





Japanese Brome (Bromus japonicus). Range sites vary within the project, many of the range sites involved
include Silty, Sandy, Thin Silty, Clay, Shallow with Clay, Dense Clay and Pan spots. The tracts also include dry
land crop acreage. Any seismic survey will be done in a fashion not to interfere with crop production efforts
Vegetation should not be permanently affected by this project and plant species should recover within one
growing season.

Alternative B- No Impacts expected

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.

Alternative A-There may be minimal disruption to the wildlife that inhabit the area. The scale and length of the
project should be small enough to only temporarily disrupt the wildlife species. Species in the area include
Whitetail and Mule Deer, Antelope, Raptors, Sage Grouse, and other birds, various rodents, rabbits, reptiles and
others.

Alternative B- No Impacts Expected

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

Alternative A- A search of the Montana Natural Heritage Database shows that the Black-tailed Prairie Dog and
the Greater Sage Grouse have historically been located on select tracts lands within the general project area.
The entire project is located within general or core sage grouse habitat; therefore, the applicant submitted their
proposal to the Montana Sage Grouse Habitat Conservation Program for review and subsequently received
recommendations from the Program (Project No. 3440) to mitigate impacts to the sage grouse during the
project.

Alternative B- No Impacts Expected

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

Alternative A- The seismic lines were inventoried to Class Il standards for cultural and paleontological
resources. Although a few cultural resources (lithic scatters and a historic homestead) were identified on state
land, the seismic line routes have been modified to avoid these resources. As such, proposed seismic activities
will have No Effect to Antiquities 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.

Alternative B- No Impacts Expected

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 aesthetics.
Alternative A- Very little impact should be felt aesthetically in the scope of this project. There should be minimal
lasting effects on the landscape from this project. The project should only last a few days per tract and the
landscape will be allowed to recover.

Alternative B- No Impacts Expected









V. FINDING

25. ALTERNATIVE SELECTED:
Alternative A

26. SIGNIFICANCE OF POTENTIAL IMPACTS:

The granting of the requested seismic survey permit upon these tracts of state-owned trust lands for the
proposed Seismic Survey Project should not result in nor cause significant negative environmental impacts.
The state-owned lands are isolated tracts which represent 9% of the total seismic area and are surrounded by
extensive areas of private land. However, the state’s ownership pattern is such that the seismic survey would
be conducted regardless of whether the state-owned lands were included. 3D seismic surveys are able obtain
lower-quality data from unsurveyed, adjacent tracts. The proponent would prefer to include the state-owned
lands, as this produces higher quality geologic data used to optimize potential drilling locations. Impacts to the
non-state lands within the greater project area are the same under both the action and no-action alternatives.
The DNRC-TLMD does not have regulatory authority over operations conducted on non-state-owned lands.
The action reviewed under this environmental assessment therefore encompasses only the state-owned lands
described above. The predicted impacts will be adequately mitigated through the seismic permit rules and site-
specific stipulations. The proposed action satisfies the trusts fiduciary mandate and ensures the long-term
productivity of the land. An environmental assessment checklist is the appropriate level of analysis for the
proposed action.

27. NEED FOR FURTHER ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS:

EIS More Detailed EA X | No Further Analysis
EA Checklist | Name: Monte Mason
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