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DNRC.Trust LandManagernent Oivigion

CH'EC I ENVIRONM.ENTAL
Project Name: Natural gas pipeline. Proposed lmplementation Date: March 6, 2008

Proponent: Bear Paw Energy l.LC, 27oo Lincoln Avenue sE, sidney, Montana 59270

Type and Purpose of Action: Bear Paw Energy LLC has made a Land Use License application to place a4 inch poly natural
gas pipeline on State land. The gas pipeline will start at lntercepto r 1-17H well site and extend across the N2NW4,
5W4NE4 a distance of yl rods. The pipeline will then be attached to an existing natural eas pioeline.

Location: N2NW4, NW4NE4, Sec. '16 Twp. 29N Rge. 59E County: Roosevelt

I. PROJECT DEVELOPMENT

].. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT, AGENCIES, GROUPS OR
IIIDIVIDUALS CONTACTED: provj-de a brief chronologry
of the scoping and ongoing involvement for this
prol  ect  .

Bear Paw Energry LLC has made a Larrd Use License
appl icats ion to p lace a 4 inch poly p ipel ine on State
land. Bear Paw Energy LLC has cont.acted the surface
owner concerning t .he gas l ine project ' .

2. OTHER GOVERNMENTAI AGENCIES WITH .]URISDTCTION,
IJIST OF PERMTTS NEEDED:

The other giovernment agencies with jurisdiction for
th is project  are the Montana Board of  Oi1 and Gas.

3. AITERNATIVES CONSIDERED: Action Alternative: Grant a Land Use License to Bear
Paw Energy LLC to construct a 4 inch natural gas
pipel ine on State land.

No Act ion Ai ternat ive:  Deny a permit  to Bear paw
Energ-y LLC to construct a 4 inch natural gas pipeline
ort  State land.

r I IMPACTS ON THE PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

POTENTIAL IMPACTS

4. GEOLOGY AND SOIL QUAIITY, STABITITY AND
MOISTURE: Are f ragi le,  compact ib le or  unstab]e
soi ls  present? Are lhere unusual  qeoloqic
fealures? Are there specia i  recla i rat io i
considerat ions ?

Act ion Al ternat j -we: This type of  project  wi l l  impact
the soi ls  on the gas pipel ine rouEe. The impacts are
minimal and the pipeline route will continue to
prod.uce native rangel-and vegetation. The area of
irnpact may requj-re reseedj-ng of the native grass
species,  depending on the surface soi l  impacts f rom
l - l r a  n i n p l  i r a  i n c f n ' l l a r i n n  a m r i ^ f t 6 n f

No Action Alternative: There will be no impact.s to
the soi ls  on the land under th is a l ternat ive.

5. WATER QUALITY, QUAI\nrTy AND DISTRIBUTION: Are
important surface or groundwater resources
present.? Is th.ere potent ia l  for  v io lat ion of
arnbient water quality standard.s, drinking water
maxamum contaminant lewels, or degradation of
water qual icy?

Act ion Al ternat ive:  The project  w. i l l  have no impacts
on the water quafity, quantj-ty and distribution
associated wi th th is t ract  of  state l -and.

No Act ion Al ternat i -ve:  There wi l l  be no impacts to
water resources under th is a l ternat ive.

5.  AIR QUALTTY: Wi l l  pol- lutants or  part iculate be
produced? Is the
qual i ty  regrulat io a

Action Alternatiwe: The project wiltr have no impacts
on the air qualJ-ty of the land involwed with the
p r o j e c t .

No Action Alternatj-ve: There will be no j.mpacts to
the ai r  qual i ty  under th is a l ternat ive.
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IMPACTS ON THE PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

VEGETATTON COVER. eUAI\ItITy AND eUALITY: Will
vegetatl_ve conmunities be permanently al_tered?
Are any rare plants or cover types present?

Actj-on Alternative: The nalura1 gas pipeline
installation will- irnpact the vegetation on the
pipel ine route.  I f  the area of  impact  does not
recla im from exist ing seed sources.  The dr i l l ing
company wil-l reclaim the pipeline route with a
mixture of  nat ive g ' rass species.

No Act ion Al- ternat iwe:  There wi l l  be no impacts to
the vegetat ion under th is a l ternat ive.

