DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
DAKOTA-MINNESOTA AIRPORTS DISTRICT OFFICE
FINDING OF NO SIGIFICANT IMPACT
For the Hazardous Wildlife Attractant Removal and Drainage Improvement Project
Minot International Airport (MOT)
City of Minot, Ward County, North Dakota

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) prepared this Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) for the
proposed hazardous wildlife attractant removal and drainage improvement project at the Minot
International Airport (Airport). The Airport Sponsor’s proposed action, associated actions, and
environmental impacts are described in detail in the Environmental Assessment (EA) dated August 2021
and signed on August 23, 2021, which is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference. The EA
was prepared in accordance with the guidelines and requirements set forth by the Council on
Environmental Quality (CEQ) and the FAA to implement the environmental review and disclosure
provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA).
Based on the evaluation in the EA, and mitigation commitments defined in the EA, no significant impacts
associated with the development actions were identified in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1F,
Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures and FAA Order 5050.4B, NEPA Implementing
Instructions for Airport Actions. Therefore, it has been determined that an environmental impact
statement is not needed and this FONSI was prepared. Further, at the conclusion of the comment
period, no comments were received during the prescribed period. However, a minor correction was
identified but did not warrant additional agency or public comment. Therefore, the FAA prepared an
errata in lieu of a final EA, and is included as an attachment to the EA/FONSI. The FONSI provides a
review of the Airport Sponsor’s Proposed Action, mitigation requirements, and the basis for the FAA’s
finding. Specific details are defined further in the attached EA.
I.

Project Purpose and Need

A Wildlife Hazard Assessment (WHA) was completed in 2016 and a subsequent Wildlife Hazard
Management Plan (WHMP) was completed in 2018. Key issues identified included damaged drainage
ditches resulting in ponding and prolonged durations of standing water. Additional wetlands identified
provide suitable habitat for wildlife, in particular waterfowl and migratory birds which may increase the
risk of collisions for landing and departing aircraft. The WHMP included specific actions items to be
addressed to minimize wildlife attractants, including:
•
•

Modify and improve drainage ditches to ensure ditches are kept free of trees and wetland
vegetation;
Modify airfield marsh located east of Runway 13/31 and south of Runway 8/26 to eliminate
wetland area;
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•
•
•

Manage airfield vegetation by eliminating non-grass species and maintain a height of 0.5-1.0 ft.
for grass;
Remove all airfield trees and shrubs;
Replace alfalfa with grass on the airfield.

In addition, by adhering to the WHMP action items to reduce potential wildlife attractants, storm water
management would be indirectly affected. A Storm Water Management Plan was completed and a
Storm Water Improvements Memo was completed in 2019. The analyses indicate that Pond A would
require improvements to control peak flow rates such that post-construction rates do not exceed preconstruction rates.
The Major Federal Action includes federal Airport Improvement Program (AIP) funding for construction
of the wildlife hazard removal project and stormwater facilities, and the unconditional approval of the
Airport Layout Plan (ALP), as shown in EA Section 3-Project Purpose and Need.
The purpose of the Airport’s Proposed Action (project) is to reduce and/or eliminate wildlife attractants
which would enhance safety for aircraft and aeronautical users. The project is needed to reduce and/or
eliminate environmental conditions that have the potential to attract wildlife into the Aircraft
Operations Area (AOA). Wildlife interactions in the AOA may impact the runway’s arrival, departure, and
transitional surfaces. This is vital to maintain safety for aircraft operations, as well as the users and
passengers at the Airport.
II.

Alternatives Considered

In accordance with FAA Order 1050.1F, the EA identified and evaluated all reasonable alternatives,
including the No Build Alternative and the Build Alternative, as described in further detail in EA Section
5-Alternatives Carried Forward.
Alternative 1 (No Build Alternative) – under the no build alternative the Airport would maintain its
current condition. This would include the management of the wildlife hazards pursuant to the Wildlife
Hazard Management Plan (WHMP) by managing vegetation through mowing, tree/shrub clearing, and
monitoring/hazing wildlife species to deter them from the airfield. Alternative 1 does not address the
drainage ditches or wetlands.
Alternative 2 (Build Alternative) – the build alternative would include filling and/or grading ruts in
drainage ditches; improving slopes along ditches; installation of storm sewer and drain tile; clearing and
grubbing topsoil and seeding; improvements to Pond A; and filling, grading, or modifying wetlands.
III.

