
CHECKLIST ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT k' 

P r o j e c t .  Name: E u r a l  Gas Well 37 - i  6 . -- 

I m p l e m e n t a t i o n  Da te :  F a l l  2004 
Proponent:Fideli t y E x p l o r a t i o r l  arid Prodi~lct-ion 

- .- 
Type and  Purpose  of A c t i o n :  C o n s t r u c t  -. . . d r i l l l n q  p a ~ ?  - dnd p i t s  

L o c a t i o n a e c t  . 15 TIN K57E - -- County :  C a r t e r  -- 

1. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT, AGENCIES, GROUPS r ~ R  F lrll t y  Explo i  dLlon  r e q u e s t  f o r  r o u t i n e  
INDIVIDWALS CONTACTED: F r  o v l d e  b r l  e I \ N C  I I s ~ t e  ~ n - p ~ r t ~ o n  Kirlor t o  rnovlriq I 

3 .  ALTERNATIVES CONS1 DLXED : None i 

c h r o n o l o q y  of t h e  s c o p i n q  and  onqoinq  equipment o n t o  t h e  r - ) r emises .  

RESOURCE POTF:NT1 AL IMPACTS 

invo lvemen t  t o r  i h i s  p r o j e c t .  

2 .  OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCTES WITH 
JURISDICTION, LlST O F  P E R M I T S  NEEDED: 

I I N - Not P a c s e n t  cr ?do Impnzt will 

Poc] rJ  o i  Oil a n d  G a s  

4 .  GEOLOGY AND SOIL QUALITY, STABIJ.,ITXf 
AND MOISTURE: Are  f r a q s l e ,  c o m p a c t i b l e  
o r  u n s t a b i e  s o i l s  p r e s e n t ?  Are t -he re  
u n u s u a l  geo l -oq ic  f e a t u r e s ?  Are t h e r e  
s p e c i a l  r e c l a m a t i o n  c o n s i d ~ ? r a t i o n s ?  Are 
cumulat l ive i m p a c t s  L i k e l y  t o  o c c u r  a s  a 
r e s u l t  o f  t h i s  p r o p o s e d  a c t i o n ' ?  

5. WATER QUALITY, Q U A N T I T Y  AND 
DISTRIBUTION: Are i m p o r t a n t  s u r f a c e  o r  
g r o u n d w a t e r  r e s o u r c e s  p r e s e n t ?  I s  i h c r e  
p o t e n t i a l  f o r  v i o l a E i o n  o f  ar ,bienL ' i, iater 
< q u a l i t y  s t a n d a r d s ,  d r i n k i n g  w a t e r  
rr~aximurn contaminant l e v e l s ,  o r  
d e g r a d a t i o n  o f  w a t e r  q u a l i t y ?  Are 
c u m u l a t i v e  i m p a c t s  l i k e l y  t o  o c c u r  a s  a 
r e s u l t  of t hi-s p r o p o s e d  a c r i o r i ?  

6 .  A I R  QWALITY: W i l l  p o l l u t a n t s  o r  
p a r t i c u . L a t e  b e  produced '?  I s  t h e  p r o j c r t  
i n f l u e n c e d  b y  a i r  q u a l i t y  r e q u l a i . i o n s  o r  
zones  ( C l a s s  I a l r s h e d )  ? A r e  c u r n u l a r i v e  
i m p a c t s  l i k e l y  t o  o c c u r  a s  a r e s u l t  o f  
t h i s  p r o p o s e d  a c t i o n ?  

Y - 1mpact:s may o c c u r  ( e x p l a i n  be low)  

ii] T r n p o r a r y  damaqc t o  f o r a g e  base on s i t e  
v i l L  o c c u r .  I f  no prcjducing gas i s  found,  
:he s l t r  w i l l  be  rec l ,3 imed and s e e d e d  hack  
r o  n a t i v e  g r a s s e s .  The s i k e  a p p e a r s  t o  
c o l l i a i n  rlo u n ~ l s u ~ ~ l  g e o l o g j  c f e a t r ~ r - e s  . 
Ci.i;r'l;liativc> . impacts  fro111 t!ie pad and p i t  
S l j  ,.t, ~a s h o u i d  be n e g l ~ i . q i b l e .  

I N ]  Tt:e n e a r ~ s t  surface w d t e r  is  an  
i n t e r m i t t e n t  p r a i r i e  p o t  h o l e  approximate-Ly 
o n n - f o u r t h  ( 1 . ; 4 )  of d m i l e  a w a y .  
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11. IMPACTS ON 'TilE E H Y S I C f i A l ,  ENVIKOlli'4ECJT 

7 .  VEGETATION COVER, QUANTITY AND QUAL,TTI : 
Will vegetative corrununities be 
permanently altered? Are any rare 
plants or cover types present? Are 
cumulative impacts likely to occur as a 
result of this proposed action? 

8 .  TERRESTRIAT,,  AVIAN AND AQUATIC L I k ' E  AND 
HABITATS:  is there substantial use ot 
the area by j-inportant wildlife, hi:.-ds or 
fish? Are cumulative impacts likell- t.o 
occur as a result. of this proposed 
action? 

9 .  UNIQUE,  ENDANGERED, FRAGILE OR L I M I T E D  I ] !  
ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES: Are any- 
federally listed threatened or 
endangered species or identified habitat 
present? P.ny wetlands? Sensiitivc 
Species or Species of special concern? 
Are cumulative impacts likely to occur 
as a result of this proposed action? 

10. H I S T O R I C A L  AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL S I T E S :  
Are any historical, archaeological or 
paleontological resources present? 

[N] Contacted Patrick Kennie. No known 
archeolocjic;1!., historic:al. or pale 
ontolnqical lesources known to be present 
c : ~  or rear the si.te. 

