CHECKLIST ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Project Name: Winifred FTTP Upgrade Project
Proposed

implementation Date: Summer 2015

Proponent; Triangle Communications
Location: S09, T22 N, R20 E, NE4

$27,T22 N, R19 E, S2
$20,T22 N, R20 E, E2NW4, 52

$11, T22 N, R21 E, N2N2

$10, T22 N, R21 E, N2ZNE4, E2NW4, SWANWA

S16, T22 N, R20 E, N2N2, SWANE4, SEANWA

$33, T22 N, R19 E, W2NW4,SEANW4,SWANE4

$32, T22 N, R19 E, E2NE4, SWANE4, S2NW4,N2SW4

S04, T22 N, R21 E, W2SE4

$19, T22 N, R19 F, NEANE4, S2NE4, N2SE4, SWASE4, S25W4
SO7, T22 N, R18 E, SWANE4, N2SE4, NEASW4

$08, T22 N, R18 £, SEANW4A, N2SW4, SWASW4, NWASE4
$16, TI8 N, R17 E, ALL

504, T22 N, R20 E, W2SE4, SE4ASE4

S01, T22 N, R20 £, N2NE4, SEANE4, SE4, E2SW4, SWASW4
S11,T22 N,R18 £, N2SE4

$16, T19 N, RIS E, ALL

516, T20 N, R17 E, W2ZNW, SW

S04, T18 N, R19 E, G LT 4, SWNW, NWSW

$16, T20 N, R16 E, ALL

$27,T23 N, R18 E, SE4ANE4

519, T22 N, R19 E, E2NW4

509, T20 N, R19 E, S25W4, SE4

County: Fergus
Trust: Commaon Schools

___ 1 TYPE AND PURPOSE OF ACTION

Triangle Communications has requested an easement strip twenty feet wide, 10 feet on each side of the
centerline through above said tracts to install and maintain an underground telecommunication cabie. An
overhead communication cable will also span the Missouri river at 23N 18E Sec 27 SE4SE4.

i, PROJECT DEVELOPMENT = =

1. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT, AGENCIES, GROUPS OR INDIVIDUALS CONTACTED:
Provide a brief chronology of the scoping and ongoing invoivement for this project.

The Department of Natural Resources and Conservation (ONRC) Northeastern Land Office (NELQ), Central Montana
Communications Inc, and surface iessees Norman Brothers Partnership, Keith & Doug Arntzen, Wilson Stulc, David &



Beth Bergum, Wade & Deena Kinkelaar, Dean Newman, Whiskey Ridge Ranch, Richard & Janet Bergum, 2 Calf Ranch,
Marc & Ivan Bowman, Vincent Linse, Glenn Peterson and Robert Bold are all involved with this project.

2. OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES WITH JURISDICTION, LIST OF PERMITS NEEDED:

The DNRC, and NELO have jurisdiction over this proposed project.

The proponent is responsible for acquiring all required permits for the proposed project. The proponent is
responsible for settling all surface damages with the surface owners,

DNRC is not aware of any other agencies with jurisdiction or other permits needed to complete this project

3. ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED:

Alternative A (No Action) — Under this alternative, the Department does not grant an easement for an
underground telecommunication cable.

Alternative B (the Proposed Action) — Under this alternative, the Department does grant an easement for an
underground telecommunication cable.

lll. IMPACTS ON THE PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

o RESOURCES potentially impacted are listed on the form, followed by common issues that would be considered.
e  Explain POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATIONS following each resource heading.
s  Enter "NONE" If no impacts are identified or the resource is not present.

4. GEOLOGY AND SOIL QUALITY, STABILITY AND MOISTURE:
Consider the presence of fragile, compactable or unstable soils. Identify unusual geologic features. Specify any special
reclamation considerations. Identify any cumulative impacts to soils.

The easement will run through multiple soil types with varying erosion characteristics. T factors range from 2 to

5 with 5 being the most susceptible to erosion from disturbance. Soils with a high T factor coupled with extreme
slopes will be areas of concern for erosion. Straw waddles and seeding may be needed to keep the erosion to a
minimum. See attached for erosion risk.

The easement will pass through soils that are determined as “prime farmland” and “farmland of statewide
importance.” The installation of an underground communication cable will not remove the land from production
with it being installed below plow depth. See attached for farmland classification.

