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Project Name: Fiber optic telecommunj.cations
cable instal lat ion.

Proposed Implementatj.on Date: Pending

Proponent :  T r iang le  Te lephone Coopera t ive  Inc . ,  PO Box !220,  Havre ,  MT,  59501

Tlpe and Purpose of Aclion: Triangle Telephone Cooperative has submj-tted an easement application
to place a f iber optic teleconrmunication l ine on State 1and.

Locat ion:  NEa/ASE%, Sec.  17 T35N RL5E County: Hill

I. PROJECT DEVELOPMENT

].. PUBI,IC IIWOL\rSMEIff, AGENCIES, GROUPS OR
INDIVIDUAIrS COIC|ACTED: Provide a brief
chronology of the scoping and ongoing
involvement for this project.

Triangle Telephone Cooperative submitted an
easement application to the Montana
Department of Natural resources and
Conservation (DNRC) to place a fiber optic
teleconrnunications line on State land in
the referenced location. Triangle Telephone
Cooperative has contacted Rod & Ira
McClenahan, the surface lesgees of tkre
referenced State tract, concerning the
proposed telecommunication l ine.

2. OgI{ER GOVERNME"}flTAL AGENCIES WITII
,JtRISDICTION, LIST OF PERMITS NEEDED:

The DNRC is the only g'overnment ag'ency w5-th
jur isd ic t ion over  th is  pro ject .

3 . AI,TERNA,TIVES CONSIDERED: Action Alternative: Grant permission to ghe

proponent to install a telecommunication
line on St,ate land in the referenced
locat ion.

No Action Alternative: Deny the proponent
permis3ion to install a telecommunication
line on State land in the referenced
locat ion.



II. IMPACTS ON TTIE PIfYSICAL ENVIRONMEICI

POTEIVTIAL IMPACTS

Action Alternative: The soi ls within the
proposed project area consist of Ioams. I f  the
proponent is allovted to install the
communication line some soils will be displaced

and there is the pot.ential for soil compaction
t,o occur. The proponent wil l  be required to put

back any displaced soi l  and construction
activi t ies wi-I l  onlv be al lowed when the soi l

is dry or frozen.

No Action Alternatiwe: There wil l  be no impacts

t,o t ,he soi ls under this alternative.

4. GEOTJOGY AI{D SOIL QUALITY, STABIITITY AND
MOISTURE: Are fragi.1e, compactible or
unstable soils present? Are there unusual
geoJ-ogic features? Are t.here speci-al-
reclamation considerat i.ons ?

Action Alternative: The proposed project wi l l

have no i-mpacts on water quality, quantity or

di-str ibution in the area.

No Action Alternal ive: There wil l  be no impacts

to water resources under this alternative.

5. WATER QUALITY, OUAIVTITY AND DISTRIBI]IIION:
Are important surface or groundwater resources

present? Is there potential for violat ion of
ambient waber guality standards, drinking water
maximum contaminant levels, or d.egradation of
wat,er guality?

Action ALternative: During: the construction
phase of the propoeed project, some dust wi.11

be created by the activi t ies.

No Actj-on Alternative: There i,ci11 be no impacts
to the air qual i ty under this alternative.

6. AIR QUALITY: Wil l  pol lutants or
part iculate be produced? Is the project
inf luenced by air qual i ty regulat ions or
zones (Class I airshed) ?

Action Alternative: The proposed

t,elecommunj-cation line will cross range land

that consists mainly of native vegetation with

some tame grasses. The wegetation within the

project corr idor wi l l  be disturbed. The

veg'etat ion wil l  regenerate natural ly.

No Action Alternative: The vegetatj-on wil l  not

be impacted under thls alternative.

7 . VEGETATION CO\|ER, QUA}TTITY AITTD QUALITY:
Will vegetatiwe communities be permanently
altered? Are any rare plants or cover
t14)es present?



II. IMPACTS ON TI{E PITYSICAJ. EIWIRONMEMT

8. TERRESTRIAL, AVIAN AND AQUATTC IJIFE AND
HABITATS: Is there substantial use of the
area by irportant wi1d1ife, birds or f ish?

Action Alternative: The proposed project area
is not located near anrr known critical habitat
t)4)es for wi ldl i fe species. However, i f  the
proposed project is approved, any wildlj-fe aear
the project area may be disturbed by
const.ruct ion acti .vi t ies. Any disturbances wil l
be temporary.

No Action Alternative: There will be no i-mpacts
to wil"dl i fe species or habitat under this
alternative.

9. LINIQUE, ENDANGERED, FRAGILE OR IJIMTTED
ENVIRONMEIqrAIJ RESOURCES: Are any federally
listed threatened or endangered species or
identi f ied habitat present? Any wetlands?

Sensit ive Species or Species of special
nnn no  rn  2

AcEion Alt.ernative: The proposed project area
contains no known unique, endangered, fragile
or l imited environmental resourceg,

No Action Alternative: There wil-1 be no impacts
to the environmental resources under this
alternati .ve.

Action Alternative: The proposed project si te
was inspected by DNRC personnel and no
historical or archaeological sj-tes were
observed. The State Archaeologist has been
contacted regarding the proposed project and is

confident t,hat compliance with the Antiguities
Act has been achieved regarding this proposed

No Action Alternative: No impacts to historj .cal
or archaeological si tes wilL occur under this

alternative.

10. HISTORICAI AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES: Are
any historical,  archaeolog' ical or
paleontological resources present?

Action Alternative: The project si te is located

in a rural area of Hill County and is not

visible to the general publ ic. The project wi l l

have no long term impacts to t.he aesihetic
walues associated with the state land involved
wi th  th is  p ro jec t .