8. TERRESTRIAT, AVIAN AND AQUATIC LIFE AND
HABITATS: Is there substant ia l  use of  the area
by important  wi1d1i fe,  b i rds or  f ishz

Act ion Al ternat ive:  This t lpe of  act iv i ty  wi l l
disturb the habitat t)4)es on the st.ate 1and. The area
of impact is smal1 in scope and there will be minimal
j-mpacts to the hrildlife and upland bird resources of
the area.

No Act ion ALternat ive:  There wi l l  be no impacts to
the wi ld l i fe habi tat  resources associated vr i th the
Land under this alternati-ve.

q INTTATTF Ft rhNNI^EDf^urlrvu./ urururuERED, FRAGfLE OR IJIMITED
ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES: Are any federally
listed threatened or endangered lpeci-es or-
ident i f ied habi tat  present i  Any ioet lands?
Sensi t ive Species or  Species of  specia l  concern?

Act ion Al ternat ive:  The project  area contains no
known unique/ endangered, fragile or limited
environmental resources.

No Action Al-ternative: There will be no i-mpacts to
the envi-ronmental resources under this alternatiwe.

1-0. HISTORICAI AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES: ArF ^n\/
hi s t or i c aI . arcllaeo I os:i.J ;; ;iu-";o i ;;; J''
resources present?

Action Alternative: There are no known historical or
archaeological si.tes on the areas to be irnpacted by
this project .  The state land was inspected by Randy
Dirkson, Land Use Specialist, and it was determined
that t.he area of impact contained no known historical
or  archaeological  s i tes.

No Action Alternative: There vrould be no f,mpacEs Eo
histor ical  or  archaeological  s i tes under th is
af ternat ive

rJ_. A-rr.;s'1,H.-Ei,.t,1CS: Is the project on a proml_nent
topographic feature? Wi l l  i t  be v is ib le f rom
populated or scenic areas? Wi.1l there be
excessive noise or  l lght?

Acl ion Al ternat ive:  The projecE s i te is  located in a
rural  area and is  v is ib le to the general  publ- ic .  A
county road is  located to the east  of  the projecc
si te.  The project  wi l l -  have no impacts to the
aesthet ic  values associated wi th the state land
involved wi th th is project .

No Action Alternative: There would be no impacts t.o
the aesthet ics associated wi th the land under th is
p ro j  ec t .

L2. DEMANDS ON ENVIRONMEIilIAI, RESOURCES OF ],AND,
WATER. AIR OR ENERGy: Wil_l the project use
resources that are limited in the area? Are
there other actj_viti-es nearby that wi]1 affect
l - h o  h r ^ i a ^ f 2

Action Alternative: The project will place no demands
on environmental resources of 1and, wlter, air or
energ-y.

No Action Alternatj-ve: There would be no impacts to
the environmental resources of lald, water, air or
energy under th is a lcernat ive.

13. O9HER ENVIRONMENTA! DOCUMENTS PERTINENT TO THE
AREA; Are there other studies,  p lans or  projects
on th is t ract?

Act ion Al ternat ive:  The pipel ine insla l l -at ion wi l l
not  impact  o lher projects or  p lans that  may be
occurri-ng on the state l-and.

No Action Alternative: There would be no impacts to
the plans,  studies or  other projects on the land
under th is a-Lternat ive.

III. IMPACTS ON THE HUMAN POPULATION

POTENTIAIJ IMPACTS AND MITTGATION MEASURES

HIIMAN HEAITH AND SAFETY;
to  hea l th  a I ]d  sa fe ty  r i sks

Wil l  th is project  add
in the area?

Act ion Af ternat ive;  The
various human health and

pipel ine insta l lat ion has
safety r isks.  The employer
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and employee identj-fy the health and safetsy risks as
occupacional  hazards.

No Actj.on Alternative: There would be no impacts to
human heaLth or safety und.er this alternaliwe.

15. INDUSTRIAL, COMMERCIAT AND AGRICULTURAL
ACTIVITTES AND pRODUCTION: Will the projec! add
to or  a l - ter  these act iv i t ies?

Act i -on al ternat ive:  The project  wi l l  hawe no impacts
to the agr icul turaL act iv i t ies that  are occurr ing on
the 1and. The area of impact is nbtive rang'eland for
l ivestock grazingi .  I f  deemed necessary the
reclamat ion of  the project  area wi l l  be accompl lshed
1 - l r  f h a . ^ h l i ^ . h t s

No Action Alternative: There would be no impacts to
lhe agr icul tural  act iv i t ies under th is a l ternat ive.

1-6. QUAN"ITY AND DISTRIBUTTON OF EMpLOyMENT: Wil_l
the project  create,  move or e l iminate iotrs:  Tf
so/  est imated number.

