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LEGISTATIVE ENVI RONMENTAL
POLICY OFFICE

ASSESSMENT
Pro jec t  Name:  F iber  op t ic  te lecommunica t ions
c a b l e  i n s t a l l a t i o r : .

Proposed ImplemenLat, ion Date:  Pendinq

Proponen t :  T r i ang le  Te lephone  Coope ra t i ve  f nc . ,  PO  Box  L22O,  Hav re ,  MT .  59501 -

Trma :n r r  Dr r rnnca o f  Ac t . i -on :  Tr iang le  Te lephone Coopera t ive  has  submi t ted  an  easement  app l i caL ion
to  p lace  a  f iber  op t ic  te lecommunica t ion  l ine  on  Sta te  land.

Locat lon :  E% NELI ,  Sec .  2  T33N R15E a n r r r f  r z .  I J i  l 1

I .  PROJECT DEVELOPMENT

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT, AGENCIES, GROUPS OR
INDIVIDUALS COIiI|ACTED: Provide a brief
chronology of the scoping and ongoing
invo lvement  fo r  th is  p ro iec t .

Triangle Telephone Cooperative submitted an
easemenL application Lo the Montana
Department of Natural resources and
Conservat ion (DNRC) Lo p lace a f iber  opt ic
telecommunications l ine on State l-and in
the referenced locat ion.  Tr iangle Telephone
Cooperat ive has contacted Hel- febust  Inc.  ,
the sur face lessee of  the referenced State
t ract ,  concerning the proposed
te lecommunicat ion l - ine insta l fat ion.

2, OTHER GOVERNMENTAI, AGENCIES WITH
.]URISDTCTION, LIST OF PERMITS NEEDED:

The DNRC is the only government agency with
ju r i sd i c t i on  ove r  t h i s  p ro jec t .

3, ALTERNATIVES CONSTDERED: Act ion Al ternat ive:  Grant  permiss ion to the
nr^n^nant- t-n insl61]f a tel-ecommunication
l-ine on State land in the referenced
loca t i on .

No Act.ion Alternative: Deny the proponent
permiss ion to insta l l -  a  Lelecommunicat ion
l ine on State land in the referenced
loca t i on .



TMPACTS ON THE PHYSICAL ENVIRONME}fiT

Act ion  A l te rna t ive :  The so i l s  w i th in  the
proposed pro jecL  area  cons is t  o f  loams and
c lay / loams.  f f  the  proponent  i s  a l lowed to
ins ta l l  the  communica t ion  l ine  some so i l s  w i l l
h e  d i s n l a c c d  a n d  1 - h e r e  i s  1 - h e  n o f c n t . i a l  f o r

so i l  compact ion  to  occur .  The proponenL w i l l  be

reguired to put back any displaced soi l  and
const ruc t ion  ac t iv i t ies  w i l l  on ly  be  a l fowed
when t.he soi l  i -s drv or frozen.

No Actj-on Al-ternative: There wil l  be no impacts
to  the  so i l s  under  th is  a l te rna t ive .

4. GEOLOGY AND SOIL QUALITY, STABILITY AND
MOISTURE:  Are  f rag i le ,  compact ib le  o r
unstable soi ls presenL? Are there unusual
- ^ ^ 1  ^ - r  ^  t - - - ' r r e s ?  A r e  t h e r e  s o e c i a lY s u r u y r u  r c d L u _  _ _  .

reclamat ion considerat ions ?

Act ion  A lLernat iwe:  The proposed

telecommunications 1j-ne wj-11- go through Coal
Coulee, which runs water at certain t imes of
the \/eer ' lhe nrononent wil l  not be al lowed to
instal l  the l ine during wet. or muddy
cond i t ions .

No Ac t ion  A lLernat i -ve :  There  w i l l  be  no  impacts

to  water  resources  under  th is  a l te rnaL ive .

5. WATER QUALTTY, QUANTITY AND DISTRIBUTION:
Are i-mport.ant surface or groundwaLer resources

n r e s F n f "  T s  f h e r e  n o t e n i i a l  f o r  r r i o l a t i o n  o f

amlcient water gual i ty standards, drinking water
maxi-mum conLaminant levels, or declradation of
water qual i t .y?