1-ikely to occur as a result of this 

in the area? Are there ot-her 
activities nearby that will affecl: t h e  
project? Are curnu!Lative impacts 

tract' Are cumulative impacts 1.i kely 
to occur as a result of other private, 
state or federal. ,actions thar are 
under MXPA review (scoping) o r  
permitting review by any state aqency 
w/n the analysis area? 
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1 4 .  HUMAN HEALTH AND S A F E T Y :  W i l l  t h i s  
p r o j e c t  add t:o h e a l t h  a n d  s a f e t y  r 2 . . s?~s  
i n  t h e  a r e a ?  

1 5 .  INDUSTP TAI, ,  COMMERCIAL AND 
AGRICULTURL,L ACTIL7?T1ES  AND 
PRODUCTION: W i l l  t h e  p r o j e c t  add L r  
o r  a l t e r  t h e s e  a c t i v i t i e s ?  

\ ~ ,  " 1 6 .  QUANTITY P.ND DIS'TRIBUTLOL-! OF , 1 lhc? pr-oii.i;t s i i a l l l t i  ; ~ i i i ?  o r  s u p p i j r ;  
EMPLOYKEN'J : W i l l  t h e  p r o j e c t  c r e d r  e, c-.r:lp l o y m e n t  L r i  t.he ar:c,;j . 
m o v e  o r  e l i m i n a t e  j o b s ?  I f  s o ,  
e s t - i m a t e d  n u m b e r .  A r e  cumulative 
i r n p a c t s  l i k e l y  t o  o c c u r  a s  a r e s u l t  c-,; 
t h i s  proposed a c t i o n ?  

1 7 .  LOCAL AND STATE 'TAX BASE AND 'TAX ! -f] The c ~ r n p l e t e t l  w ~ l l  pro!  ect  w i l l  s u p p o r t  
REVEIJUES: Will I - h e  projei-t  c r e a t e  c r  t - h e  I . o c a l  , and  s t a t r ~  t a x  base a n d  s t a t e  

e l i m i n a t e  t a x  r e v e n u e ?  A r e  c u m u l  aLi7;c. s c k ~ ' s o l  t r u s t .  
i m p a c t s  l i k e l y  t o  o c c u r  a s  a r e s u 1 . t  L>l~ 

t h i s  p r o p o s e d  a c t i o n ?  

18. DEMAND FOR GOVXRNMENT S E R V I C E S :  W i ? i  
s u b s t a r i t i a l  t r a f f i . c  be d(dded t o  
e x i s t i n g  r o a d s ?  W i l l  c t h c r  serv i r . : . : : .  
( f i r e  p r o r z c t i o n ,  p o l j  ce ,  s c h o o l s ,  
,-. L c )  be n e e d e d ?  Are c u m u l a t i v e  

i r n p a c t s  l i k e l y  t o  o c c u r  a s  a  r e s u l t  sr 
t h i s  proposed a c l z i o n ?  

1 9 .  LOCALLY ADOPTED ENVIRONMENTAL PLAN' '??I N o n e  t o  m y  k n o w l e d g e .  
AND GOALS:  A r e  t h e r e  S t a t : e ,  C o T ~ n t v ,  
C i t y ,  USFS, BLM, T r i b a l ,  e t c .  z o n i n g  
o r  m a n a g e m e n t  p l a n s  i n  e f f e c t ?  

20. ACCESS T O  AND 9 U A L I T Y  O F  RECREATIONAL [ N  1 
AND WILDERNESS A C T I V I T I E S :  A r e  
w i l d e r c e s s  o r  r e c r e a t ~ . o n a !  a r e a s  
n e a r b y  o r  a c c e s s e d  tlhrougk! t~his t r d c t ?  
Is t h e r e  r e c r e a i r  i o n a l  p o t e r i t i a l  wi. t r l ;  !~ 

the  t r a c t ?  A r e  c u m u l a t i v e  i n p a c t s  
l i k e l y  t o  o c c u r  a s  a r e s u l t  of t h i s  
proposed a c t i o n ?  

21.. DENSITY AND D I S T R I B U T I O N  O F  FOPULATION IN ]  
AND HOUSING: W i l l  t h e  p r o j e c t  add t o  
t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  and  r e q u i r e   addition^^: 
h o u s i n g ?  A r e  c u m u l a t i v e  i m p a c t s  
l i k e l y  t o  o c c u r  a s  a r e s u l t  of t h i s  
proposed a c t i o n ?  

2 2 .  S O C I A L  STRUCTURES AND MORES: I s  son? [ N ]  
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 ~ i l  
l i f e s t y l e s  o r  communi t i e s  possi-b l e  .? 
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24. OTHER APPROFRZHTE SOCIAL AND KCONOMTC 
CIRCUMSTANCES: is there 71 potential 
for other future uses for easement 
area ot-her than for timber manaqemcnt? 
Is future u~se hypothetical? What i:; 
the estimated return to the trus:'? 
Are cumulative impacts I . i l \ e l y  to cjcci~r 
as a result of this proposed action? 

23. CULTURAL WNIQUENESS AND DIVERSIT.! : 
Will the action cause a shift in some 
unique quality of the area? 

EA Checklist Prepared Ey: Scot i E. C a s s e l  Larid Use S p e c i a l i s t  6:, '1~0/0/1 .. . ~.. 

Name T i t - l e  Date 

I N ]  

1 IV. FINDING 

26. SICNTFZCANCE OF POTENTIAL IMPACT::: 

25. ALTERNATIVE SELECTED: 

Vcry low 

XONE 

27. Need for Further Environmental Ana i ysis : 

1 1 EIS [ j Mor? Cletailed El': [x] Nr; F~crther Analysis 

I 

EA Checklist Approved By: 
Narne 'Ti t l e 




