
CHECKLIST ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

Project Name: Borman Pipeline 1 
Proposed Implementation Date: Awril 1, 2004 
Proponent: Circle B LLC c/o Frank Borman 
Type and Purpose of Action: Stockwater ~iweline with tanks to achieve better livestock 
distribution 
Location: Section 36, T5N-R34E 
County: Treasure 

I. PROJECT DEVELOPMENT 
I I I 

2. OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES WITH I JURISDICTION, LIST OF PERMITS NEEDED: I 

1. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT, AGENCIES, GROUPS OR 
INDIVIDUALS CONTACTED: Provide a brief 
chronology of the scoping and ongoing 
involvement for this project. 

MAR 1 6 2004 

Contact with lessee to dicuss and review 
pipeline proposal. 

LEGISLATIVF F 

POLICY* 

11. IMPACTS ON THE 

RESOURCE 

4. GEOLOGY AND SOIL QUALITY, STABILITY AND 
MOISTURE: Are fragile, compactible or 
unstable soils present? Are there 
unusual geologic features? Are there 
special reclamation considerations? 

5. WATER QUALITY, QUANTITY AND 
DISTRIBUTION: Are important surface or 
groundwater resources present? Is there 
potential for violation of ambient 
water quality standards, drinking water 
maximum contaminant levels, or 
degradation of water quality? 

6. AIR QUALITY: Will pollutants or 
particulate be produced? Is the 
project influenced by air quality 
regulations or zones (Class I airshed)? 

7. VEGETATION COVER, QUANTITY AND QUALITY: 
Will vegetative communities be 
permanently altered? Are any rare 
plants or cover types present? 

PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT 

[Y/Nl POTENTIAL IMPACTS 

N = Not Present or No Impact will 
occur. 

Y = Impacts may occur (explain below) 

[ N ]The pipeline route is adjacent to a 
2-track trail system which runs through 
lowlands, across dry coulee's, and up- 
slope to high benchland. 

[ N ] Upland, arid tract. The only 
dependable water source in thls small, 
Petes Coulee, watershed appears to be at 
the well-site, where the pipeline is to 
originate, on deeded ground just west of 
the State tract. 

[ N l  

[ N ] Disturbance from pipeline 
construction is being revegetated with a 
compatible native seed mix. 
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11. IMPACTS ON THE 

8 .  TERRESTRIAL, AVIAN AND AQUATIC LIFE AND 
HABITATS: Is t h e r e  s u b s t a n t i a l  use  of  
t h e  a r e a  by impor tan t  w i l d l i f e ,  b i r d s  
o r  f i s h ?  

9. UNIQUE, ENDANGERED, FRAGILE OR 
LIMITED ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES: Are 

a n y  f e d e r a l l y  l i s t e d  t h r ea t ened  o r  
endangered s p e c i e s  o r  i d e n t i f i e d  
h a b i t a t  p r e s e n t ?  Any wetlands? 
S e n s i t i v e  Spec i e s  o r  Species  of 
s p e c i a l  concern? 

10.  HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES: 
Are any h i s t o r i c a l ,  a r chaeo log ica l  o r  
p a l e o n t o l o g i c a l  resources  p r e s e n t ?  

11. AESTHETICS: Is t h e  p r o j e c t  on a  
prominent topographic  f e a t u r e ?  W i l l  
i t  be  v i s i b l e  from popula ted  o r  
s c e n i c  a r e a s ?  W i l l  t h e r e  be  
exces s ive  n o i s e  o r  l i g h t ?  

12. DEMANDS ON ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES OF 
LAND, WATER, AIR OR ENERGY: W i l l  t h e  
p r o j e c t  u se  r e sou rces  t h a t  a r e  
l i m i t e d  i n  t h e  a r e a ?  Are t h e r e  o t h e r  
a c t i v i t i e s  nearby t h a t  w i l l  a f f e c t  
t h e  p r o j e c t ?  

13.  OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS 
PERTINENT TO THE PiREA: Are t h e r e  
o t h e r  s t u d i e s ,  p l a n s  o r  p r o j e c t s  on 
t h i s  t r a c t ?  

PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT 

[ N I Mule dee r  and Pronghorn an t e lope ,  
a long wi th  v a r i o u s  non-game w i l d l i f e  a r e  
common on t h e  t r a c t .  The improved water  
d i s t r i b u t i o n  provided by t h i s  p i p e l i n e  
w i l l  b e n e f i t  w i l d l i f e  a s  we l l  a s  
l i v e s t o c k .  

[ N ] This  common-arid, upland f o r e s t -  
g r a s s l a n d  complex i s  approximately 1 . 5  
mi l e s  sou theas t  of t h e  Yellowstone River .  
I t  i s  dominated by n a t i v e  g r a s s e s  such a s  
Western Wheatgrass and Bluebunch 
Wheatgrass, and an ove r s to ry  of P-pine and 
jun ipe r s  i n t e r s p e r s e d  wi th  shrubby draws. 

[ N ]During an o n - s i t e  v i s i t  i n  t h e  f a l l  
of '03 no th ing  was found along t h e  
p i p e l i n e  rou t e ,  The o v e r a l l  t r a c t  has  good 
p o t e n t i a l  however, wi th  i t s  v i c i n i t y  t o  
t h e  Yellowstone River .  Consu l t a t i on  wi th  
t h e  Department Archaeologis t  r evea l ed  no 
recorded f i n d s .  

[ N ] This  t r a c t  l i e s  i n  rugged h i l l - t y p e  
country,  approximately 1 mi l e  s o u t h e a s t  of 
t h e  Bighorn in t e r change  on 1-94. There ' s  
some n i c e  scenery  on t h i s  t r a c t  e s p e c i a l l y  
from ' t he  h ighe r  l o c a l e s  i n  t h e  SE and 
along t h e  no r the rn  bench. 