No cumulative effects to geology and soil quality, stability and moisture are anticipated.

5. WATER QUALITY, QUANTITY AND DISTRIBUTION:
Identify important surface or groundwater resources. Consider the potential for violation of ambient water quality
standards, drinking water maximum contaminant levels, or degradation of water quality. ldentify cumulative effects to
water resources.

None of the underground construction will take place in a perennial flowing stream or near a large body of water
on state land.

The overhead power line will cross the Missouri river; the proponent will be responsible for applying and
receiving a 310 or 404 permit if they are required to work in and around the river.

No important ground or surface water will be impacted by the proposed project.



No cumulative effects to the water resources are anticipated.

6. AIR QUALITY:
What polfutants or particulate would be produced? Identify air qualify regulations or zones (e.g. Class | air shed) the
project would influence. Identify cumulative effects to air quality.

The air quality in the area will not be affected.

No cumulative effects to air quality are anticipated.

7. VEGETATION COVER, QUANTITY AND QUALITY:
What changes would the action cause fo vegetative communities? Consider rare plants or cover types that would be
affected. Identify cumulative effects to vegetation.

The proposed easement route would run through ag land and native rangeland. The disturbed area wiil be
limited to the trenching/ripping area. Seeding and reclamation will be required to maintain grass cover on
rangeland. If cover hasn't established in two growing seasons the proponent will be responsible for reseeding.

If re-seeding is necessary the proponent will acquire certified, weed free seed and refer to the Plant Materials
Tech Note No. MT-48 (Rev. 4) dated September 2013 for seeding rates.

Noxious weeds are known to be in the area from the previous lease evaluations and disturbed sites will be
monitored for noxious weeds and treated until eradicated

No rare piants or cover types are present.
No long term cumulative effects to vegetation are anticipated.

http:/fwww.nres.usda.gov/wps/portal/nres/detail/mt/plantsanimals/?cid=nrcs144p2 05773

8. TERRESTRIAL, AVIAN AND AQUATIC LIFE AND HABITATS:
Consider substantial habitat values and use of the area by wildlife, birds or fish. Identify cumulative effects to fish and
wildlife.

The area is not considered critical wildlife habitat. Most of the work is dene by adjacent pubtic roads where
wildlife habitat quality has already been reduced.

No cumulative effects are anticipated.

9. UNIQUE, ENDANGERED, FRAGILE OR LIMITED ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES:
Consider any federally listed threafened or endangered species or habitat identified in the project area. Determine
effects fo wellands. Consider Sensitive Species or Species of special concem. Identify cumulative effects to these
species and their habitat.

A search of the Montana Natural Heritage Program for Species of Concern with a state rank of 2 or higher was
conducted. {State rank of 2 means species at risk because of very iimited and/cr potentially declining population
numbers, range and/or habitat, making it vulnerable to global extinction or extirpation in the state )

Greater sage grouse are one of the species of concern that are present in the project area. In the core area
construction will not occur during the breeding and nesting period (March 15%-July 15™). This will minimize the
impact that may have occurred during this time.

Mountain plover also inhabit the area and are a species of concern. As before, the delay of work {ill after nesting
will minimize any potential impact.




Blue sucker, Sturgeon chub, Sicklefin chub, Paddlefish, Sauger and Pallid sturgeon are all listed as SOC in the
Missouri river. Adherence to the stipulations in the 310 and 404 permit will reduce any impact, if any, that would
occur on these species.

There are no wetlands in the project area.

There are no known unique, endangered, fragile or limited environmental resources on this site.

No cumulative effects to habitat are anticipated.

10. HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES:
Identify and determine effects to historical, archaeological or paleontological resources.

A Class Il intensity level cultural and paleontological resources inventory was conducted of the area of potential
effect on state land. During the course of investigation, one cultural resource site (24FR1165) known as the
Whiskey Ridge Road was formally documented and is partially located on state land. However, proposed cable
installation work will have No Effect to Heritage Properties as defined under the Montana State Antiquities Act.
A formal report of findings has been prepared and is on file with the DNRC and the Montana State Historic
Preservation Officer.

11. AESTHETICS:
Determine if the project is located on a prominent topographic feature, or may be visible from populated or scenic areas.
What level of noise, light or visual change would be produced? Identify cumulative effects to aesthetfics.