No Action Alternat,i.ve: There would be no

impacts to the aesthetics aesociated with the

land under this project.

LL. AESTI{ETICS: Is the project on a prominent,
topographic feature? Wil l  i t  be visible
from populated or scenic areas? Wil l  there
be excessive noise or l iqht?



II. IMPACTS ON TI{E PI{YSICAL EIWIRONMEMT
T2. DEMANDS ON ENVIRONMEICIAL RESOURCES OF

LAND, WATER, AfR OR ENERGY: Will the
project use resources that are l imited in
the area? Are there other act ivi t ies
nearby that wj-I1 affect the project?

Action Alternative: The project wi l l  pLace no
demands on environmental resources of land,
water, aj-r or energy.

No Action Alternative: There would be no
impacts to the environmental resources of land,
rrater, air or energy under this alternative.

].3. OTI{ER ENVIRONME}TIAL DOCUMEI TS PERTINENT TO
THE AREA: Are there other studj-es, plans or
projects on this tract?

Action Alternative: Hi l l  County Electr ic has an
easement for overhead power distribution in the
vicinity of the proposed f iber optic l ine. Hi l l
County electric was informed of the proposed
project and had no concerns.

No Action Alternative: There are no ot,her known

studj-es, plans, or projects occurring on the

state 1and.

III. IMPACTS ON TITE }II]MAN POPI'IJATION

POTENTIAIJ IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASIJRES

Aciion Alternative: During the instal lat ion of

the teleconrnunication l ine, there wil l  be some

human health and safety risks. The employer and

employees identify the healLh and safety rj-sks

as occupational hazards.

No Action Alternatiwe: There would be no

impacts to human health or safety under this

alternative.

t4. HUMAN HEALTI{ AND SAFETY: Will this
project add to health and safety r j .sks in
the area?

Action alternative: The instal lat ion of Lhe

Lelecommunication l ine wil l  not impact
industr ial,  commercial or agricultural
act ivi t ies in thrs area.

No Action Alternative: There would be no

impacts to the agricultural act ivi t iee under
this alternative.

L5. INDUSTRIAL, COMMERCIAL AND AGRICULTURAL
ACTMTfES AND PRODUCTION: Will the
pro jec t  add to  o r  a lLer  these ac t iv i t ies?



].5. QUAM|ITY AND DISTRIBUTION OF EMPLOYMEI{T:
Wil l  the project create, move or eLiminate
jobs? I f  so ,  es t imated  number .

Action Alternative: The proposed project would
help secure continued employment for workers
employed by the proponent.

No Action Alternative: There would be no
lmpacts to the quanti ty and distr ibution of
employment under this alternative.

T7. LOCAI AND STATE TAX BASE AIiID TAX
REVENUES: Wil l  the project create or
eliminate t,ax revenue?

Action Alternative: State and locaI tax revenue
wi l l  no t  be  a f fec ted .

No Action Alternative: State and local- tax
revenue wil l  not be affected.

18. DEMAND FOR GOVERNI4EMr SERVICES: Will
substantial traff ic be added to exist ing
roads? Wil l  other services (f ire
pro tec t ion ,  po l i ce ,  schoo ls ,  e tc )  be
needed?

Action Alternative: The project nt i l1 place no
demands for government services.

No Action Alternative: There would be no

impacts on government services under this
alternative.

.J.9. IJOCAILY ADOPTED ENVIRONMEITfrTA], PLANS AND
GOAIS: Are there State, County, City,
USFS, BLM, Tribal,  etc. zoning or
management plans l-n effect?

Action Al-ternative: The project wi l l  not impact
Ioca11y adopted environmental plans and goa1s.

No Action Alternative: There would be no

impacts to 1oca11y adopted environmental plans

and goals under this alternatiwe.

20. ACCESS TO AND QUATJITY OF RECREATIONA]' AND
WILDERNESS ACTMTIES: Are wilderness or
recreat,j-onal areag nearby or accegsed
through this tract? Is there recreational
pot,ential within the tract?

Action Alternative: The recreational value i.n

the area of the proposed tel.ecommunication line

is hunting. The instal lat ion of the l ine wil l

not impact the recreational value associated
with the Stat,e Land.

No Action Alternative: There would be no
impacbs to the recreational value associated
with the land under this alLernative.

Action Alternative: The project wi l l  not impact

the density and distribution of the population

and housing in this rural area.

No Action Alternative: There would be no
i-mpacts to the density and distr ibution of the

populat ion and housing under this alternative.

2T. DENSITY AND DISTRIBUTION OF POPI'LATION AND
HOUSING: WiI l  lhe project add to the
population and reguire additional housing?

Action Alternative: The project wi l l  not impact

the social stnrctures of the loca1 communit ies.

No Action Alt,ernative: There wil l  be no impacts

to the social structures under this
alternative.

22. SOCIAL STRUCTIIRES AND MORES: Ig gome

disruption of native or tradit ional
l i festyles or communit ies possible?



23. CI'LTURAL IINIQUENESS AND DIVERSITY: Will
the action cause a shif t  in some unigue
quali ty of the area?

Action Alternative: The project wi l l  not impact
the cullura1 uniqueness and diversity of the
land.

No AcLion Alternative: There would be no
impacts to the cultural uniqueness and
diversity under this alternative.

24. OTTTER APPROPRIATE SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC
CIRCUMSTANCES:

Action Alternative: the new telecommunicati .on
lines will prowide a better conununicat.ion
system to people who l ive in the area.

No Acti.on Alternative: There would be
impacts to the social and economic
circumgtances under this aLternative.

EA Checklist Prepared By: D*.,+4/os
Land Use Special ist

IV.  FINDING L
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