[ N ] This  water  d i s t r i b u t i o n  p r o j e c t  
should have p o s i t i v e  impacts  on t h e  
o v e r a l l  r e sou rces  of  t h e  a r e a .  
D i s t r i b u t i o n  of  water  t o  t h e  uplands 
should  a l l e v i a t e  g raz ing  p r e s s u r e  i n  t h e  
lowlands and more evenly  sp read  it t o  
a r e a s  i n  need of i t .  Water t anks  have been 
designed w i l d l i f e  f r i e n d l y .  

[ N I  

111. IMPACTS ON THE HUMAN POPULATION 

RESOURCE 

1 4 .  HUMAN HEALTH AND SAFETY: W i l l  t h i s  
p r o j e c t  add t o  h e a l t h  and s a f e t y  
r i s k s  i n  t h e  a r ea?  

[ Y / N ]  POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION 
MEASURES 

[ N l  



-- . CHECKLIST P a g e  3 

EA Checklist Prepared By: G a r v  B r a n d e n b u r u  LUS-SLO MT DNRC 

15. I N D U S T R I A L ,  COMMERCIAL AND 
AGRICULTURAL A C T I V I T I E S  AND 
PRODUCTION: W i l l  t h e  p r o j e c t  add t o  
o r  a l t e r  these a c t i v i t i e s ?  

1 6 .  QUANTITY AND D I S T R I B U T I O N  O F  
EMPLOYMENT: W i l l  t h e  p ro jec t  create ,  
m o v e  o r  e l i m i n a t e  jobs? I f  so, 
e s t i m a t e d  n u m b e r .  

1 7 .  LOCAL AND STATE TAX BASE AND TAX 
REVENUES: W i l l  t h e  p ro jec t  create  o r  
e l i m i n a t e  t a x  revenue? 

1 8 .  DEMAND FOR GOVERNMENT S E R V I C E S :  W i l l  
s u b s t a n t i a l  t r a f f i c  be added t o  
e x i s t i n g  roads? W i l l  o the r  services 
( f i r e  p ro tec t ion ,  po l i ce ,  schools ,  

e t c )  be needed? 

1 9 .  LOCALLY ADOPTED ENVIRONMENTAL PLANS 
.AND GOALS: A r e  there  S ta te ,  C o u n t y ,  
C i t y ,  U S F S ,  BLM, T r i b a l ,  e tc .  zoning 
o r  m a n a g e m e n t  p l ans  i n  effect?  

20. ACCESS T O  AND QUALITY O F  RECREATIONAL 
AND WILDERNESS A C T I V I T I E S :  A r e  
w i l d e r n e s s  o r  recreat ional  areas  

. nearby o r  accessed th rough  t h i s  
t r ac t?  Is there  recreat ional  
p o t e n t i a l  w i t h i n  t h e  t r a c t ?  

21.  DENSITY AND D I S T R I B U T I O N  O F  . 
POPULATION AND HOUSING: W i l l  t h e  
p ro jec t  add t o  t h e  popu la t i on  and 
require  add i t iona l  housing? 

22.  S O C I A L  STRUCTURES AND MORES: Is s o m e  
d i s r u p t i o n  of n a t i v e  o r  t r a d i t i o n a l  
l i f e s t y l e s , - o r  c o m m u n i t i e s  poss ib l e?  

23.  CULTURAL UNIQUENESS AND D I V E R S I T Y :  
W i l l  t h e  a c t i o n  cause a s h i f t  i n  s o m e  
unique q u a l i t y  of t h e  area? 

2 4 .  OTHER A P P R O P R I A T E  S O C I A L  AND ECONOMIC 
CIRCUMSTANCES : 

[ Y  ] T h i s  p r o j e c t  w i l l  b e n e f i t  t h e  
ranch ing  ope ra t i on  by provid ing  w a t e r  t o  
areas of t h e  landscape w h i c h  p revious ly  
w e r e  w i t h o u t ,  m a k i n g  m o r e  fo rage  
ava i l ab le .  

[ N l  

[ N l  

[ N ]  

[ N l  

[ N  ]  T h i s  i s  a l a n d l o c k e d  t r a c t .  A c c e s s  
t o  it i s  through a p p r o x i m a t e l y  1 mile of 
deeded ground f r o m  t h e  B i g h o r n  i n t e r change  
on In t e r s t a t e  9 4  up P e t e s  C o u l e e .  I f  n o t  
f o r  t h e  access i s s u e ,  recreation p o t e n t i a l  
could be considered h i g h  f o r  any number of 
endeavors i n c l u d i n g  h u n t i n g ,  h i k i n g ,  
r i d i n g  and c a m p i n g .  

[ N l  

[ N  ]  

[ N l  

[ N  ]  
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IV. F I N D I N G  

25. ALTERNATIVE SELECTED: 

26. SIGNIFICANCE OF POTENTIAL IMPACTS: The disturbances from the pipeline 
installation are short-term, depending on 
revegetation success. The Land Use License 
will address this pipeline reclamation with 
the possibility of license revocation if 
reclamation is not successful. 

Improved water distribution will affect the 
overall resource in a positive way by 
making water more available to both 
livestock and wildlife, and by alleviating 
pressure in the lowland areas. This should 
have a positive influence on shrub health,. 
and overall wildlife habitats. 

27. Need for Further Environmental Analysis: 

[ 1 EIS [ ] More Detailed EA [ X ] No Further Analysis 

EA Checklist Approved By: t 
Name 

- 
Signature Date ' 1 




