvd East
Bloomington, MN 55425-1659
Phone: (952) 858-0793

In Reply Refer To: 12/19/2024 15:39:30 UTC
Project code: 2025-0033809
Project Name: New Ulm Crosswind Runway Project

Federal Nexus: yes
Federal Action Agency (if applicable): New Ulm city

Subject: Technical assistance for New Ulm Crosswind Runway Project’

Dear Cole Kiernan:

This letter records your determination using the Information for Planning and Consultation
(IPaC) system provided to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) on December 19, 2024,
for 'New Ulm Crosswind Runway Project' (here forward, Project). This project has been assigned
Project Code 2025-0033809 and all future correspondence should clearly reference this number.
Please carefully review this letter. Your Endangered Species Act (Act) requirements may
not be complete.

Ensuring Accurate Determinations When Using IPaC

The Service developed the IPaC system and associated species’ determination keys in accordance
with the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA; 87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et
seq.) and based on a standing analysis. All information submitted by the Project proponent into
[PaC must accurately represent the full scope and details of the Project.

Failure to accurately represent or implement the Project as detailed in IPaC or the Northern
Long-eared Bat and Tricolored Bat Range-wide Determination Key (Dkey), invalidates this
letter. Answers to certain questions in the DKey commit the project proponent to
implementation of conservation measures that must be followed for the ESA determination to
remain valid. Note that conservation measures for northern long-eared bat and tricolored bat
may differ. If both bat species are present in the action area and the key suggests more
conservative measures for one of the species for your project, the Project may need to apply
the most conservative measures in order to avoid adverse effects. If unsure which conservation
measures should be applied, please contact the appropriate Ecological Services Field Office

Determination for the Northern Long-Eared Bat and Tricolored Bat
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Based upon your [PaC submission and a standing analysis completed by the Service, your project
has reached the following effect determination(s):

Species Listing Status Determination

Northern Long-eared Bat (Myotis septentrionalis) Endangered NLAA

Tricolored Bat (Perimyotis subflavus) Proposed NLAA
Endangered

Federal agencies must consult with U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service under section 7(a)(2) of the
Endangered Species Act (ESA) when an action may dffect a listed species. Tricolored bat is
proposed for listing as endangered under the ESA, but not yet listed. For actions that may affect a
proposed species, agencies cannot consult, but they can confer under the authority of section 7(a)
(4) of the ESA. Such conferences can follow the procedures for a consultation and be adopted as
such if and when the proposed species is listed. Should the tricolored bat be listed, agencies must
review projects that are not yet complete, or projects with ongoing effects within the tricolored
bat range that previously received a NE or NLAA determination from the key to confirm that the
determination is still accurate.

Other Species and Critical Habitat that May be Present in the Action Area

The IPaC-assisted determination key for the northern long-eared bat and tricolored bat does not
apply to the following ESA-protected species and/or critical habitat that also may occur in your
Action area:

* Monarch Butterfly Danaus plexippus Proposed Threatened
» Salamander Mussel Simpsonaias ambigua Proposed Endangered
= Western Regal Fritillary Argynnis idalia occidentalis Proposed Threatened

You may coordinate with our Office to determine whether the Action may cause prohibited take
of the animal species listed above. Note that if a new species is listed that may be affected by the
identified action before it is complete, additional review is recommended to ensure compliance
with the Endangered Species Act.

Next Steps

Consultation with the Service is necessary. The project has a federal nexus (e.g., Federal funds,
permit, etc.), but you are not the federal action agency or its designated (in writing) non-federal
representative. Therefore, the ESA consultation status is incomplete and no project activities
should occur until consultation between the Service and the Federal action agency (or designated
non-federal representative), is completed.

As the federal agency or designated non-federal representative deems appropriate, they should
submit their determination of effects to the Service by doing the following.

1. Log into IPaC using an agency email account and click on My Projects, click "Search by
record locator” to find this Project using 177-154466596. (Alternatively, the originator of
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the project in IPaC can add the agency representative to the project by using the Add
Member button on the project home page.)

2. Review the answers to the Northern Long-eared Bat and Tricolored Bat Range-wide
Determination Key to ensure that they are accurate.

3. Click on Review/ Finalize to convert the ‘not likely to adversely affect’ technical
assistance letter to a concurrence letter. Download the concurrence letter for your files if
needed.

If no changes occur with the Project or there are no updates on listed species, no further
consultation/coordination for this project is required for the northern long-eared bat. However,
the Service recommends that project proponents re-evaluate the Project in IPaC if: 1) the scope,
timing, duration, or location of the Project changes (includes any project changes or
amendments); 2) new information reveals the Project may impact (positively or negatively)
federally listed species or designated critical habitat; or 3) a new species is listed, or critical
habitat designated. If any of the above conditions occurs, additional coordination with the
Service should take place before project implements any changes which are final or commits
additional resources.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or need further assistance, please contact the
Minnesota-Wisconsin Ecological Services Field Office and reference Project Code
2025-0033809 associated with this Project.
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Action Description
You provided to IPaC the following name and description for the subject Action.

1. Name

New Ulm Crosswind Runway Project

2. Description

The following description was provided for the project 'New Ulm Crosswind Runway Project':
The project proposes to relocate and expand the turf crosswind runway.

The approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https://
www.google.com/maps/@44.3177819,-94.50567031510252,14z7
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DETERMINATION KEY RESULT

Based on the answers provided, the proposed Action is consistent with a determination of “may
affect, but not likely to adversely affect” for a least one species covered by this determination
key.

QUALIFICATION INTERVIEW

1. Does the proposed project include, or is it reasonably certain to cause, intentional take of
listed bats or any other listed species?

Note: Intentional take is defined as take that is the intended result of a project. Intentional take could refer to
research, direct species management, surveys, and/or studies that include intentional handling/encountering,
harassment, collection, or capturing of any individual of a federally listed threatened, endangered or proposed
species?

No

2. Is the action area wholly within Zone 2 of the year-round active area for northern long-
eared bat and/or tricolored bat?
Automatically answered
No

3. Does the action area intersect Zone 1 of the year-round active area for northern long-eared
bat and/or tricolored bat?
Automatically answered

No

4. Does any component of the action involve leasing, construction or operation of wind
turbines? Answer 'yes' if the activities considered are conducted with the intention of
gathering survey information to inform the leasing, construction, or operation of wind
turbines.

Note: For federal actions, answer ‘yes’ if the construction or operation of wind power facilities is either (1) part

of the federal action or (2) would not occur but for a federal agency action (federal permit, funding, etc.).
No

5. Is the proposed action authorized, permitted, licensed, funded, or being carried out by a
Federal agency in whole or in part?

Yes

6. Is the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Federal Railroad Administration (FRA),
or Federal Transit Administration (FTA) funding or authorizing the proposed action, in
whole or in part?

No
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7.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Are you an employee of the federal action agency or have you been officially designated in
writing by the agency as its designated non-federal representative for the purposes of
Endangered Species Act Section 7 informal consultation per 50 CFR § 402.08?

Note: This key may be used for federal actions and for non-federal actions to facilitate section 7 consultation and
to help determine whether an incidental take permit may be needed, respectively. This question is for information

purposes only.
No

Is the lead federal action agency the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) or Federal
Communications Commission (FCC)? Is the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) or
Federal Communications Commission (FCC) funding or authorizing the proposed action,
in whole or in part?

No
Is the lead federal action agency the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC)?
No

[Semantic] Is the action area located within 0.5 miles of a known bat hibernaculum?

Note: The map queried for this question contains proprietary information and cannot be displayed. If you need

additional information, please contact your State wildlife agency.

Automatically answered

No

Does the action area contain any winter roosts or caves (or associated sinkholes, fissures,
or other karst features), mines, rocky outcroppings, or tunnels that could provide habitat
for hibernating bats?

No

Does the action area contain (1) talus or (2) anthropogenic or naturally formed rock
shelters or crevices in rocky outcrops, rock faces or cliffs?

No

Will the action cause effects to a bridge?

Note: Covered bridges should be considered as bridges in this question.

No

Will the action result in effects to a culvert or tunnel at any time of year?
Yes

Does the culvert or tunnel equal or exceed 23 feet (7.0 meters) in length?
Yes

Do the interior dimensions of the culvert or tunnel equal or exceed 3.0 feet (0.9 meters)
in height (minimum height for tricolored bat)?

No
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17. Are trees present within 1000 feet of the action area?

Note: If there are trees within the action area that are of a sufficient size to be potential roosts for bats answer
"Yes". If unsure, additional information defining suitable summer habitat for the northern long-eared bat and
tricolored bat can be found in Appendix A of the USFWS’ Range-wide Indiana Bat and Northern long-eared bat
Survey Guidelines at: https://www.fws.gov/media/range-wide-indiana-bat-and-northern-long-eared-bat-survey-
guidelines.

Yes

18. Does the action include the intentional exclusion of bats from a building or structure?

Note: Exclusion is conducted to deny bats’ entry or reentry into a building. To be effective and to avoid harming
bats, it should be done according to established standards. If your action includes bat exclusion and you are
unsure whether northern long-eared bats or tricolored bats are present, answer “Yes.” Answer “No” if there are no
signs of bat use in the building/structure. If unsure, contact your local Ecological Services Field Office to help
assess whether northern long-eared bats or tricolored bats may be present. Contact a Nuisance Wildlife Control
Operator (NWCO) for help in how to exclude bats from a structure safely without causing harm to the bats (to
find a NWCO certified in bat standards, search the Internet using the search term “National Wildlife Control
Operators Association bats”). Also see the White-Nose Syndrome Response Team's guide for bat control in
structures.