Action Alternative: During the construction
phase o f  the  proposed pro jec t ,  some dus t  w i l l

be  c rea ted  by  the  ac t iv i t ies .

No Ac t ion  A l te rnaL ive :  There  v r i11  be  no  impacts

to  the  a i r  qua l i t y  under  th is  a l te rna t ive  '

6 .  A IR QUALITY '  Wi I l  po l lu tan ts  o r
n e r l -  i  o r r l  a 1 .  a  h a  n r n d r r n a d ?  T <  t - h a  n r ^ ' i a d l -

i n f luenced by  a i r  gua l i t y  regu la t ions  or
zones  (C lass  I  a i rshed)  ?

.7. VEGETATION COVER, QUANTITY AND QUALITY:
Wil l  vegetative communit ies be permanently
altered? Are any rare plants or cover
t.)pes present?

Action Alternati-ve: The ProPosed
te lecommunica t ion  l ine  w i l l  c ross  range land

tha t  cons is ts  ma in ly  o f  na t ive  vegeta t ion  w i th

some tame grasses  present .  The vegeta t ion

wi th in  the  pro jec t  cor r j -dor  w i l l  be  d is tu rbed

but  w i l l  reg ;enera te  na tura l l y .

No Ac t ion  A l - te rna t ive :  The vegeLat ion  w i l l  no t
h e  i m n a e t c d  r r n d c r  t h i s  a l - t e r n a t i v e .



I I .  ]MPACTS ON THE PHYSICAL ENVTRONMENT

Act ion  Af te rna t ive :  The proposed pro jec t  a rea

is  no t  loca ted  near  any  know cr i t i ca l  hab i ta t
t - \ m c s  f o r  w i - l d l i f e  s n c c i e s  H o w e v e r ,  i f  t h e

proposed project is approved, any wildl i fe
within the project area may be disturbed by

cons t ruc t i -on  ac t iv i t ies .  Anv  d is tu rbances  w i l l

be temporary.

No Ac t ion  A l te rna t ive :  There  w i l l  be  no  impacts
f n  u r i - l d l  i f e  s n e n i e s  o r  h a b i t a t  u n d e r  t h i s

a l t e r n a t i v e .

8. TERRESTRIAL, AVIAN AND AQUATIC LIFE AND
IIABITATS: Is there substantial use of the area
bv  impor tan t  w i1d1 i fe ,  b i rds  o r  f i sh?

Act ion  A l te rna t ive :  The proposed pro jec t  a rea

contains no known unique, endangered, fragi le

or l imited environmental resources.

No Actj-on Alternative: There wil l  be no impacts

to the environmental resources under this

a l t e r n a t i v e .

9. UNIQUE, ENDANGERED, FRAGILE OR LIMITED
ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES: Are any federally
l isted threatened or endangered species or
ident i f ied  hab i ta t  p resent?  Any  wet lands?

Q c n q i  f  i  r r o  Q n a a i  a c  ^ r  Q n a a i  e <  n f  < n a n i  a ' l

concern?

Act ion  A l te rna t ive :  The proposed pro jec t  s i te

was inspected by DNRC personnel and no

h is to r ica l  o r  a rchaeo log ica l  s i tes  were

observed. The State Archaeologist has been

contacted regarding the proposed project and is

conf ident  tha t  compl iance w i th  the  Ant iqu i t ies
Act has been achieved.

No Ac t ion  A l te rna t ive :  No impacts  to  h is to r ica l

o r  a rchaeo log ica l  s i - tes  w i l l  occur  under  th ls

a lLerna t ive .

10. HISTORICAL AND ARCI{AEOLOGICAI SITES: Are
any  h is to r ica l ,  a rchaeo log ica l  o r
n a l  e o n j -  o l  n o i  c a - l  r c s o r r r c c s  n r c s e n t ?