No direct or cumulative effects to aesthetics are anticipated.

12. DEMANDS ON ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES OF LAND, WATER, AIR OR ENERGY:
Determine the amount of limited resources the project would require. Identify other activities nearby that the project
would affect. Identify cumulative effects to environmental resources.

No demands on limited resources are required for this project.

No direct or cumulative effects to environmental resources are anticipated.

13. OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS PERTINENT TO THE AREA:
List other studies, plans or projects on this tract. Determine cumulative impacts likely to occur as a result of current
private, stale or federal actions in the analysis area, and from future proposed state actions in the analysis area that are
under MEPA review (scoped) or permitting review by any state agency.

There are no other projects or plans being considered on the tracts listed in this EA Checklist.

IV. IMPACTS ON THE HUMAN POPULATION

e RESOURCES potentially impacted are listed on the form, followed by common issues that would be considered.
»  Explain POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATIONS following each resource heading.
e Enter "NONE" If no impacts are identified or the resource is not present.

14. HUMAN HEALTH AND SAFETY:
Identify any health and safety risks posed by the project.

There will be some health and safety concerns associated with the operation of heavy equipment. The
proponent and their employees are aware of any health and safety hazards and accept them as occupational
hazards.




Once the installation has been completed, there will be no health and safety concerns associated with this
project,

15. INDUSTRIAL, COMMERCIAL AND AGRICULTURE ACTIVITIES AND PRODUCTION:
ideniify how the project would add to or after these aclivities.

This project will not add to or deter from other industrial, agricultural, or commercial activities in this area.

16. QUANTITY AND DISTRIBUTION OF EMPLOYMENT:
Estimate the number of jobs the project would create, move or eliminate. Identify cumulative effects fo the employment
markel.

The project will not create any new jobs. These positions are already held by employees of the proponent.
No cumuiative effects to the employment market are anticipated.

17. LOCAL AND STATE TAX BASE AND TAX REVENUES:
Estimale tax revenue the project would create or efiminate. Identify cumulative effects to taxes and revenue.

There are no direct or cumulative effects to taxes or revenue for the proposed project.

18. DEMAND FOR GOVERNMENT SERVICES:

Estimate increases in traffic and changes fo traffic pattems. What changes would be needed fo fire protection, police,
schools, efc.? Identify cumulative effects of this and other projects on government services

There will not be any increases in traffic or fraffic patterns if this project is approved.

There will be no direct or cumulative effects on government services.

19. LOCALLY ADOPTED ENVIRONMENTAL PLANS AND GOALS:
List State, Counly, City, USFS, BLM, Tribal, and other zoning or management plans, and identify how they would affect
this project.

There are no zoning or other agency management plans affecting this project.

20. ACCESS TC AND QUALITY OF RECREATIONAL AND WILDERNESS ACTIVITIES:
Identify any wildemess or recreational areas nearby or access routes through this fract. Determine the effects of the
project on recreational potential within the fract. Identify cumulative effects fo recreational and wildemess activities.

There will be no direct or cumulative effects on recreation or wilderness activities.

21. DENSITY AND DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION AND HOUSING:
Estimate population changes and addifional housing the project would require. Identify cumnulative effects to population
and housing

The proposed project does not include any changes to housing or developments. Population and housing will
not be affected.

No direct or cumulative effects to population or housing are anticipated.




22. SOCIAL STRUCTURES AND MORES:
Identify potential disruption of native or traditional lifestyles or communities.

There are no native, unique or traditional lifestyles or communities in the vicinity that would be impacted by the
proposal.

23. CULTURAL UNIQUENESS AND DIVERSITY:
How would the action affect any unique quality of the area?

The proposed project will have no effect on any unigue quality of the area.

24, OTHER APPROPRIATE SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC CIRCUMSTANCES:
Estimate the retum to the trust. Include appropriate economic analysis. Identify potential future uses for the analysis
area other than existing management. Identify cumulative economic and social effects likely to occur as a result of the
proposed action.

The proposed project will not have any cumulative economic or social effect.

EA Checklist Name: Brandon Sandau
Prepared By: | Title:  Land Use Specialist

Signature: /s/ Brandon Sandau Date: October 31, 2014

V. FINDING

25. ALTERNATIVE SELECTED:

| have selected the Proposed Alternative B, and recommend the proponent be granted an easement for a buried
telecommunication cable and a spanning telecommunication cable across the Missouri in the above locations,
as surveyed in the application.