No

19. Does the action involve removal, modification, or maintenance of a human-made structure
(barn, house, or other building) known or suspected to contain roosting bats?
No

20. Will the action cause construction of one or more new roads open to the public?

For federal actions, answer ‘yes’ when the construction or operation of these facilities is
either (1) part of the federal action or (2) would not occur but for an action taken by a
federal agency (federal permit, funding, etc.).

No

21. Will the action include or cause any construction or other activity that is reasonably certain
to increase average daily traffic permanently or temporarily on one or more existing roads?

Note: For federal actions, answer ‘yes’ when the construction or operation of these facilities is either (1) part of
the federal action or (2) would not occur but for an action taken by a federal agency (federal permit, funding,
etc.). .

No

DKey Version Publish Date: 11/07/2024 7 of 14


https://www.fws.gov/media/range-wide-indiana-bat-and-northern-long-eared-bat-survey-guidelines
https://www.fws.gov/media/range-wide-indiana-bat-and-northern-long-eared-bat-survey-guidelines

Project code: 2025-0033809 IPaC Record Locator; 177-154466596 12/19/2024 15:39:30 UTC

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

Will the action include or cause any construction or other activity that is reasonably certain
to increase the number of travel lanes on an existing thoroughfare?

For federal actions, answer ‘yes’ when the construction or operation of these facilities is
either (1) part of the federal action or (2) would not occur but for an action taken by a
federal agency (federal permit, funding, etc.).

No

Will the proposed Action involve the creation of a new water-borne contaminant source
(e.g., leachate pond, pits containing chemicals that are not NSF/ANSI 60 compliant)?

Note: For information regarding NSF/ANSI 60 please visit https://www.nsf.org/knowledge-library/nsf-ansi-
standard-60-drinking-water-treatment-chemicals-health-effects
No

Will the proposed action involve the creation of a new point source discharge from a
facility other than a water treatment plant or storm water system?

No
Will the action include drilling or blasting?
No

Will the action involve military training (e.g., smoke operations, obscurant operations,
exploding munitions, artillery fire, range use, helicopter or fixed wing aircraft use)?

No

Will the proposed action involve the use of herbicides or other pesticides other than
herbicides (e.g., fungicides, insecticides, or rodenticides)?

No

Will the action include or cause activities that are reasonably certain to cause chronic or
intense nighttime noise (above current levels of ambient noise in the area) in suitable
summer habitat for the northern long-eared bat or tricolored bat during the active season?

Chronic noise is noise that is continuous or occurs repeatedly again and again for a long
time. Sources of chronic or intense noise that could cause adverse effects to bats may
include, but are not limited to: road traffic; trains; aircraft; industrial activities; gas
compressor stations; loud music; crowds; oil and gas extraction; construction; and mining.

Note: Additional information defining suitable summer habitat for the northern long-eared bat and tricolored bat
can be found in Appendix A of the USFWS’ Range-wide Indiana Bat and Northern long-eared bat Survey
Guidelines at: https://www.fws.gov/media/range-wide-indiana-bat-and-northern-long-eared-bat-survey-
guidelines.

No
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29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

Does the action include, or is it reasonably certain to cause, the use of permanent or
temporary artificial lighting within 1000 feet of suitable northern long-eared bat or
tricolored bat roosting habitat?

Note: Additional information defining suitable summer habitat for the northern long-eared bat and tricolored bat
can be found in Appendix A of the USFWS’ Range-wide Indiana Bat and Northern long-eared bat Survey
Guidelines at: https://www.fws.gov/media/range-wide-indiana-bat-and-northern-long-eared-bat-survey-
guidelines.

No

Will the action include tree cutting or other means of knocking down or bringing down
trees, tree topping, or tree trimming?

Yes

Will the proposed action occur exclusively in an already established and currently
maintained utility right-of-way?

No

Does the action include emergency cutting or trimming of hazard trees in order to remove
an imminent threat to human safety or property? See hazard tree note at the bottom of the
key for text that will be added to response letters

Note: A "hazard tree" is a tree that is an immediate threat to lives, public health and safety, or improved property.
No
Does the project intersect with the 0- 9.9% forest density category?

Automatically answered

No
Does the project intersect with the 10.0- 19.9% forest density category map?

Automatically answered

Yes
Does the project intersect with the 20.0- 29.9% forest density category map?

Automatically answered

Yes
Does the project intersect with the 30.0- 100% forest density category map?

Automatically answered

No

Will the action cause trees to be cut, knocked down, or otherwise brought down across an
area greater than 5 acres in total extent?

No
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38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

Will the proposed action result in the use of prescribed fire?

Note: If the prescribed fire action includes other activities than application of fire (e.g., tree cutting, fire line
preparation) please consider impacts from those activities within the previous representative questions in the key.

This set of questions only considers impacts from flame and smoke.
No

Does the action area intersect the northern long-eared bat species list area?

Automatically answered

Yes

[Semantic] Is the action area located within 0.25 miles of a culvert that is known to be
occupied by northern long-eared or tricolored bats?

Automatically answered

No

[Semantic] Is the action area located within 150 feet of a documented northern long-eared
bat roost site?

Note: The map queried for this question contains proprietary information and cannot be displayed. If you need
additional information, please contact your State wildlife agency.

Automatically answered

No

Is suitable summer habitat for the northern long-eared bat present within 1000 feet of
project activities?
If unsure, answer "Yes."

Note: Additional information defining suitable summer habitat for the northern long-eared bat and tricolored bat
can be found in Appendix A of the USFWS’ Range-wide Indiana Bat and Northern long-eared bat Survey
Guidelines at: https://www.fws.gov/media/range-wide-indiana-bat-and-northern-long-eared-bat-survey-
guidelines.

Yes

Has a presence/probable absence summer bat survey targeting the northern long-eared bat
following the Service’s Range-wide Indiana Bat and Northern Long-Eared Bat Survey
Guidelines been conducted within the project area?

No

Are any of the trees proposed for cutting or other means of knocking down, bringing
down, topping, or trimming suitable for northern long-eared bat roosting (i.e., live trees
and/or snags >3 inches dbh that have exfoliating bark, cracks, crevices, and/or cavities)?

Note: Additional information defining suitable summer habitat for the northern long-eared bat and tricolored bat
can be found in Appendlx A of the USFWS’ Range-wide Indiana Bat and Northern long-eared bat Survey

guidelines.
Yes
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45. WIill any tree cutting/trimming or other knocking or bringing down of trees occur during
the Summer Occupancy season for northern long-eared bats in the action area?

Note: Bat activity periods for your state can be found in Appendix L of the Service's Range-wide Indiana Bat and

Northern long-eared Bat Survey Guidelines.
No

46. Does the action area intersect the tricolored bat species list area?

Automatically answered

Yes

47. [Semantic] Is the action area located within 0.25 miles of a culvert that is known to be
occupied by northern long-eared or tricolored bats?

Note: The map queried for this question contains proprietary information and cannot be displayed. If you need
additional information, please contact your State wildlife agency.

Automatically answered

No

48. Has a presence/probable absence bat survey targeting the tricolored bat and following the
Service’s Range-wide Indiana Bat and Northern L.ong-Eared Bat Survey Guidelines been
conducted within the project area?

No

49. Is suitable summer habitat for the tricolored bat present within 1000 feet of project
activities?
(If unsure, answer ""Yes."")

Note: If there are trees within the action area that may provide potential roosts for tricolored bats (e.g., clusters of
leaves in live and dead deciduous trees, Spanish moss (Tillandsia usneoides), clusters of dead pine needles of

large live pines) answer ""Yes."" For a complete definition of suitable summer habitat for the tricolored bat,
please see Appendix A in the Service's Range-wide Indiana Bat and Northern long-eared Bat Survey Guidelines.
Yes

50. Do any of the trees proposed for cutting or other means of knocking down, bringing down,
topping, or trimming provide potential roosts for tricolored bats (e.g., clusters of leaves in
live and dead deciduous trees, Spanish moss (Tillandsia usneoides), clusters of dead pine
needles of large live pine trees)?

Note: Additional information defining suitable summer habitat for the northern long-eared bat and tricolored bat
can be found in Appendix A of the USFWS’ Range-wide Indiana Bat and Northern long-eared bat Survey
Guidelines at: https://www.fws.gov/media/range-wide-indiana-bat-and-northern-long-eared-bat-survey-
guidelines.

Yes
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51. Will any tree cutting/trimming or other knocking or bringing down of trees be conducted
during the Pup Season for tricolored bat?
Note: Bat activity periods for your state can be found in Appendix L of the Service's Range-wide Indiana Bat and

Northern long-eared Bat Survey Guidelines.
No

52. Do you have any documents that you want to include with this submission?
No
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PROJECT QUESTIONNAIRE

Enter the extent of the action area (in acres) from which trees will be removed - round up
to the nearest tenth of an acre. For this question, include the entire area where tree removal
will take place, even if some live or dead trees will be left standing.