Act ion  A l te rna t ive :  The pro jec t  s i te  i s  loca ted

in a ruraf area of Hi l l  County and is not

v i s i b l e  t o  t h e  g e n e r a l  p u b l i c .  T h e  p r o j e c t  w i l l

have no  long te rm impacts  to  the  aes the t ic
va lues  assoc ia ted  w i - th  the  Sta te  land invo lved

w i L h  t h i s  p r o j e c t .

No Ac t ion  A l te rna t ive :  There  wou ld  be  no

impacts  to  the  aes the t ics  assoc ia ted  w i th  the
f  ^ - r  . , - t ^ -  L L I  ^  ^ -

u l l r p  r , - ' o J  e c c  .

J-I.  A.EjSI.HE'I ' -LCS: Is Erte prolect on a proml-nent
topograph ic  fea ture?  Wi l l  i - t  be  v is ib le
f rom popu la ted  or  scen ic  a reas? Wi l f  there
be excess ive  no ise  or  l iqh t?



III. IMPACTS ON THE HUMAN POPULATION

POTENTIA], IMPACTS AND MITTGATION MEASURES

1,4. HUMAN HEALTH AND SAFETY: Will t.his
nro- i  e . f  adr i  to  hea l th  and Saf  e tv  r i  sks  i  n
t.he area?

Act ion  A l te rna t ive :  Dur j -ng  the  ins ta l la t ion  o f

the  te lecommunica t ion  1 ine ,  there  w i l l -  be  some
human health and safety r isks. The employer and

employees  ident i f y  Lhe hea l th  and sa fe ty  r i sks

as  occupat iona l -  hazards .

No Action Alternative: There would be no
impacts to human healLh or safety under this

a l te rna t ive .

15. INDUSTRTAL, COMMERCIAL AND AGRICULTURAL
ACTIVITIES AND PRODUCTION: Wi l l  the
p ro j ec t .  add  t o  o r  a l t e r  t hese  ac t . i v i t i e s?

Act i -on  a l te rna t ive :  The ins ta l - la t ion  o f  the
telecommunication l- ine wil l  not impact
indus t r ia l ,  commerc ia l  o r  agr icu l tu ra l
a c t i v i L i e s  i n  t h i s  a r e a .

No Action Alternative: There would be no

impacts  to  the  agr icu l tu ra l  ac t i v i t les  under
th is  a l te rna t ive .

I I IMPACTS PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

1"2. DEMANDS ON ENVIRONMENTAI, RESOURCES OF
LAND, WATER, ArR OR ENERGY: Wi-l l  the
pro jec t  use  resources  tha t  a re  l - im i ted
the area? Are there other act ivi t i -es
nearby  tha t  w i l l  a f fec t  the  pro jec t?

Act ion  A l - te rna t ive :  The pro jec t  w i l l  p lace  no
demands on environmental resources of land,
water ,  a i r  o r  energy .

No Action Alternative: There would be no
impacts to the environmental resources of 1and,
wat.er, air or energy under this alternative.

13. OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS PERTTNENT TO
THE AREA: Are t.here other studies, plans or
p r o i e c t s  o n  t h i s  t r a c t ?

Action Alternative: There are no other known
stud ies ,  p1ans ,  o r  p ro jec ts  occur r ing  on  the
^ + - r ^  l  - - l
D  L A  L C  ! A l l U  .

No Action Afternative: There are no other known
stud ies ,  p lans ,  o r  p ro jec ts  occur r ing  on  the
< t -  a t .  o  

- l  
= n d



Act ion  A l - te rna t ive :  The proposed pro jec t  wou ld
help secure continued employment for workers
a m n l  n r r a A  1 - r r r  f  h o  n r ^ n ^ n a n t

No Action Alternative: There would be no
impacts  to  the  quant iLy  and d is t r ibu t ion  o f

emDlovment under this alternative.

1-6. QUANTITY AND DISTR]BUTION OF EMPLOYMENT:
Wi l  

- l  
t .  ha  nro icc t -  . rea f  F  morzF or  a  l  im ina t .e

i o b s ?  I f  s o ,  e s t i m a t e d  n u m b e r .

L7. LOCAL AND STATE TAX BASE AND TAX
REVENUES:  Wi l l  the  pro jec t  c rea te  o r
el- imi-nate tax revenue?