Selection of the Preferred Alternative

Based on the evaluation of the alternatives carried forward and based on their merit of meeting purpose
and need, the preferred alternative was identified as Alternative 2 (Build Alternative).
IV.

Environmental Consequences

After careful analysis and consultation with various state and federal resource and regulatory agencies,
it was determined that the preferred alternative satisfies the purpose and need for the project while
causing no significant environmental impacts. See EA Section 6-Environmental Consequences and Table
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2, Comparison of Alternatives for a summary of the relevant environmental impact categories and
impacts.
V.

Commitments and Compliance

The Airport shall implement the following commitment and compliance measures, identified below and
as described in further detail in EA Section 8-Mitigation, as a condition of environmental approval of the
preferred alternative listed in this FONSI.
WETLANDS – Compensatory mitigation would include the purchase of wetland credits (approximately
19.88 acres) from a Ducks Unlimited established bank. This will compensate for impacts to 8.26 acres of
natural/jurisdictional wetlands and 11.62 acres for natural/non-jurisdictional wetlands.
MIGRATORY BIRDS – If tree removal takes place during migratory bird nesting season (May 1 to October
10), a pre-construction survey would be conducted within 5 calendar days prior to the tree removal by a
qualified biologist. If more than 5 days pass and the tree removal has not been completed, a follow-up
survey for potential new nesting activity would be required.
CULTURAL RESOURCES – Cultural Heritage Find CHFWD2 shall be avoided; CHFWD1 and CHFWD3CHFWD7 do not require avoidance. However, construction monitoring shall occur when construction
activities take place within 100 feet of any CHF.
If any construction activity results in the discovery of cultural resources, work would cease until the FAA
Airports District Office in Bismarck is notified per the Discovery Plan for Airport Projects in the Dakotas.
Material source cultural resources clearance for borrow, aggregate, and riprap, would be required
before taken from offsite locations.
VI. Permits
The project would require the following permits:
•
•
•

USACE Section 404 Permit/401 Water Quality Certificate
NDSWC Drainage Permit
NDDEQ National Pollutant Discharge Elimination Permit

VI. Public Review and Comment
To inform the public of the project and to gather comments, the Airport circulated the Notice of Public
Meeting and Availability of the EA on September 13, 2021. The Public Meeting was held on October 12,
2021 and the comment period ended on October 22, 2021. No comments were received at the
conclusion of the comment period. Refer to the attached Public Meeting Summary.
The EA and FONSI will be made available for review at the following locations for 30 days:
•
•
•
•

North Dakota Aeronautics Commission
Minot International Airport
Minot Public Library
Online at https://www.motairport.com news and announcements
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VII. Finding
After careful and thorough consideration of the facts contained in the August EA and errata, the
undersigned finds that the proposed Federal action is consistent with existing national environmental
policies and objectives as set forth in Section 101(a) of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(NEPA) and other applicable environmental requirements. The undersigned also finds the proposed
Federal action will not significantly affect the quality of the human environment or otherwise include
any condition requiring consultation pursuant to Section 102 (2) (C) of NEPA.

APPROVED:

Digitally signed by DAVID P.
ANDERSON
Date: 2021.10.28 09:56:26
-05'00'
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ERRATA SHEET

This errata sheet corrects errors that were identified after notification of availability of the
Environmental Assessment (EA) for the Hazardous Wildlife Attractant Removal and Drainage
Improvement Project published on September 13, 2021. The EA will not be reprinted.

REMOVE PAGE

DATED

INSERT PAGE

DATED

10

August 23, 2021

10

October 22, 2021

DESCRIPTION OF CORRECTION and RATIONALE:
1. Removes reference to the use of a temporary displaced threshold. The project description was
incorrect for Phases 2 and 2A Southeast, and Phase 2B Northwest.
2. Removes reference to the AWOS in Phase 3 Northeast. The project description for Phase 2 and 2A
Southeast was updated to include the reference to the AWOS.

5

PUBLIC MEETING SUMMARY

APPENDIX A

Notice of Availability of Environmental Assessment and Public Meeting
•
•

Advertisement
Letters to Public Viewing Locations

NOTICE OF
AVAILABILITY OF
ENVIRONMENTAL
ASSESSMENT AND
VIRTUAL PUBLIC
MEETING
WHY?
To discuss proposed improvements to Minot
International Airport (MOT). The project
consists of the removal of hazardous wildlife
attractants (wetlands) and improving drainage
at the airport.