0.6
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IPAC USER CONTACT INFORMATION

Agency: Bloomington city

Name: Cole Kiernan

Address: 6737 W Washington St Ste 3440
City: West Allis

State: WI

Zip: 53214

Email cole.kiernan@meadhunt.com
Phone: 4149354275

LEAD AGENCY CONTACT INFORMATION
Lead Agency: New Ulm city
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United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Minnesota-Wisconsin Ecological Services Field Office
3815 American Blvd East
Bloomington, MN 55425-1659
Phone: (952) 858-0793

In Reply Refer To: 12/19/2024 15:16:34 UTC
Project Code: 2025-0033809
Project Name: New Ulm Crosswind Runway Project

Subject: List of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed project
location or may be affected by your proposed project

To Whom It May Concern:

This response has been generated by the Information, Planning, and Conservation (IPaC) system to provide
information on natural resources that could be affected by your project. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(Service) provides this response under the authority of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C.
1531-1543), the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 668-668d), the Migratory Bird Treaty Act
(16 U.S.C. 703-712), and the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.).

Threatened and Endangered Species

The enclosed species list identifies threatened, endangered, proposed and candidate species, as well as
proposed and final designated critical habitat, that may occur within the boundary of your proposed project and
may be affected by your proposed project. The species list fulfills the requirement for obtaining a Technical
Assistance Letter from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service under section 7(c) of the Endangered Species Act
(Act) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).

New information based on updated surveys, changes in the abundance and distribution of species, changed
habitat conditions, or other factors could change this list. Note that under 50 CFR 402.12(e) of the regulations
implementing section 7 of the Act, the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 days. The
Service recommends that verification be completed by visiting the IPaC website at regular intervals during
project planning and implementation for updates to species lists and information. An updated list may be
requested through the IPaC system by completing the same process used to receive the enclosed list.

Consultation Technical Assistance

Please refer to refer to our Section 7 website for guidance and technical assistance, including step-by-step
instructions for making effects determinations for each species that might be present and for specific guidance
on the following types of projects: projects in developed areas, HUD, CDBG, EDA, USDA Rural
Development projects, pipelines, buried utilities, telecommunications, and requests for a Conditional Letter of
Map Revision (CLOMR) from FEMA.



https://www.fws.gov/service/section-7-consultations
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We recommend running the project (if it qualifies) through our Minnesota-Wisconsin Federal Endangered
Species Determination Key (Minnesota-Wisconsin ("D-key")). A demonstration video showing how-to
access and use the determination key is available. Please note that the Minnesota-Wisconsin D-key is the third
option of 3 available d-keys. D-keys are tools to help Federal agencies and other project proponents determine
if their proposed action has the potential to adversely affect federally listed species and designated critical
habitat. The Minnesota-Wisconsin D-key includes a structured set of questions that assists a project proponent
in determining whether a proposed project qualifies for a certain predetermined consultation outcome for all
federally listed species found in Minnesota and Wisconsin (except for the northern long-eared bat- see below),
which includes determinations of “no effect” or “may affect, not likely to adversely affect." In each case, the
Service has compiled and analyzed the best available information on the species’ biology and the impacts of

certain activities to support these determinations.

If your completed d-key output letter shows a "No Effect" (NE) determination for all listed species, print your
[PaC output letter for your files to document your compliance with the Endangered Species Act.

For Federal projects with a “Not Likely to Adversely Affect” (NLAA) determination, our concurrence becomes
valid if you do not hear otherwise from us after a 30-day review period, as indicated in your letter.

If your d-key output letter indicates additional coordination with the Minnesota-Wisconsin Ecological Services
Field Office is necessary (i.e., you get a “May Affect” determination), you will be provided additional
guidance on contacting the Service to continue ESA coordination outside of the key; ESA compliance cannot
be concluded using the key for “May Affect” determinations unless otherwise indicated in your output letter.

Note: Once you obtain your official species list, you are not required to continue in IPaC with d-keys,

although in most cases these tools should expedite your review. If you choose to make an effects
determination on your own, you may do so. If the project is a Federal Action, you may want to review our

section 7 step-by-step instructions before making your determinations.

Using the IPaC Official Species List to Make No Effect and May Affect Determinations for Listed
Species

1. If IPaC returns a result of “There are no listed species found within the vicinity of the project,” then
project proponents can conclude the proposed activities will have no effect on any federally listed
species under Service jurisdiction. Concurrence from the Service is not required for no
effect determinations. No further consultation or coordination is required. Attach this letter to the dated
IPaC species list report for your records.

2. If TPaC returns one or more federally listed, proposed, or candidate species as potentially present in the
action area of the proposed project — other than bats (see below) — then project proponents must
determine if proposed activities will have no effect on or may affect those species. For assistance in
determining if suitable habitat for listed, candidate, or proposed species occurs within your project area
or if species may be affected by project activities, you can obtain Life History Information for Listed
and Candidate Species on our office website. If no impacts will occur to a species on the IPaC species
list (e.g., there is no habitat present in the project area), the appropriate determination is no effect. No
further consultation or coordination is required. Attach this letter to the dated IPaC species list report for

your records.
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3. Should you determine that project activities may affect any federally listed, please contact our office
for further coordination. Letters with requests for consultation or correspondence about your project
should include the Consultation Tracking Number in the header. Electronic submission is preferred.

Northern Long-Eared Bats
Northern long-eared bats occur throughout Minnesota and Wisconsin and the information below may help in
determining if your project may affect these species.

Suitable summer habitat for northern long-eared bats consists of a wide variety of forested/wooded habitats
where they roost, forage, and travel and may also include some adjacent and interspersed non-forested habitats
such as emergent wetlands and adjacent edges of agricultural fields, old fields and pastures. This includes
forests and woodlots containing potential roosts (i.e., live trees and/or snags >3 inches dbh for northern long-
eared bat that have exfoliating bark, cracks, crevices, and/or hollows), as well as linear features such as
fencerows, riparian forests, and other wooded corridors. These wooded areas may be dense or loose aggregates
of trees with variable amounts of canopy closure. Individual trees may be considered suitable habitat when
they exhibit the characteristics of a potential roost tree and are located within 1,000 feet (305 meters) of
forested/wooded habitat. Northern long-eared bats have also been observed roosting in human-made structures,
such as buildings, barns, bridges, and bat houses; therefore, these structures should also be considered potential
summer habitat and evaluated for use by bats. If your project will impact caves or mines or will involve
clearing forest or woodland habitat containing suitable roosting habitat, northern long-eared bats could be
affected. For bat activity dates, please review Appendix L in the Range-wide Indiana Bat and Northern L.ong-
Eared Bat Survey Guidelines.

Examples of unsuitable habitat include:
= Individual trees that are greater than 1,000 feet from forested or wooded areas,

= Trees found in highly developed urban areas (e.g., street trees, downtown areas),
= A pure stand of less than 3-inch dbh trees that are not mixed with larger trees, and

= A monoculture stand of shrubby vegetation with no potential roost trees.

If IPaC returns a result that northern long-eared bats are potentially present in the action area of the proposed
project, project proponents can conclude the proposed activities may affect this species IF one or more of the
following activities are proposed:

= Clearing or disturbing suitable roosting habitat, as defined above, at any time of year,

= Any activity in or near the entrance to a cave or mine,
= Mining, deep excavation, or underground work within 0.25 miles of a cave or mine,
= Construction of one or more wind turbines, or

= Demolition or reconstruction of human-made structures that are known to be used by bats based on
observations of roosting bats, bats emerging at dusk, or guano deposits or stains.

If none of the above activities are proposed, project proponents can conclude the proposed activities will
have no effect on the northern long-eared bat. Concurrence from the Service is not required for No
Effect determinations. No further consultation or coordination is required. Attach this letter to the dated IPaC
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species list report for your records.

If any of the above activities are proposed, and the northern long-eared bat appears on the user’s species list,
the federal project user will be directed to either the northern long-eared bat and tricolored bat range-wide D-
key or the Federal Highways Administration, Federal Railways Administration, and Federal Transit
Administration Indiana bat/Northern long-eared bat D-key, depending on the type of project and federal
agency involvement. Similar to the Minnesota-Wisconsin D-key, these d-keys helps to determine if prohibited
take might occur and, if not, will generate an automated verification letter. Additional information about
available tools can be found on the Service’s northern long-eared bat website.

Whooping Crane

Whooping crane is designated as a non-essential experimental population in Wisconsin and consultation under
Section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species Act is only required if project activities will occur within a National
Wildlife Refuge or National Park. If project activities are proposed on lands outside of a National Wildlife
Refuge or National Park, then you are not required to consult. For additional information on this designation

and consultation requirements, please review “Establishment of a Nonessential Experimental Population of
Whooping Cranes in the Eastern United States.”

Other Trust Resources and Activities

Bald and Golden Eagles - Although the bald eagle has been removed from the endangered species list, this
species and the golden eagle are protected by the Bald and Golden Eagle Act and the Migratory Bird Treaty
Act. It is the responsibility of the project proponent to survey the area for any migratory bird nests. If there is
an eagle nest on-site while work is on-going, eagles may be disturbed. We recommend avoiding and
minimizing disturbance to eagles whenever practicable. If you cannot avoid eagle disturbance, you may seek a
permit. A nest take permit is always required for removal, relocation, or obstruction of an eagle nest. For
communication and wind energy projects, please refer to additional guidelines below.