Ac t i - on  A l t e rna t i ve :  S ta te  and  l oca l  t ax  r evenue

w i l l  no t  be  a f f ec ted .

No  Ac t i on  A l - t e rna t i ve :  S ta te  and  l - oca l  t ax

revenue  w i l - 1  no t  be  a f f ecLed .

Act ion  Af te rna t . i ve :  The pro jec t  w i l l  p lace  no

demands for government services.

No Action Alternative: There would be no
i-mpacts on government services under this
a l te rna t ive .

18. DEMAND FOR GOVERNMENT SERVICES: Wil l
subs tan t ia f  t ra f f i c  be  added to  ex is t ing
roads? Wi l -1  o ther  serv ices  ( f i re
p r o t e c t i o n ,  p o l i c e ,  s c h o o l s .  e t c )  b e
needed?

Act j -on  A l te rna t ive :  The pro jec t  w i l l  no t  impact

loca11y adopted envi-ronmental plans and goals '

No Action Alternative: There would be no

impacts to 1oca11y adopted environmental plans

and qoals under this al-ternat, ive.

19. LOCALLY ADOPTED ENVIRONMENTAI PLANS AND
GOALS: Are t.here State, County, City,
USFS,  BLM,  Tr iba l ,  e tc .  zon lng i  o r
manaqement plans in effect?

Act ion  A l te rna t ive :  The pro jec t  w i l - l -  no t  impact

Lhe hunting: recreational values associated with

the  Sta te  1and.

No Action Afternative: There woul-d be no

i-mpacts to the hunting recreational values
assoc ia ted  w i th  the  fand under  th is
a l te rna t i ' fe .

20. ACCESS TO AND QUALITY OF RECREATIONAL AND
WILDERNESS ACTfVITIES: Are wil-derness or
recrea t iona l  a reas  nearby  or  accessed
through th is  t rac t?  Is  there  recrea t iona l
po ten t ia l  w i th in  the  t rac t?

21. DENSITY AND DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATTON AND
HOUSING:  Wi l l  the  pro jec t  add to  the
populat ion and require addit ional housing?

Act ion  A l te rna t ive :  The pro jec t  w i l l  no t  impact

the density and distr ibution of the populat ion
and housing in this rural area.

No Action Alternative: There would be no
impacts to the density and distr ibution of the
popu la t ion  and hous ing  under  th is  a l te rna t ive .

Ac t ion  A l le rna t ive :  The pro jec t  w i l - l  no t  impact

the social structures of t ,he loca1 communit ies -

No Ac t ion  A l te rna t ive :  There  w i l l  be  no  impacts

to  the  soc i -a l  s t ruc tu res  under  th is
a l te rna t ive .

22. SOCIAL STRUCTURES AND MORES: Ts some
dis rup t ion  o f  na t ive  or  t rad i t iona l
l i fes ly les  o r  communi t ies  poss ib le?



23. CULTURAL UNIQUENESS AND DIVERSITY: Wi-I l
the  ac t ion  cause a  sh i f t  in  some un ique
qua l i t y  o f  the  area?

Act ion  A l te rna t ive :  The pro jec t  w i l - l -  no t  impact
the  cu l tu ra l  un iqueness  and d ivers i ty  o f  the
l a n d .

No Action Alternative: There would be no
i-mpacts to the cul-tural uniqueness and
diversi-ty under this al-ternative.

24. OTHER APPROPRIATE SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC

CIRCUMSTANCES:

Act ion  A l te rna t ive :  the  new te lecommunica t ion
l ines  w i l l  p rov ide  a  be t te r  communica t ion
sys tem to  peop le  who l i ve  in  the  area .

No Action Al-ternative: There would be
impacLs to the social and economic
c i rcumst .ances  under  th is  a l te rna t ive .

{fuF  A  f - h a n k l  i  c t -  D r a n a r o d  P r r .

#D^rc, Z,/z|/agv
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25. ALTERNATIVE SELECTED: "'crfri
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26.  SIGNIF]CANCE OF POTENTIAL ]MPACTS:
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