WHEN?
October 12, 2021
Virtual Open House: 4 p.m. to 6 p.m.
Virtual Formal Presentation: 4:30 p.m.

WHERE?
Find the meeting link online at
https://www.motairport.com/CivicAlerts.aspx?C
ID=5
Or
Call (701) 409-8751 and enter meeting ID 930
138 328#

OPEN HOUSE
CONDUCTED BY
Minot International Airport and Ulteig
Engineers, Inc
*COVID-19 NOTICE* In 2020, the World Health
Organization characterized COVID-19 as a
pandemic. Due to the public health and safety
requirements concerning the coronavirus, the public
review and comments regarding the EA shall be
conducted in accordance with the public health
guidance provided by the State of North Dakota and
the City of Minot, which are subject to change. The
public meeting for the EA will be held online and via
telephone as further described below.
PURPOSE: This virtual meeting is designed to allow
for public involvement on the proposed project and
its potential economic, social, and environmental
impacts. Potentially affected resources include
wetlands.
Representatives from the Airport and Ulteig
Engineers will be on hand to answer your questions
and discuss your concerns.
MEETING ACCESS: The meeting will include a
virtual open house prior to the formal presentation on
the project’s components. After the presentation,
there will be opportunity to ask questions and
provide comments. All public comments will be
recorded as part of the official public meeting and
will be made part of the public record. For additional

comments beyond the public meeting, submittal
information can be found below. Comments received
after the meeting are given the same attention as
oral comments presented during the public meeting.
Participants can attend the virtual public meeting via
computer by using Microsoft Teams. A meeting link
will also be located on the Minot International Airport
Civic Alert webpage
(https://www.motairport.com/CivicAlerts.aspx?CID=5
). During the meeting, comments may be submitted
verbally after the presentation or through chat box
submittals. Instructions for attending via phone are
located above.
PUBLIC INSPECTION: The project maps, EA, and
other pertinent information are available during
normal business hours for public viewing at the
following locations:
•

Minot International Airport, 305 Airport
Road, Minot, ND 58703
•
Minot Public Library, 516 2nd Ave SW,
Minot, ND 58701
•
ND Aeronautics Commission, 2301
University Drive #22, Bismarck, ND 58504
•
Online at:
https://www.motairport.com/CivicAlerts.as
px?CID=5
A copy of the public meeting notice, presentation,
and project handouts will be posted to the above
website 10 days prior to the public meeting. Those
who do not have internet capability or ability to
access online materials may request a copy of the
EA be sent to you. Requests can be made by
contacting Ulteig Engineers with your name, phone
number, preferred format of the EA (CD or hard
copy), and address, or by emailing your request to:
Erik Carlson at (508) 308-2838 or
erik.carlson@ulteig.com.
COMMENT PERIOD: Written and email comments
about this project must be sent by October 22, 2021
– 10 days after the public meeting to:
Ulteig Engineers, Attn: Erik Carlson, 419 Riverwood
Drive, Suite 201, Bismarck, ND 58504 or by email
erik.carlson@ulteig.com
Note “MOT Public Meeting” in email subject heading.
Before including your name, address, phone
number, email address, or other personal identifying
information in your comment, be advised your entire
comment – including your personal identifying
information – may be made publicly available at any
time. While you can ask us in your comment to
withhold from public review your personal identifying
information, we cannot guarantee that we will be
able to do so.
ACCOMODATIONS: Auxiliary Aids and services
may be provided upon request at least 5 days prior
to the meeting by contacting Erik Carlson at (508)
308-2838 or erik.carlson@ulteig.com. TTY users
may use Relay North Dakota at 711 or
1--800--366--6888.