Migratory Birds - The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) prohibits the taking, killing, possession,
transportation, and importation of migratory birds, their eggs, parts, and nests, except when specifically
authorized by the Service. The Service has the responsibility under the MBTA to proactively prevent the
mortality of migratory birds whenever possible and we encourage implementation of recommendations that
minimize potential impacts to migratory birds. Such measures include clearing forested habitat outside the
nesting season (generally March 1 to August 31) or conducting nest surveys prior to clearing to avoid injury to

eggs or nestlings.

Communication Towers - Construction of new communications towers (including radio, television, cellular,
and microwave) creates a potentially significant impact on migratory birds, especially some 350 species of
night-migrating birds. However, the Service has developed voluntary guidelines for minimizing impacts.

Transmission Lines - Migratory birds, especially large species with long wingspans, heavy bodies, and poor
maneuverability can also collide with power lines. In addition, mortality can occur when birds, particularly
hawks, eagles, kites, falcons, and owls, attempt to perch on uninsulated or unguarded power poles. To
minimize these risks, please refer to guidelines developed by the Avian Power Line Interaction Committee and
the Service. Implementation of these measures is especially important along sections of lines adjacent to
wetlands or other areas that support large numbers of raptors and migratory birds.
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Wind Energy - To minimize impacts to migratory birds and bats, wind energy projects should follow the
Service’s Wind Energy Guidelines. In addition, please refer to the Service's Eagle Conservation Plan Guidance,

which provides guidance for conserving bald and golden eagles in the course of siting, constructing, and
operating wind energy facilities.

State Department of Natural Resources Coordination

While it is not required for your Federal section 7 consultation, please note that additional state endangered or
threatened species may also have the potential to be impacted. Please contact the Minnesota or Wisconsin
Department of Natural Resources for information on state listed species that may be present in your
proposed project area.

Minnesota

Minnesota Department of Natural Resources - Endangered Resources Review Homepage
Email: Review.NHIS @state.mn.us

Wisconsin
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources - Endangered Resources Review Homepage
Email: DNRERReview@wi.gov

We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. Please feel free to contact our office with
questions or for additional information.

Attachment(s):

= Official Species List

USFWS National Wildlife Refuges and Fish Hatcheries
Bald & Golden Eagles

Migratory Birds

Wetlands

OFFICIAL SPECIES LIST

This list is provided pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and fulfills the
requirement for Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary of the Interior information whether
any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of a proposed
action".

This species list is provided by:

Minnesota-Wisconsin Ecological Services Field Office
3815 American Blvd East

Bloomington, MN 55425-1659

(952) 858-0793
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PROJECT SUMMARY

Project Code: 2025-0033809

Project Name: New Ulm Crosswind Runway Project
Project Type: Airport - Maintenance/Modification

Project Description: The project proposes to relocate and expand the turf crosswind runway
Project Location:
The approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https://
www.google.com/maps/@44.3177819,-94.50567031510252,14z7

Counties: Brown County, Minnesota
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ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT SPECIES

There is a total of 5 threatened, endangered, or candidate species on this species list.

Species on this list should be considered in an effects analysis for your project and could include
species that exist in another geographic area. For example, certain fish may appear on the species
list because a project could affect downstream species.

IPaC does not display listed species or critical habitats under the sole jurisdiction of NOAA
Fisheries!, as USFWS does not have the authority to speak on behalf of NOAA and the
Department of Commerce.

See the "Critical habitats" section below for those critical habitats that lie wholly or partially
within your project area under this office's jurisdiction. Please contact the designated FWS office
if you have questions.

1. NOAA Fisheries, also known as the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), is an
office of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration within the Department of
Commerce.
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MAMMALS
NAME

Northern Long-eared Bat Myotis septentrionalis
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9045

Tricolored Bat Perimyotis subflavus
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/10515

CLAMS
NAME

Salamander Mussel Simpsonaias ambigua
There is proposed critical habitat for this species. Your location does not overlap the critical
habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6208

INSECTS
NAME

Monarch Butterfly Danaus plexippus
There is proposed critical habitat for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9743

Western Regal Fritillary Argynnis idalia occidentalis
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/12017

CRITICAL HABITATS

12/19/2024 15:16:34 UTC

STATUS
Endangered

Proposed
Endangered

STATUS

Proposed
Endangered

STATUS

Proposed
Threatened

Proposed
Threatened

THERE ARE NO CRITICAL HABITATS WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA UNDER THIS OFFICE'S

JURISDICTION.

YOU ARE STILL REQUIRED TO DETERMINE IF YOUR PROJECT(S) MAY HAVE EFFECTS ON ALL

ABOVE LISTED SPECIES.

USFWS NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE LANDS

AND FISH HATCHERIES

Any activity proposed on lands managed by the National Wildlife Refuge system must undergo a
'Compatibility Determination' conducted by the Refuge. Please contact the individual Refuges to

discuss any questions or concerns.

THERE ARE NO REFUGE LANDS OR FISH HATCHERIES WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA.
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BALD & GOLDEN EAGLES

Bald and golden eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act! and the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act?.

Any person or organization who plans or conducts activities that may result in impacts to bald or
golden eagles, or their habitats®, should follow appropriate regulations and consider
implementing appropriate conservation measures, as described in the links below. Specifically,
please review the "Supplemental Information on Migratory Birds and Eagles".

1. The Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act of 1940.
2. The Migratory Birds Treaty Act of 1918.
3. 50 C.F.R. Sec. 10.12 and 16 U.S.C. Sec. 668(a)

There are likely bald eagles present in your project area. For additional information on bald
eagles, refer to Bald Eagle Nesting and Sensitivity to Human Activity

For guidance on when to schedule activities or implement avoidance and minimization measures
to reduce impacts to migratory birds on your list, see the PROBABILITY OF PRESENCE
SUMMARY below to see when these birds are most likely to be present and breeding in your
project area.

NAME BREEDING SEASON
Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus Breeds Dec 1 to
This is not a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) in this area, but warrants attention Aug 31

because of the Eagle Act or for potential susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain
types of development or activities.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1626

PROBABILITY OF PRESENCE SUMMARY

The graphs below provide our best understanding of when birds of concern are most likely to be
present in your project area. This information can be used to tailor and schedule your project
activities to avoid or minimize impacts to birds. Please make sure you read "Supplemental
Information on Migratory Birds and Eagles", specifically the FAQ section titled "Proper
Interpretation and Use of Your Migratory Bird Report" before using or attempting to interpret
this report.

Probability of Presence ()

Green bars; the bird's relative probability of presence in the 10km grid cell(s) your project
overlaps during that week of the year.

Breeding Season ( )
Yellow bars; liberal estimate of the timeframe inside which the bird breeds across its entire
range.
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Survey Effort (/)
Vertical black lines; the number of surveys performed for that species in the 10km grid cell(s)

your project area overlaps.

No Data (-)
A week is marked as having no data if there were no survey events for that week.

probability of presence breeding season |survey effort — no data
SPECIES JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC
Bald Eagl
Non-BCC. B R | || Ry e ) R
Vulnerable

Additional information can be found using the following links:

» Fagle Management https://www.fws.gov/program/eagle-management

* Measures for avoiding and minimizing impacts to birds https://www.fws.gov/library/

collections/avoiding-and-minimizing-incidental-take-migratory-birds
= Nationwide conservation measures for birds https:/www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/
documents/nationwide-standard-conservation-measures.pdf

» Supplemental Information for Migratory Birds and Eagles in IPaC https://www.fws.gov/

media/supplemental-information-migratory-birds-and-bald-and-golden-eagles-may-occur-
project-action

MIGRATORY BIRDS

Certain birds are protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act' and the Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act?.

Any person or organization who plans or conducts activities that may result in impacts to
migratory birds, eagles, and their habitats® should follow appropriate regulations and consider
implementing appropriate conservation measures, as described in the links below. Specifically,
please review the "Supplemental Information on Migratory Birds and Eagles".

1. The Migratory Birds Treaty Act of 1918.
2. The Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act of 1940.
3. 50 C.F.R. Sec. 10.12 and 16 U.S.C. Sec. 668(a)
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For guidance on when to schedule activities or implement avoidance and minimization measures
to reduce impacts to migratory birds on your list, see the PROBABILITY OF PRESENCE
SUMMARY below to see when these birds are most likely to be present and breeding in your

project area.

NAME

Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus
This is not a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) in this area, but warrants attention
because of the Eagle Act or for potential susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain types
of development or activities.

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1626

Black Tern Chlidonias niger surinamenisis
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3093

Black-billed Cuckoo Coccyzus erythropthalmus
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9399

Bobolink Dolichonyx oryzivorus
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA
and Alaska.

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9454

Chimney Swift Chaetura pelagica
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA
and Alaska.

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9406

Franklin's Gull Leucophaeus pipixcan
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/10567

Golden-winged Warbler Vermivora chrysoptera
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8745

Grasshopper Sparrow Ammodramus savannarum perpallidus
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular Bird Conservation Regions
(BCRs) in the continental USA

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8329

Henslow's Sparrow Centronyx henslowii
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA
and Alaska.

