


The landscape consists of rolling hills and plains 
being used primarily for ranching operations and also 
contains several existing oil wells and pipelines. 
The proposed pipelines would be buried and the only 
lasting impacts to aesthetics would be the signs 
marking the pipelines location. Since numerous signs 
marking pipelines already exist in this area, the 
impact from the additional signs would be minimal. 
Increases of noise levels would occur during 
construction and maintenance.   

Action: Signs marking the pipelines’ location would 
be placed on the landscape and slightly impact 
aesthetics. No other impacts to the areas aesthetics 
are anticipated.     

No Action:  No impacts to the areas aesthetics would 
occur.

Action:  No impacts to the demands of environmental 
resources such as land, water, air, and/or energy 
resources are anticipated. 

No Action:  No impacts to the demands of 
environmental resources such as land, water, air, 
and/or energy resources would occur.

Action:  No impacts to studies, plans, and/or 
projects pertinent to this area are anticipated to 
occur. 

No Action:  No impacts to studies, plans, and/or 
projects are anticipated to occur.



The proposed project would create human health and/or 
safety risks associated with the installation and 
maintenance of the pipelines.   

Action:  The employer and employees identify the 
risks associated with the installation of the 
proposed pipelines as occupational hazards.  The 
risks would only be present during installation and 
maintenance of the proposed pipelines. 

No Action:  No impacts to human health and/or safety 
risks would occur.

Nearby activities consist primarily of general 
farming and/or ranching operations. Commercial and 
industrial activities are increasing near the project 
area as a result of the Bakken oil field. 

Action:  The lessee would experience damages in the 
form of temporarily decreased livestock production 
from the reduction in grass production within the 
project area. The decrease in production would be 
mitigated through compensation paid by Hiland 
Operating, LLC to the surface lessee through the 
Settlement of Surface Damages Form process. The 
proposed action would increase both industrial and 
commercial activities and production in the area.   

No Action: action would reduce future potentials for 
industrial, commercial, and/or agricultural 
activities in the area.

Action: No impacts to quantity and/or distribution of 
employment are anticipated. 

No Action:  No impacts to quantity and/or 
distribution of employment would occur.

Action:  The granting of the ROW easements for the 
project would increase the county tax base by adding 
infrastructure. 

No Action:  No impacts to the state tax base and/or 
tax revenues would occur.

Action:  The remote project area would receive a 
temporary increase in traffic levels during 
installation of the pipelines. The increased traffic 
levels would be temporary. No impacts to government 
services are anticipated.  

No Action:  No impacts to the level of demand for 
road use or government services would occur.

Action:  No impacts to local environmental plans and 
goals are anticipated occur as the construction is in 
a remote area. 

No Action:  No impacts to local environmental plans 
and goals would occur.

Action:  No impacts to recreational quality or 
recreational opportunities are anticipated.  

No Action:  No impacts to the quality of recreational 
and wilderness activities would occur.

Action:  No impacts to the density and/or 
distribution of population and housing would occur.   

No Action:  No impacts to the density and/or 
distribution of population and housing would occur.  

Action:  No impacts to the areas social structures, 
native/traditional lifestyles, or communities are 
anticipated to occur. 

No Action:  No impacts social structures, 
native/traditional lifestyles, or communities would 



occur.

Action:  No impacts to the areas cultural uniqueness 
and/or diversity are anticipated to occur. 

No Action:  No impacts to the areas cultural 
uniqueness and/or diversity would occur.
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IV.  FINDING

25.  ALTERNATIVE SELECTED:

26.  SIGNIFICANCE OF POTENTIAL IMPACTS:

27.  Need for Further Environmental Analysis: 
 
     [  ] EIS      [  ] More Detailed EA      [ X] No Further Analysis 