26. SIGNIFICANCE OF POTENTIAL IMPACTS:

| have evaluated the potential environment effects and have determined that no negative long-term
environmental impacts will result from the proposed activity.

27. NEED FOR FURTHER ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS:

EIS More Detailed EA XXX | No Further Analysis

EA Checklist | Name: Barny D. Smith
Approved By: Title: Unit Manager, Northeastern Land Office

B bSO/
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Prime and Other Important Farmlands

Fergus County, Montana

Map Map unit name Farmland classification
symbol

109 Gerber silly clay, 0 to 4 percent slopes All areas are prime farmland

151 Linweil sifty clay loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes All areas are prime farmland

197 Savage silty clay loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes Alt areas are prime farmland

56 Danvers clay loam, 2 {o 8 percent slopes Farmland of statewide importance
a0 Evanston loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes Farmland of statewide importance
141 Kobar silty clay ioam, 2 to 8 percent slopes Farmlang of statewide importance
162 Marmarth ioam, 2 to 8 percent slopes Farmtand of statewide importance
198 Savage silty clay leam, 2 to 8 percant siopes Farmiand of statewide importance
200 Shambo foam, 2 to 8 percent slopes Farmiand of statewide importance
278 Yamacall loam, 2 io 8 percent slopes Farmland of statewide importance
219 Tamaneen clay loam, 2 to 4 percent slopes Prime farmland if irrigated

221 Tamangen-Judith clay loams, 2 to 4 percant slopes Prime farmland if irigated

222 Tanna siity clay loam, 0 to 4 percent siopes Prime farmland if irrfigated

USDA Natural Resources

‘ Conservation Service

Survey Area Version: 15
Survey Area Version Date: 09/11/2014

Page 1



RUSLEZ2 Related Attributes

[This report shows only the major scils in each map unit]

Fergus County, Mentana

Representative value

. Pct. of 5
Map symbol and soil name map unit Hydrotogic group KF T factor % Sard % Sin % Clay

4:

Abor 50 D 37 3 7.6 54.9 37.5

Yawdim 30 D .43 2 187 47.8 335
20:

Amar 60 C .28 3 41.6 37.4 21.0

Cabba 30 D 37 2 43.0 38.5 18.5
38:

Cabba 30 D 37 2 43.0 38.5 18.5

Wayden 25 D 37 2 7.6 54,9 378

Rock outcrop 20 - - - - == -
52;

Creed 65 C .32 3 38.2 37.3 235

Gerdrum 30 (] 32 2 34.2 32.3 335
53:

Dagium 50 C .24 2 354 3386 31.0

Adger 30 D 24 5 26.1 28.9 45.0
56:

Danvers 90 c 24 5 354 33.6 31.0
62:

Delpoint 50 c .28 3 39.2 ar3 235

Yawdim 35 D 43 2 18.7 47.8 335
64;

Dilts 40 D 20 2 221 279 50.0

Julin 20 D 20 3 26.1 28.9 45.0

Rock outcrop 20 — = - - e =
70:

Doney 35 C 32 3 43.0 385 18.5

Winifred 30 D 28 3 34.2 323 335

USDA Natural Resources
—’ Conservation Service

Survey Area Version: 15
Survey Area Version Date: 09/11/2014

Page 1



RUSLE2 Related Attributes

Fergus County, Montana

Representative value

‘ Pect. of i
Map symbol and soil name map unit Hydrologic group Kf T factor % Sand % St % Clay

70:

Wayden 20 D 37 2 7.6 54.9 375
80:

Eltsac 50 D .20 3 171 27.9 55.0

Norbert 45 D .20 2 18.2 29.3 52.5
90:

Evanston a0 B .28 5 39.2 37.3 23.5
108:

Gerber a0 C .28 5 T2 47.8 45.0
111

Gerdrum 85 D .32 2 34.2 32.3 33.5
113

Gerdrum 860 D .32 2 34.2 32.3 33.5

Absher 25 D .24 5 23.3 29.2 47.5
141:

Kobar a0 C 37 5 18.7 47.8 33.5
144:

Frazer 45 C .32 5 17.3 47.7 35.0

Korchea 45 B .28 8 39.8 37.7 225
146:

Lawther 80 C .24 S T2 47.8 45.0
151:

Linwell 80 C .28 5 173 47.7 35.0
159:

Marcott 20 D .32 2 17.3 47.7 35.0
160:

Marias a5 D .28 5 53 44.7 50.0
162:

Marmarth 90 c .28 3 39.2 37.3 23.5
163:

Marmarth 60 C .28 3 39.2 373 23.5
USDA Natural Resources ‘
e C i S ! Survey Area Version: 15
_ onservation service Survey Area Version Date: 09/11/2014 Page 2



RUSLE2 Related Attributes

Fergus County, Montana

Represeniative value

Pct. of
Map symboi and soil name : Hydrologic grou KF T factor
i map unit | "YATOO9IC AT % Sand | % Sit | % Clay

163:

Cabbart 30 (B 3T 2 39.8 37.7 225
174:

Neldore 40 (] 24 2 26.1 28.9 45.0

Thebo 35 (] .20 3 16.2 26.3 505
175:

Neldore 80 D .24 2 26.1 28.9 45.0

Thebo 30 D 20 3 16.2 26.3 575
176:;

Neldore 45 D 24 2 26.1 28.9 45.0

Rock cutcrop 35 - - - - - -
197

Savage 90 € 32 5 20.0 48.0 31.0
198:

Savage a0 C 32 5 20.0 46.0 31.0
200;

Shambo 90 B 24 5 43.0 385 18.5
219:

Tamaneen 90 (¢ 24 3 354 33.6 310
221

Tamaneen 50 c .24 3 354 33.8 310

Judith 40 8 .20 2 354 33.6 31.0
222:

Tanna 90 8] .32 3 20.0 49.0 31.0
223:

Tarna 60 D 32 3 20.6 49.0 31.0

Abor 30 D .28 3 5.5 47.0 47.5
233:

Thebo a0 D 20 3 16.2 26.3 57.5
234:

Thebo a0 D 20 & 16.2 283 575

USDA Natural Resources
%‘ Conservation Service

Survey Area Version: 15
Survey Area Version Date: 09/11/2014

Page 3



RUSLEZ2 Related Attributes

Fergus County, Montana

Pet. of Representative value
Map symbol and soil name oo Hydrolegic grou Kf T factor
il L % Sand | % Sitt | % Clay

235:

Thebo 40 D .20 3 16.2 26.3 57.5

Weingart 25 D .28 3 28.1 294 425

Absher 15 D .24 5 23.3 29.2 47.5
252

Vanda 920 D .24 5 221 279 50.0
253;

Vanda 50 D .24 B 221 27.9 50.0

Nobe 30 D .28 B 26.1 28.9 45.0
273

Winifred 50 D .28 3 34.2 323 335

Judith 25 B .20 2 35.4 33.6 31.0
274:

Winifred 40 D .28 3 34.2 323 33.5

Linwell 35 4 .24 6 233 N7 35.0
275:

Winifred 40 D .28 3 34.2 323 3356

Eltsac 25 D .20 3 171 27.9 55.0

Windham 25 B .28 2 39.8 T 225
278;

Yamacall 85 B .32 5 40.0 37.0 23.0
279:

Yamac 35 B .32 5 39.8 ARIT 225

Delpoint 30 Cc .28 3 39.2 ar.3 2356

Yawdim 15 D .32 2 34.2 32.3 335
281:

Yawdim 35 D .43 2 18.7 47.8 33.5

Abor 25 D .28 3 30.2 32.3 375

Rentsac 15 D .49 1 45.7 41.8 12.5

USDA Natural Resources
=—’ Conservation Service

Survey Area Version: 15
Survey Area Version Date: 09/1

1/2014
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RUSLEZ2 Related Attributes

Fargus County, Montana

Representative value

’ Pet, of ;
Map symbol and soil name map unit Hydrologic group Kf T factor R % St % Ciay

282:

Yawdim 30 D .3z 2 34.2 323 335

Delpoint 25 (i .28 3 30.2 3.3 23.5

Rock outcrop 25 - - -— --- - -—
295:

Water 100 —- - - - - —en
USDA Natural Resources ,
e c ion S . Survey Area Version: 15
Bl (onservation Service Survey Area Version Date: 09/11/2014 Page 5