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3941

BREEDING
SEASON

Breeds Dec 1 to
Aug 31

Breeds May 15
to Aug 20

Breeds May 15
to Oct 10

Breeds May 20
to Jul 31

Breeds Mar 15
to Aug 25

Breeds May 1
to Jul 31

Breeds May 1
to Jul 20

Breeds Jun 1 to
Aug 20

Breeds May 1
to Aug 31
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BREEDING
NAME SEASON
Hudsonian Godwit Limosa haemastica Breeds

This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA  e]lsewhere
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9482

Lesser Yellowlegs Tringa flavipes Breeds
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA  e]lsewhere
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9679

Northern Harrier Circus hudsonius Breeds Apr 1 to
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular Bird Conservation Regions Sep 15
(BCRs) in the continental USA
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8350

Pectoral Sandpiper Calidris melanotos Breeds
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA  e]sewhere
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9561

Red-headed Woodpecker Melanerpes erythrocephalus Breeds May 10
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA  to Sep 10
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9398

Western Grebe aechmophorus occidentalis Breeds Jun 1 to
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA Aug 31
and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6743

PROBABILITY OF PRESENCE SUMMARY

The graphs below provide our best understanding of when birds of concern are most likely to be
present in your project area. This information can be used to tailor and schedule your project
activities to avoid or minimize impacts to birds. Please make sure you read "Supplemental
Information on Migratory Birds and Eagles", specifically the FAQ section titled "Proper
Interpretation and Use of Your Migratory Bird Report" before using or attempting to interpret
this report.

Probability of Presence ()

Green bars; the bird's relative probability of presence in the 10km grid cell(s) your project
overlaps during that week of the year.

Breeding Season ( )
Yellow bars; liberal estimate of the timeframe inside which the bird breeds across its entire
range.

Survey Effort (/)
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Vertical black lines; the number of surveys performed for that species in the 10km grid cell(s)
your project area overlaps.

No Data (-)
A week is marked as having no data if there were no survey events for that week.

probability of presence breeding season | survey effort — no data

SPECIES JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC

Bald Eagle
Non-BCC |
Vulnerable
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Northern Harrier |,_,,,,__||||||||||||||||||||,|||||||,|||||||||,
BCC - BCR
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Pectoral Sandpiper
BCC Rangewide
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Red-headed
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BCC Rangewide
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Additional information can be found using the following links:

» Eagle Management https://www.fws.gov/program/eagle-management
* Measures for avoiding and minimizing impacts to birds https://www.fws.gov/library/
collections/avoiding-and-minimizing-incidental-take-migratory-birds

= Nationwide conservation measures for birds https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/
documents/nationwide-standard-conservation-measures.pdf

= Supplemental Information for Migratory Birds and Eagles in IPaC https://www.fws.gov/

media/supplemental-information-migratory-birds-and-bald-and-golden-eagles-may-occur-
project-action

WETLANDS

Impacts to NWI wetlands and other aquatic habitats may be subject to regulation under Section
404 of the Clean Water Act, or other State/Federal statutes.

For more information please contact the Regulatory Program of the local U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers District.

Please note that the NWI data being shown may be out of date. We are currently working to
update our NWI data set. We recommend you verify these results with a site visit to determine
the actual extent of wetlands on site.

FRESHWATER EMERGENT WETLAND
= PEM1Af

= PEMIA
= PEM1Ax
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IPAC USER CONTACT INFORMATION

Agency: Bloomington city

Name: Cole Kiernan

Address: 6737 W Washington St Ste 3440
City: West Allis

State: WI

Zip: 53214

Email cole.kiernan@meadhunt.com
Phone: 4149354275

LEAD AGENCY CONTACT INFORMATION
Lead Agency: New Ulm city
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m DEPARTMENT OF
NATURAL RESOURCES

Minnesota Department of Natural Resources

Division of Ecological & Water Resources

500 Lafayette Road, Box 25
St. Paul, MN 55155-4025

July 30, 2024
Correspondence # MCE 2024-00557

Sarah Emmel
Mead & Hunt, Inc.

RE: Natural Heritage Review of the proposed ULM Crosswind Runway,
T110N R31W Section 14; Brown County

Dear Sarah Emmel,

As requested, the Minnesota Natural Heritage Information System has been reviewed to determine if

the proposed project has the potential to impact any rare species or other significant natural features.
Based on the project details provided with the request, | do not believe the proposed project will
negatively affect any known occurrences of rare features. To ensure compliance with federal law,
conduct a federal regulatory review using the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's (USFWS) online Information
for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) tool.

The Natural Heritage Information System (NHIS), a collection of databases that contains information
about Minnesota’s rare natural features, is maintained by the Division of Ecological and Water
Resources, Department of Natural Resources. The NHIS is continually updated as new information
becomes available, and is the most complete source of data on Minnesota's rare or otherwise significant
species, native plant communities, and other natural features. However, the NHIS is not an exhaustive
inventory and thus does not represent all of the occurrences of rare features within the state. Therefore,
ecologically significant features for which we have no records may exist within the project area. If
additional information becomes available regarding rare features in the vicinity of the project, further
review may be necessary.

For environmental review purposes, the results of this Natural Heritage Review are valid for one year;
the results are only valid for the project location and project description provided with the request.
If project details change or the project has not occurred within one year, please resubmit the project
for review within one year of initiating project activities.
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The Natural Heritage Review does not constitute project approval by the Department of Natural
Resources. Instead, it identifies issues regarding known occurrences of rare features and potential
impacts to these rare features. Visit the Natural Heritage Review website for additional information

regarding this process, survey guidance, and other related information. For information on the
environmental review process or other natural resource concerns, you may contact your DNR Regional
Environmental Assessment Ecologist.

Please include a copy of this letter and the MCE-generated Final Project Report in any state or local
license or permit application. Thank you for consulting us on this matter, and for your interest in
preserving Minnesota's rare natural resources.

Sincerely,

o %7_ Boareet

Natural Heritage Review Specialist
Molly.Barrett@state.mn.us
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U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency)

Date Of Land Evaluation Request 10/09/2024

Name of Project New Ulm Crosswind Relocation Federal Agency Involved FAA
Proposed Land Use Avjation County and State Brown/Minnesota
PART Il (To be completed by NRCS) B;t(e:SRefl(J)est E/eie(i)vzeg1 By j’srrs ré %o\rr}\[;lgtligg. Form:
Does the site contain Prime, Unique, Statewide or Local Important Farmland? YES NO Acres Irrigated Average Farm Size
(If no, the FPPA does not apply - do not complete additional parts of this form) @ |:| 3293 311
Major Crop(s) Farmable Land In Govt. Jurisdiction Amount of Farmland As Defined in FPPA
Corn, Soybeans Acres: 375762 % 94.91 Acres: 359310 % 90.76
Name of Land Evaluation System Used Name of State or Local Site Assessment System Date Land Evaluation Returned by NRCS
Crop Productivity Index N/A 10/24/2024
PART Il (To be completed by Federal Agency) Alternative Site Rating
Site A Site B Site C Site D
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 55.3
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly 0
C. Total Acres In Site 55.3
PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland 51.1
B. Total Acres Statewide Important or Local Important Farmland 0
C. Percentage Of Farmland in County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted 0.01359
D. Percentage Of Farmland in Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value 62.1065
PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Criterion . 86.0235
Relative Value of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 100 Points)
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Site Assessment Criteria Maximum | sjte A Site B Site C Site D
(Criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5 b. For Corridor project use form NRCS-CPA-106) Points
1. Area In Non-urban Use (15) 9
2. Perimeter In Non-urban Use (10) 5
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed (20) 20
4. Protection Provided By State and Local Government (20) 0
5. Distance From Urban Built-up Area (15) 3
6. Distance To Urban Support Services (19 0
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average (10) 0
8. Creation Of Non-farmable Farmland (10) 0
9. Auvailability Of Farm Support Services ®) 5
10. On-Farm Investments (20) 7
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services (10) 0
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use (10) 0
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 49 0 0 0
PART VIl (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 86.0235 0 0 0
Total Site Assessment (From Part VI above or local site assessment) 160 49 0 0 0
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 135.023 0 0 0
Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Site Selected: Date Of Selection YES NO
Reason For Selection:
Name of Federal agency representative completing this form: Date:

(See Instructions on reverse side)

Form AD-1006 (03-02)




STEPS IN THE PROCESSING THE FARMLAND AND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING FORM

Step 1 - Federal agencies (or Federally funded projects) involved in proposed projects that may convert farmland, as defined in the Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA)
to nonagricultural uses, will initially complete Parts I and III of the form. For Corridor type projects, the Federal agency shall use form NRCS-CPA-106 in place
of form AD-1006. The Land Evaluation and Site Assessment (LESA) process may also be accessed by visiting the FPPA website, http://fppa.nrcs.usda.gov/lesa/.

Step 2 - Originator (Federal Agency) will send one original copy of the form together with appropriate scaled maps indicating location(s)of project site(s), to the Natural
Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) local Field Office or USDA Service Center and retain a copy for their files. (NRCS has offices in most counties in the
U.S. The USDA Office Information Locator may be found at http://offices.usda.gov/scripts/ndISAPI.dIl/oip_public/USA_map, or the offices can usually be
found in the Phone Book under U.S. Government, Department of Agriculture. A list of field offices is available from the NRCS State Conservationist and State
Office in each State.)