Act ion Al- ternat ive:  The project  wi l - l  not  impact  the
quantity and distribution of employment.

No Action Al-ternative; There woul-d be no j_mpacts to
the guantlty and d.istribution of employment under
th is a l ternat ive.

1,7. LOCAI, AND STATE TAX BASE AND TAX
REVENUES: Wi l l  the project  create or  e l iminate
tax revenue?

Act i -on Al ternat ive:  The project  may create addi t ional
tax revenue for Roosevelt Countv.

No Action Alternative: There would be no impacts to
the 1oca1 and state tax base under this alternaEive.

18. DEMAND FOR GOVERNIIEIil| SERVICES: Will
substant ia l  t raf f i -c  be added to exist ing roads?

Wil l -  other serv ices ( f i re protect ion,  pol ice,
schools,  etc)  be needed.?

Act ion Al ternat ive:  The project  wi l l  p lace no demands
for g.owernment services.

No Action Alternative: There would be no impacts for
goverrrment services under this alternatiwe.

19. LOCATLY ADOPTED ENVIRONMENTA], PIJANS AND GOAIS:
Are there Scate,  County,  Ci ty,  USFS, BLM,

Tribal, etc, zonj_ng or management. plans in
e f  f ec t  ?

Act ion Al ternat ive:  The projecr  wi l l  not  impact
loca11y adopted environmental plans and goal_s.

No Action Alternative: There would be no impacts to
locally adopted environmental plans and goals under
th is a l ternat ive.

20. ACCESS TO AND QUALITY OF RECREATIONAL AND
WILDERNESS ACTIVITIES; Are wilderness or
recreationa1 areas nearby or accessed through
this t ract? Is there recreat ional  potent ia l_
withi.n the tract?

Act ion Al ternat ive:  The project  wi l l  not  impact  the
hunt ing recreat ional  values associated wi th the State

No Action Alternative; There would be no impacts
the hunt ing recreat ional  values associated wi th
land under this alternati-ve.

the

2\. DENSITY AND DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION AND
HOUSING: Wil-l the project add t.o the population
and require additional housincr?

Act ion ALternat ive:  The project  wi l l  nor impact  the
densj-ty and distribution of the populat.ion and
housing on this rural area.

No Action Alternative: There would be no impacts to
the density and distri-butj_on of the population and
housing under this alternative

22. SOCIAI STRUCTURES AND MORES: Is some
d i c n r n r i n n  a F  - .s r e r u y u r v '  u r  u d . t i v €  o r  t r a d i t i o n a l  L i f e s t v l e s
or  communi t ies  poss ib le?

Act ion Al ternat ive:  The project  wi l l  not  impact  the
socia l  s t ructures of  the l -ocal  communit ies,

No Action Al-ternative: There will be no impacts to
the socia l  s t ructures under th is a l ternacrve.

23. CULTURAT UNIQUENESS AND DTVERSITY: Will the
actJ-on cause a shi f t  in  some unique qual i ty  of
t s h a  r r a ^ "

Act ion Al ternat ive:  The project  wi l - f  not  impact  the
cultural uniqueness and diwersity of the 1and.

No Action Alternative: Ttrere would be no impacts to
the cul-tural uniqueness and diversj-ty under this
a i t e rna t i ve .

24. OTHER APPROPRIATE SOCIAI, AND ECONOMIC
CIRCWSTANCES:

Act ion Al ternat . ive:  The project  provides some
economic benefit to the loca1 community businesses
that supply products to the company t.hat will be
' i n s t a l  I  i n o  t h e  n : f l r r ^ 1  n r <  n i n a l  i n a

Y q e  y f v s 4 : 1 1 s .



No Action Alternatj-ve: There urould be no impacts
the social and economic circumstances under this
al ternat ive.
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EA Checkl is t  Prepared By:

EA Checkl isc Approved By:

D a t e :

rV. FINDING

25. A],TERNATIVE SELECTED: Action Alternative: Grant a lrand Use License to Bear
Paw Energ:y LLC to instalf a 4 inch natural g'as
pipel ine on th is t ract  of  State 1ald.

25. SIGNTFICANCE OF POTENTIAL IMPACTS: The project will have no significant impacts to the native rangeland
natural resources on the State land.

27 . Need for FurEher Environmental Analysis:

[  ]  EIS [  ]  More Detai led EA t  Xl  No Furrher Analysis