CLASSIFIEDS 701-857-1920

Saturday-Sunday, September 11-12, 2021, Minot (N.D.) Daily News

PUBLIC NOTICES
2021 City of Minot Household
Hazardous Waste Collection
Program
September 24th & 25th
8:00 AM-5:00 PM
City of Minot Public Works
Building
Household hazardous waste and
e-waste will be collected at the City
of Minot Public Works building, 1025
31st St SE. The household hazardous waste will be collected from
City of Minot garbage collection patrons only, free of charge (please
bring identification). This service is
part of the City of Minot Sanitation
Utility. Household hazardous waste
includes items labeled danger,
flammable, corrosive, toxic or poisonous, such as:
¯Paints, stains, solvents, and
varnishes
¯Cleaning supplies
¯Herbicides and pesticides
¯Car care products
¯Poisons
¯Batteries
¯Wood preservatives
¯Acids and basis
E-waste examples:
¯Computers
¯Computer monitors
¯Televisions
¯Printers
¯Fax Machines
A $0.35/pound fee will apply to
businesses,
schools
or
non-residents that choose to use the
E-recycling
program.
Call
701-857-4140 for more information.
(September 4-11-18, 2021)
Minutes of the Board of Ward
County Commissioners
August 17, 2021
The regular meeting of the Ward
County Commission was called to
order by Chairman Fjeldahl at 9:02
AM with Commissioners, Anderson,
Pietsch, Rostad, and Weppler
present. Also present were department heads Bradley Starnes, Dana
Larsen, Emily Burkett, Jason
Blowers, Kristin Kowalczyk, Marisa
Haman, Melissa Bliss, Noreen Barton, Robert Roed, Roza Larson, and
Tammy Terras.
Moved by Comm. Rostad, seconded
by Comm. Pietsch to approve the
agenda. Roll call; all voted yes; motion carried.
Moved by Comm. Weppler, seconded by Comm. Anderson to approve
Commission Meeting Minutes from
August 3, 2021. Roll call; all voted
yes; motion carried.
Moved by Comm. Rostad, seconded
by Comm. Weppler to approve the
regular bills totaling $1,543,737.23
and Human Service Zone direct cost
bills totaling $6,904.70. Roll call; all
voted yes; motion carried.
Mr. Jeff A. Hoverson, Pastor of Living Word Church in Minot, 66th
House Representative appeared before the Commission with a resolution regarding vaccines. Discussion
was held.
Travis Zablotney of Minot appeared
regarding North Dakota Century
Code addressing the powers of
counties.
Shannon Krueger, resident of District 3 and Ward County appeared
and stated concerns with District 3
representatives.
Austin Fercking, a Minot resident,
appeared stating concerns in regards to federal government interference and would like Ward
County to protect people’s individual
rights.
Lisa Clute, First District Health,
spoke over the phone stating she
can provide names of infectious
disease doctors that have done extensive research on COVID if needed. Ms. Clute also stated that with
required school vaccinations, there
is a way to opt out of vaccine requirements.
Chairman Fjeldahl spoke regarding
the vaccine passport issue and is
unsure how much Ward County
plays a part in private business with
their requirements of employees being vaccinated.
Jay Lundeen, a resident of District
40, appeared to discuss information
from the CDC website.
Further discussion was held regarding this issue and concerns of
the people.
Moved by Comm. Pietsch, seconded by Comm. Weppler to table the
Vaccine Passport issue to enable
more time to review the information
received today. Roll call; all voted
yes; motion carried.
Human Resource Director Tammy
Terras congratulated Ward County
Employee Misty Hester who attended and graduated from the
NACO High Performance Leadership Academy. Ms. Hester presented what she learned during the
12-week academy to the Commission. The Commission then presented her with graduation materials.
Highway Engineer Dana Larsen appeared regarding the Sliver Widening Project along County Road 14.
Moved by Comm. Weppler, seconded by Comm. Pietsch to award the
Sliver Widening Project on County
Road 14 to Farden Construction for
the amount of $731,721.25 and authorize the Chairman to sign the
contract. Roll call; all voted yes; motion carried.
Doug Diedrichsen, Planning and
Zoning Administrator, appeared regarding an application for an Outlot
Plat for Norman Sollid for the following described property: Proposed
Outlot 1 lying in the NE4NE4 &
SE4NE4. The applicant is proposing
to parcel Outlot 1 of 2.37 acres. This
outlot is for future residential purposes. Ward County Zoning applies
with the township recommendation
pending; however, the 60-day window has now expired on this plat.
The proposed outlot meets minimum
zoning requirements for Ward County. Planning Commission recommended approval at their June 2021
meeting of the Subdivision Plat Application based on finding of facts
and staff recommendations.
Moved by Comm. Rostad, seconded
by Comm. Weppler to approve the
Outlot Plat Application for Norman
Sollid as recommended by Planning
& Zoning Committee. Roll call; all
voted yes; motion carried.
Mr. Diedrichsen presented an update on the Zoning Ordinance
amendments and informed the
Commission the draft of the updated
Zoning Ordinances has been received from the consultant and has
been emailed to the Planning and
Zoning Committee.
Human Resource Director Tammy
Terras appeared and provided a
Compensation Study update.
Moved by Comm. Weppler, seconded by Comm. Anderson to approve
the following payroll amendments: T.
Snellings, State’s Attorney and J.
Gonzalez, State’s Attorney. Roll call;
all voted yes; motion carried.
Melissa Bliss, Human Service Zone
Director appeared to discuss the
Memorandum of Understanding
between the Ward County Commission and Youthworks, which is a
building agreement regarding the
use of the 24/7 building which
houses shelter care and attendant
care.
Moved by Comm. Weppler, seconded by Comm. Pietsch to approve the
contract with changes noted to the
last item through December 31,
2022. Roll call; all voted yes; motion
carried.
Emily Yanish, Program Manager for
Youthworks in Bismarck, appeared
regarding short-term shelter care
and the need for this service. In
April, 2021, Youthworks suspended
accepting youth from other counties
due to a potential damage and liability issue. More than a dozen youth
have been turned away due to this
closure. Ms. Yanish hopes with a
Memorandum of Understanding
showing intent of use and an agreed
upon cost to be billed to the custodi-