Step 3 - NRCS will, within 10 working days after receipt of the completed form, make a determination as to whether the site(s) of the proposed project contains prime,
unique, statewide or local important farmland. (When a site visit or land evaluation system design is needed, NRCS will respond within 30 working days.

Step 4 - For sites where farmland covered by the FPPA will be converted by the proposed project, NRCS will complete Parts II, IV and V of the form.
Step 5 - NRCS will return the original copy of the form to the Federal agency involved in the project, and retain a file copy for NRCS records.

Step 6 - The Federal agency involved in the proposed project will complete Parts VI and VII of the form and return the form with the final selected site to the servicing
NRCS office.

Step 7 - The Federal agency providing financial or technical assistance to the proposed project will make a determination as to whether the proposed conversion is consistent
with the FPPA.

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING THE FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING FORM
(For Federal Agency)

Partl: When completing the "County and State" questions, list all the local governments that are responsible for local land
use controls where site(s) are to be evaluated.

Part lll: When completing item B (Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly), include the following:

1. Acres not being directly converted but that would no longer be capable of being farmed after the conversion, because the
conversion would restrict access to them or other major change in the ability to use the land for agriculture.

2. Acres planned to receive services from an infrastructure project as indicated in the project justification (e.g. highways,
utilities planned build out capacity) that will cause a direct conversion.

Part VI: Do not complete Part VI using the standard format if a State or Local site assessment is used. With local and NRCS
assistance, use the local Land Evaluation and Site Assessment (LESA).

1. Assign the maximum points for each site assessment criterion as shown in § 658.5(b) of CFR. In cases of corridor-type
project such as transportation, power line and flood control, criteria #5 and #6 will not apply and will, be weighted zero,
however, criterion #8 will be weighed a maximum of 25 points and criterion #11 a maximum of 25 points.

2. Federal agencies may assign relative weights among the 12 site assessment criteria other than those shown on the
FPPA rule after submitting individual agency FPPA policy for review and comment to NRCS. In all cases where other
weights are assigned, relative adjustments must be made to maintain the maximum total points at 160. For project sites
where the total points equal or exceed 160, consider alternative actions, as appropriate, that could reduce adverse
impacts (e.g. Alternative Sites, Modifications or Mitigation).

Part VII: In computing the "Total Site Assessment Points" where a State or local site assessment is used and the total
maximum number of points is other than 160, convert the site assessment points to a base of 160.
Example: if the Site Assessment maximum is 200 points, and the alternative Site "A" is rated 180 points:

Total points assigned Site A 180 _ : :
Maximum points possible = 200 X 160 = 144 points for Site A

For assistance in completing this form or FPPA process, contact the local NRCS Field Office or USDA Service Center.

NRCS employees, consult the FPPA Manual and/or policy for additional instructions to complete the AD-1006 form.
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Summary

Summary

Mead & Hunt, Inc. (Mead & Hunt) has completed a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA),
according to American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) E1527-21, for proposed runway
enhancements at the New Ulm Municipal Airport (ULM). This ESA was completed as part of a Federal
Environmental Assessment (EA) in compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).

Mead & Hunt services are authorized by the City of New Ulm, under Task 6.3 of the Professional Services
Terms and Conditions of Agreement signed on August 20, 2024.

This summary is intended as an overview of the Phase | ESA for the convenience of the reader. The
complete report must be reviewed in its entirety prior to making decisions regarding the Airport property.

A. Proposed Project Activities

The New Ulm Municipal Airport (ULM, also referred to as Airport) is located in New Ulm, Minnesota. A
Project Location Map is included in Appendix A. The airport is owned by the City of New Ulm (city, also
referred to as Owner) and operated by North Star Aviation. ULM is a general aviation airport with two
runways, a hangar, terminal, fixed base operator (FBO) and refueling facilities. The Airport was
established in 1943. In 1948, the Airport’s facilities consisted of two landing strips. An administration
building was added in 1950. Over the years, the airport has expanded as needed to serve the general
aviation needs of the New Ulm area.

The proposed project will relocate the turf crosswind runway (4/22) to a 9/27 alignment. The purpose of
the proposed project is to maintain the functionality and usability of the Airport and enhance safety for the
Airport users and neighbors. This project will improve crosswind coverage and enable planned building
area expansion while adhering to FAA Design Standards.

Existing Airport facilities are depicted in Appendix B: Existing Conditions. A location map illustrating
the proposed airport enhancements is included in Appendix C: Proposed Project Activities.

B. Findings & Conclusions

Mead & Hunt has performed a Phase | ESA of the New Ulm Municipal Airport property located in New
Ulm, Minnesota, in conformance with our understanding of the scope and limitations of ASTM Practice
E1527-21. Any exceptions to, or deletions from this practice are described in Section 1.D of this report.

This assessment has revealed the following potentially hazardous materials conditions in
connection with the proposed action. In total, 5 sites (Findings) were identified. Of those, 2 sites
pose potentially hazardous materials concerns for the proposed action. A Map of the Findings is
included in Appendix I.

The following Findings are associated with the subject property:

Finding 4: Debris Pile, New Ulm Airport
a. Business Environmental Risk
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Summary

b. Recommended Action: Individual items need to be relocated or disposed of properly prior to
development of the area

Finding 5: Metal Fencing, New Ulm Airport
a. Business Environmental Risk
b. Recommended Action: Requires specific removal and disposal prior to tree clearing and grading

This report is based on the currently proposed scope of work. If conditions of the project area change or
the scope of work changes, the recommendations in this report should be revisited.
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Section 1
Introduction

1. Introduction

A. Purpose
The purpose of the Phase | ESA is to identify, pursuant to ASTM E1527-21, recognized environmental
conditions (RECs) in connection with the property.

ASTM defines the term recognized environmental condition (REC) as the presence or likely presence of
hazardous substances or petroleum products on the property under conditions that are indicative of an
existing release, a past release, or a material threat of a release of hazardous substances or petroleum
products into the structures on the property or into the ground, groundwater, or surface water of the site.
The term does not include de minimis conditions that generally do not present a material risk of harm to
public health or the environment and that generally would not be the subject of enforcement action if
brought to the attention of appropriate governmental agencies.

B. Detailed Scope of Services

This ESA was completed in accordance with ASTM International Standard E1527-21, Standard Practice
for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase | Environmental Site Assessment Process, and U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) All Appropriate Inquires (AAl) regulations under 40 CFR Part
312.

This report summarizes the results of Mead & Hunt's investigation of the proposed subject property,
visual non-invasive reconnaissance of the subject property and adjoining properties, federal and state
database reviews, and interviews, as applicable. Limitations, deviations, and significant gaps (if identified)
are evident from reviewing the applicable scope of services and the report text. No other environmental
issues will be assessed beyond the scope of ASTM E1527-21 in connection with this ESA.

C. Proposed Project Actions
The proposed scope of work recommends implementation of the following proposed project actions:

1. Decommissioning and relocating existing turf crosswind Runway 4/22 to a 9/27 orientation.
2. Adjusting the primary parallel taxiway to cross the new runway at the appropriate angle.
3. Acquiring approximately 25 acres in fee-simple property.

Appendix C illustrates areas of proposed project activities.

D. Significant Assumptions
No significant assumptions were made.
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Introduction

E. Data Gaps

Historical sources were not reviewed in five-year intervals because the sources to achieve that level of
documentation were not readily available. However, given the consistent land use between the available
sources, this data gap is not considered to be significant.

F. Limitations and Exceptions

This Phase | ESA was conducted using ASTM E1527-21. The findings of this report are applicable, and
representative of conditions encountered at the property on the date of this assessment and may not
represent conditions at a later date.

The review of public records was limited to that information that was available to Mead & Hunt at the time
this report was prepared. Interviews with local and state government authorities were limited to those
people that Mead & Hunt was able to contact during the preparation of this report. Information was
derived from reasonably ascertainable and practically reviewable sources in compliance with Mead &
Hunt’s understanding of the standards set forth by ASTM E1527-21.

The history of the property could not consistently be documented at approximately five-year intervals
because standard historical sources with that information were not reasonably ascertainable.

G. Special Terms and Conditions
This Phase | ESA was conducted in accordance with Task Order #2020-6 of the Professional Services
Agreement of The City of New Ulm dated August 20, 2024.

H. User Reliance

The resulting report is provided for the sole use of the Airport and its assignees. Use of this report by any
third parties will be at such party’s sole risk except when granted under written permission by Mead &
Hunt. Any such authorized use or reliance by third parties will be subject to the same work authorization
under which the work was conducted for the Airport.

Additional party's use and reliance on the report will be subject to the same rights, obligations, and
limitations imposed on the City of New Ulm. However, the total liability of Mead & Hunt to all parties of the
Phase | ESA shall be limited to the remedies and amounts as provided in the Work Authorization as a
single contract. The additional party's use and reliance on the report shall signify the additional party's
agreement to be bound by the proposal and contract that make up the Work Authorization between Mead
& Hunt and The City of New Ulm.

The dates of completion for pertinent components are as follows:

Component Date of Completion
Site Reconnaissance November 12, 2024
Environmental Database Search November 2024
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2. Physical Setting

This section summarizes the physical environment in which the Airport operates that may be useful in
determining potential RECs or the potential hazard posed by identified RECs.

A. Location

The New Ulm Municipal Airport serves the City of New Ulm, Minnesota. The Airport is located in Brown
County, about 76-miles southwest of Minneapolis, MN. The Airport encompasses approximately 349
acres of land on 5 separate parcels within the New Ulm and is roughly bounded by County Road 12 on
the west, US Highway 14 on the north, N Highland Avenue on the east, and County Road 27 on the south
end.

B. Current Ownership and Use of the Property

The New Ulm Municipal Airport is owned by the City of New Ulm and operated by North Star Aviation, Inc.
The Airport offers full fixed base operator (FBO) services including maintenance and repair. Several
hangars are available for lease and the Airport primarily serves charter flights.

C. Site and Vicinity Description

Scattered residences, dating from the mid-nineteenth century to the 2000s, are adjacent to the airport
along with a handful of mid-nineteenth-century farmsteads. The City of New Ulm became more urbanized
and grew in the 1950s. Three access roads provide entry onto the airport property. The main access
road, Airport Road, is located off N Highland Avenue at the eastern extent of the airport property. The
second access road connects to the main access road from the north end of the airport property off US
Highway 14. An unmarked service road extends north from County Road 27 onto the airport property.

D. Descriptions of Roads, Structures, and Other Improvements on the Site
The airfield includes the main building and apron area to the northeast of the runways. The airport
features two runways: a primary runway (Runway 15/33) extending in a northwest-southeast orientation,
and a crosswind turf runway (Runway 4/22) extending in a southwest-northeast orientation. The primary
runway is 5,401 feet in length and 100 feet wide and the crosswind turf runway is 2,478 feet in length and
160 feet wide.

The Airport contains 5 hangars. Hangars 1-3 contain 6 individual T-Hangars each, Hangar 4 is 100 feet
by 80 feet and is insulated and heated, and Hangar 5 is 52 feet by 60 feet.

According to the Airport’s 2024 APO Terminal Area Forecast Detail Report, the airport had 13 total based
aircraft in 20221,

E. Topography
The New Ulm Municipal Airport is located on the west side of the city and surrounded by cornfields. The
elevation of the Airport is 1011.2-feet above mean sea level and covers approximately 195 acres of land.

12024 FAA Terminal Area Forecast (TAF) taf.faa.gov/Home/RunReport
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Physical Setting

The Airport itself is generally flat with very little elevation change. On the southeast side of the runway,
the topography slopes gently down towards Cottonwood River. See Appendix D for topographic maps.

F. Hydrogeology and Geology

Surface drainage flows generally towards the north away from the Cottonwood River and toward the
Minnesota River. Several small, scattered wetlands are present in the area. A Flood Hazard Area is
mapped along the Cottonwood and Minnesota River but is not expected to impact the project site.

The geology underlying the project site is made up primarily of claystone, siltstone, and sandstone.

G. Soils Data

The project area is covered by five soils: poorly drained Webster clay loam (0 to 2 percent slopes),
somewhat poorly drained Nicollet clay loam (1 to 3 percent slopes), very poorly drained Okoboji silty clay
loam (0 to 1 percent slopes), moderately well drained Clarion loam (2 to 6 percent slopes), and
Udorthents, loamy. Soil mapping is presented in Appendix F.
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3. Site Reconnaissance

Environmental Professionals with Mead & Hunt conducted site reconnaissance in November 2024 to
observe the current uses of the site, adjoining properties, and properties in the surrounding area, as well
as the hydraulic and topographic conditions of the site and the surrounding area. Photographs were taken
of various portions of the subject site to document existing conditions. See Appendix G for subject
property photographs.

A. Methodology and Limiting Conditions
The area was observed by walking the perimeter to provide an overlapping field of view where
accessible.

A vehicular tour of the area was made to confirm the nearby land use. The tour involved viewing nearby
properties from publicly accessible roadways. Observation was limited to areas visible in the line of sight
from the subject property or public roadways. Mead & Hunt did not enter adjacent properties.

The weather during the visit was around 45 degrees and sunny.

B. Perimeter Observations

The dominant land uses surrounding the subject property is agriculture. Observations were made from
the public right-of-way. No evidence of underground storage tanks, stained soils, stressed vegetation,

landfilling, or foul odors were noted in perimeter observations. Wallner Pit is located east of the airport
property along N Highland Avenue.

C. On-Site Observations

The area within and surrounding the project site comprises the paved Runway 15/33, Taxiway A, and
mowed grass runway. Agricultural fields, wetlands, and mowed grass also bound the project area. Areas
generally appear to be in good condition and free of clutter. There are lines of trees present to the east
and west of Ultimate Runway 9/27 which act as field borders. A few small patches of dated metal fencing
are present as field borders in the same line as the trees. Some of the metal fencing is in good condition,
but there are multiple areas of deterioration. A small debris pile containing a chair and bucket is located
east of the end of Ultimate Runway 27. Vegetation was alive but mostly dormant due to the fall season.
Forested areas were relatively sparse and generally found as a single row of trees to act as a windbreak
between agricultural fields. Undergrowth was mostly tall grass with intermittent woody shrubs. All
buildings appeared pristine, and no spills or leaks were observed.
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4. Records Review

A. Historical Use Development of the Airport and Periphery

The Airport was established in 1943 just two miles east of The City of New Ulm. In 1950, an
administration building was constructed, and the airport consisted of two landing strips. The airport owner
and the City of New Ulm established an Airport Advisory Commission in 1979 to advise on planning and
implementation of airport development and future improvements. The airport was expanded in the 1980s
which included lengthening the runway. Additional upgrades were made in 1994 and 2005 when a new
terminal building and maintenance hangar were constructed. Further expansion of the primary runway
took place in 2014 including the installation of a new approach lighting system.

(1) Aerial Photographs

Aerial photography taken between 1939 and 2022 was reviewed to observe previous conditions and
development of the property, as well as immediately adjacent properties. Images are included in
Appendix G.

The earliest aerial image is from 1939 and shows the entire airport area was at that time a farm field with
some nearby wetlands. Several structures (assumed farmhouse and barn) are visible just south of the
proposed project area.

The 1953 imagery shows an established airport with two landing strips and what appears to be the
administration building on the north end of the property. The area is surrounded by farm fields. This
remains the same until the 1985 aerial imagery where a new section of airport runway (13/31) is present
with additional buildings, hangars, and parking. The runways are paved in comparison to earlier imagery.

In 1991 the shorter airport runway that was present in the 1985 imagery appears to be decommissioned
with a new taxiway running parallel the primary runway.

New concrete and pavement appear be present around the administrative building and hangars in 2003.
There is new outbuilding present on the southeast end of the taxiway with a connecting access road.

In 2005 an additional connecting road joins the main airport road leading to the administration building.
There are no significant changes until 2013, when the primary runway and some connecting roads to the

taxiway are repaved and there are two new access roads on the south side of the runway.

In 2015 the outbuilding on the southeast end of the taxiway is no longer present with the area being
maintained as mowed grass.

There are no significant changes to the proposed project area or its surroundings from 2015 through
2022.

¢ Mead Hunt



Section 4
Records Review

(2) Land Use
In general, the surrounding land uses are compatible with the Airport. Historical and existing land use is
primarily agricultural.

The land use around the Airport consists of farmland and scattered residential development. The
Minnesota River is located to the northeast of the main airport facility and the Cottonwood River is located
to the south. The National Wetlands Inventory shows several small, scattered wetlands on the airport
property.

B. Standard Environmental Record Sources

Mead & Hunt contacted ERIS in November 2024 to conduct environmental searches and prepare an area
report compiling Federal and State environmental database information. Previously reported hazardous
materials sites were identified based on a review of federal and state agency records and online
databases for potential hazardous materials contamination sites in accordance with ASTM standards. For
a full list of databases searched please see the full third-party ERIS Database Search Reportin
Appendix J. The following databases returned findings within 200-feet of the project area:

o Facility Reqistry Service/Facility Index (FINDS/FRS)

o The Facility Registry Service (FRS) is a centrally managed database that identifies
facilities, sites, or places subject to environmental regulations or of environmental
interest. FRS incorporates information from program national systems, state master
facility records, and data collected from EPA's Central Data Exchange registrations and
data management personnel. This list is made available by the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA). Government Publication Date: Aug 1, 2024

e Underground Storage Tanks (UST)
o In Minnesota, there are about 18,000 regulated underground storage tanks (USTs)
currently in use. The Underground Storage Tank Program in the Minnesota Pollution
Control Agency (MPCA) was created to help prevent contamination caused by leaking
tanks. This is a list that contains all regulated USTs. This data made available by The
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA). Government Publication Date: Jun 12,
2024.

e Department of Agriculture Spills (AG SPILLS)

o The Minnesota Department of Agriculture Incident Response Unit is the regulatory
authority of Agricultural Chemical (Ag-Chem) Incidents in Minnesota. This list contains
pesticide and fertilizer incidents reported to the Response Unit. This data made
available by The Minnesota Department of Agriculture, Incident Response Unit.
Government Publication Date: Sep 3, 2024.