al entities, that at-risk youth from
other counties can be served
through this program.
Further discussion was held on the
services as well as the rate for reimbursement.
Moved by Comm. Weppler, seconded by Comm. Anderson to approve
Youthworks presenting the Commission with a Memorandum of Understanding for other counties for review. Roll call; all voted yes; motion
carried.
Moved by Comm. Anderson,
seconded by Comm. Rostad to remove the 2nd Amendment Resolution from the table. Roll call; all voted yes; motion carried.
Moved by Comm. Pietsch, seconded by Comm. Rostad to accept the
Sheriff’s and State’s Attorney’s
Resolution recommendation on the
2nd Amendment rights and Ward
County’s affiliation and feelings towards that. Motion was withdrawn
pending confirmation of two
separate resolution documents.
Travis Zablotney appeared with concerns that the State’s Attorney
Resolution was ineffective. He proposed the Board support the Resolution of the Ward County Board of
Commissioners and the Ward County North Dakota Second Amendment Preservation Act supplied by
him and included in meeting documents.
Sheriff Robert Roed appeared and
stated the local law enforcement
cannot restrict 2nd Amendment
rights. Sheriff Roed feels Ward
County would be making a statement showing support for the 2nd
Amendment with the Resolution. In
regard to the Preservation Act
presented, Sheriff Roed, as well as
State’s Attorney Roza Larson, expressed concern in regard to item 4a
which gives the Sheriff’s Department
authority to arrest a federal agent
upon violation of state laws or county ordinances.
A discussion ensued.
Jasahd Stewart of Minot appeared in
support of Sheriff Roed and the
Resolution and Second Amendment
Preservation Act.
Wendy Baggaley of Minot, appeared
in support of the Resolution and
Second Amendment Preservation
Act provided by Mr. Zablotney.
Greg Demme, resident of District 3
in the Minot area, appeared in favor
of the Resolution and Second
Amendment Preservation Act to protect and defend Ward County citizens.
State’s Attorney Roza Larson appeared regarding the actions requested. Ms. Larson feels a Resolution sends a clear message to the
State and Federal Government that
we are advocating for the 2nd
Amendment rights of Ward County
citizens and no further restrictions
on 2nd Amendment rights.
In regard to the Preservation Act,
Ms. Larson explained the Board of
County Commissioners only has the
authority given to it by statute. The
ability to pass ordinances in Home
Rule 11-09.01.05, Subsection 8
does not confirm the authority to regulate any industry or activity which
is regulated by state law or by the
laws adopted by state agencies. She
then stated local law enforcement
agencies are prohibited from helping
federal agents enforcing federal
laws which are not consistent with
our state laws. Ms. Larson stated
concerns that the act gives authority
to arrest a federal agent but does
not give a level of offense, penalty,
and does not address what the
Sheriff or the State’s Attorney’s office would do after a federal officer is
arrested. Ms. Larson also voiced
concern regarding the restriction of
hiring put forth in the agreement.
Moved by Comm. Anderson,
seconded by Chairman Fjeldahl to
approve the Ward County North
Dakota Second Amendment Preservation Act without the arresting section (4 and 4a). Roll call; Comm.
Anderson and Fjeldahl voted yes;
Comm. Rostad, Weppler and
Pietsch voted no. Motion failed.
Moved by Comm. Rostad, seconded
by Comm. Pietsch to direct our
State’s Attorney clean up and
rewrite the sections questioned
above with the help of the Sheriff to
be
presented
at
the
next
Commissioner’s meeting in September. Roll call; all voted yes; motion carried.