e PFAS Industry Sectors (PFAS IND)
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o This Per- and Poly-Fluoroalkyl Substances (PFAS) Industry Sectors dataset is made
available via the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) PFAS Analytic Tools.
The EPA developed the dataset from various sources that show which industries may
be handling PFAS including: EPA's Enforcement and Compliance History Online
(ECHO) records restricted to potential PFAS-handling industry sectors; ECHO records
for Fire Training Sites identified where fire-fighting foam may have been used in training
exercises; and 14 CFR Part 139 Airports compiled from historic and current records
from the FAA Airport Data and Information Portal. Since July 2006, all certificated Part
139 Airports are required to have fire-fighting foam onsite that meet certain military
specifications, which to date have been fluorinated (Aqueous Film Forming Foam).
Limitations: Inclusion in this dataset does not indicate that PFAS are being
manufactured, processed, used, or released by the facility. Listed facilities potentially
handle PFAS based on their industrial profile but are unconfirmed by the EPA. Keyword
searches in ECHO for Fire Training sites may misidentify some facilities and should not
be considered to be an exhaustive list of fire training facilities in the U.S. Government
Publication Date: Sep 23, 2024.

o MPCA Agency Interests (MPCA Al)

o Facility, site and project locations from the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency's
enterprise database, representing locations associated with wastewater, storm water,
hazardous waste, feedlot, solid waste, tanks, remediation, and other agency programs.
Includes records from "What's In My Neighborhood Sites". Government Publication
Date: Jul 24, 2024.2

2 Online services | Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
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5. Interviews

A. Interview with Owner

A User Questionnaire was provided to the Airport maintenance manager and was returned on December
5, 2024. No unusual circumstances were identified in the interview document. See Appendix K.

An interview was not conducted the with the Airport maintenance manager due to the lack of Findings
adjacent to the proposed work.

B. Interview with Occupants

No interviews were conducted with the airport occupants as no record results were determined to warrant
additional information from occupants.

C. Interview with Local Government Officials

No individual local government officials were interviewed as no record results were determined to warrant
additional information from local officials.

D. Interviews with Others
No additional interviews were conducted.
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6. Evaluation

A. Pertinent Definitions
Recognized environmental condition (REC)
The presence or likely presence of any hazardous substances or petroleum products in, on, or at
a property: 1) due to any release to the environment; 2) under conditions indicative of a release to
the environment; or 3) under conditions that pose a material threat of a future release to the
environment.

Controlled recognized environmental condition (CREC)

A recognized environmental condition resulting from a past release of hazardous substances or
petroleum products that has been addressed to the satisfaction of the applicable regulatory
authority (for example, as evidenced by the issuance of a no further action letter or equivalent, or
meeting risk-based criteria established by regulatory authority), with hazardous substances or
petroleum products allowed to remain in place subject to the implementation of required controls
(for example, property use restrictions, activity and use limitations, institutional controls, or
engineering controls).

Historical recognized environmental condition (HREC)

A past release of any hazardous substances or petroleum products that has occurred in connection
with the property and has been addressed to the satisfaction of the applicable regulatory authority
or meeting unrestricted use criteria established by a regulatory authority, without subjecting the
property to any required controls (for example, property use restrictions, activity and use limitations,
institutional controls, or engineering controls).

De minimis condition (DEM)

A condition that generally does not present a threat to human health or the environment and that
generally would not be the subject of an enforcement action if brought to the attention of appropriate
governmental agencies. Conditions determined to be de minimis conditions are not recognized
environmental conditions nor controlled recognized environmental conditions.

Business environmental risk (BER)

A risk which can have a material environmental or environmentally driven impact on the business
associated with the current or planned use of a parcel of commercial real estate, not necessarily
limited to those environmental issues required to be investigated in ASTM Practice E1527-21. The
likely presence of historic coal chutes is an example of a business environmental risk.
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B. Findings & Opinions

Findings are listed below. Multiple records may exist for one Finding or location. For instance, the
general Airport property. However, each site was evaluated individually. A corresponding map of
Findings illustrating their location to the proposed subject property is included in Appendix I. In general,
only findings located within 200-feet of the proposed project area (area of disturbance) are evaluated in
this report.

Opinions regarding the findings identified are provided by the Environmental Professional. Frequently,
items initially suspected to be recognized environmental condition are subsequently determined, upon
further evaluation, to not be considered a recognized environmental condition. Conditions identified by
the Environmental Professional as recognized environmental conditions and controlled recognized
environmental conditions are listed in the conclusions of the report.

Based on the record search and field reconnaissance, five (5) potentially hazardous materials sites
(Findings) were identified within 200 feet of the proposed project area (see Table below). Considering
the potential for construction activities and right-of-way acquisition, two (2) have recommended actions.

The following Table presents a summary of site names and addresses, potential contaminants of

concern, construction requirements, and real estate interests adjacent to the Findings, as well as
recommendations based on the potential presence and type of contamination:
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ASTM Proposed Action
Finding Reference Name Potential HazMat Concerns/Use Classification Real Estate (Construction Recommended Action
# (REC, CREC, Needs Requirements)
HREC, BER)
1. Reconstructed pavement around Hangar
1, 2, & 3. Located 700 feet south of Highway
14 and 1000 feet west of Highland Ave.
2. PFAS air emissions.
3. Stormwater permits.
4. UST 140387-EQUI0000000001: removed,
Taxilane Pavement gasoline.
1 1617 Highway 14 W X 5. UST 140387-EQUI0000000002: removed, Finding None TBD No further action
Reconstruction . .
aviation gasoline.
6. UST 140387-EQUI0000000003: removed,
gasoline.
7. UST underground 140387-
EQUI0000000004: active, aviation gasoline.
8. UST underground 140387-
EQUI0000000005: active, jet fuel
2 New Ulm Airport New Ulm Airport Broken connec'tlon - 100 gallons water, 2 Finding None TBD No further action
gallons parathion. Closed.
3 New Ulm, MN 56073 sjnwwil;] Municipal Airport Construction Stormwater - inactive Finding None TBD No further action
25.17 acres Individual items need to be relocated or
4 New Ulm Airport Debris Pile Chair and bucket, small debris pile BER of fee TBD disposed of properly prior to
simple land development of the area
25.17 acres Requires specific removal and disposal
5 New Ulm Airport Metal Fencing Agricultural fencing remnants BER of fee TBD . . .
. prior to tree clearing and grading
simple land
1+ Mead&dunt
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7. Conclusions

Mead & Hunt has performed a Phase | ESA of the New Ulm Municipal Airport property located in New
Ulm, Minnesota, in conformance with our understanding of the scope and limitations of ASTM Practice
E1527-21. Any exceptions to, or deletions from, this practice are described in Section 1.F of this report.

This assessment has revealed no recognized environmental conditions, controlled recognized
environmental conditions, or significant data gaps in connection with the subject property.

Finding 1: Taxilane Pavement Reconstruction, 1617 Highway 14 W | ID: 140387
a. Finding
b. Recommended Action: No further action

Finding 2: New Ulm Airport, New Ulm Airport | ID: FY781006
a. Finding
b. Recommended Action: No further action
Finding 3: New Ulm Municipal Airport Runway, New Ulm, MN 56073 | ID: C00030933
a. Finding
b. Recommended Action: No further action
Finding 4: Debris Pile, New Ulm Airport
a. Business Environmental Risk

b. Recommended Action: Individual items need to be relocated or disposed of properly prior to
development of the area

Finding 5: Metal Fencing, New Ulm Airport
a. Business Environmental Risk
b. Recommended Action: Requires specific removal and disposal prior to tree clearing and grading

This report is based on the currently proposed scope of work. If conditions of the project area change or
the scope of work changes, the recommendations in this report should be revisited.
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8. Statement of Environmental Professional

| declare that, to the best of my professional knowledge and belief, | meet the definition of Environmental
Professional as defined in §312.10 of 40 CFR § 312 and | have the specific qualifications based on
education, training, and experience to assess a property of the nature, history, and setting of the
proposed action. | have developed and performed all appropriate inquiries in conformance with the
standards and practices set forth in 40 CFR Part 312.

Signed,

Guen Adams

ek S

Mark S. Sauer, AICP
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Project Property:

Project No:
Requested By:
Order No:

Date Completed:

New Ulm Airport (ULM)

New Ulm Airport (ULM)
New Ulm MN None
R1416900-231225.01
Mead & Hunt, Inc.
24102800050

October 28, 2024



We have searched USGS collections of current topographic maps and historical topographic
maps for the project property. Below is a list of maps found for the project property and
adjacent area. Maps are from 7.5 and 15 minute topographic map series, if available.

Year Map Series

2019 75
2016 7.5
2013 75
1994 75
1964 7.5

Topographic Map Symbology for the maps may be available in the following documents:
Pre-1947
Page 223 of 1918 Topographic Instructions
Page 130 of 1928 Topographic Instructions
1947-2009
Topographic Map Symbols
2009-present
US Topo Map Symbols

Topographic Maps included in this report are produced by the USGS and are to be used for research purposes including a phase | report.
Maps are not to be resold as commercial property.

No warranty of Accuracy or Liability for ERIS: The information contained in this report has been produced by ERIS Informa