Auditor/Treasurer Marisa Haman appeared.
Moved by Comm. Weppler, seconded by Comm. Anderson to receive
and file the Economy at a Glance
correspondence and receive and file
monthly reports including financials.
Roll call; all voted yes; motion carried.
Moved by Comm. Anderson,
seconded by Comm. Pietsch to appoint Comm. Weppler as the
NDACo County Delegate. Roll call;
all voted yes; motion carried.
Moved by Comm. Rostad, seconded
by Comm. Weppler to appoint Chairman Fjeldahl as the NDACo County
Alternate Delegate. Roll call; all voted yes; motion carried.
Moved by Comm. Weppler, seconded by Comm. Rostad to authorize
Chairman Fjeldahl to sign for permission to construct, operate, inspect, maintain an SRT fiber optic
cable at 439 17th Street NW in
Minot. Roll call; all voted yes; motion
carried.
Moved by Comm. Weppler, seconded by Comm. Anderson to approve
duplicate warrants to be issued to
General Equipment, Leana Leavitt,
Williamson Development, and Main
Electric to be issued to
Moved by Comm. Weppler, seconded by Comm. Rostad to approve the
gaming site authorization for
Pheasants for the Future. Roll call;
all voted yes; motion carried.
At 12:00 PM with no further business, the meeting was adjourned.
(September 11, 2021)
N O T I C E O F I N T E N T TO
MOVE A BUILDING
Mike & Holli Moe, owners of a detached garage, are requesting to relocate this structure from 703 Foxtail
Drive (3725 10th St SW), to 5301
Zaharia Drive SE (Kopper Sunrise
2nd Addition Lot 1 Block 1). Application has been made to the City
Council for a moving permit to move
this structure, and a public hearing
will be held on September 20, 2021,
at 5:30 p.m. in City Council
Chambers at City Hall (515 2nd Avenue SW). Anyone objecting to the
granting of the permit to move this
structure should make their protest
known and appear in opposition to
the granting of this permit. Further
information can be obtained from
Luke Tillema, Building Official, at
857-4102.
(September 4-11-18, 2021)
NOTICE OF PETITION FOR
NAME CHANGE
51-2021-CV-01459
IN DISTRICT COURT, WARD
COUNTY, NORTH DAKOTA IN
THE MATTER OF THE PETITION
FOR NAME CHANGE OF
Chelsea Maire Monroe
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that a Petition in the above - entitled matter will
be filed with the Clerk of District
Court for Ward County, North Dakota, requesting an order changing the
name of Chelsea Marie Monroe
(current full, legal name) to Chelsea
Marie White (requested full, legal
name). Pursuant to N.D.C.C.
32-28-02, thrity days previous notice
of the intended application must
given in the official newspaper printed in this county. You are hearby
notified that Order changing the
name of Chelsea Marie Monroe
(current full, legal name) to Chelsea
Marie White (requested full, legal

name). Any objection to granting this
name change must be given in writing to the address listed below within
30 days of the date of this publication. The written ojection must also
be filed with the Court. If no ojections are given, the Court may
respond to the Petition without futher
hearing.
Dated this 3rd day of September,
2021
/S/ Chelsea Marie Monroe
Chelsea Marie Monroe
4705 33rd Ave SE
Minot, ND 58701
(September 11, 2021)
NOTICE OF REAL ESTATE SALE
Civil Number: 51-2018-CV-00864
IN THE STATE OF NORTH
DAKOTA, COUNTY OF WARD
IN THE DISTRICT COURT, NORTH
CENTRAL JUDICIAL DISTRICT
Navy Federal Credit Union,
Plaintiff,

NOTICE TO CREDITORS
Civil No. 51-2021-PR-00144
IN DISTRICT COURT, STATE OF
NORTH DAKOTA
In the Matter of the Estate of
Shirley Ann Abel, Deceased.
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that
the undersigned have been appointed co-personal representatives in
the above estate. All persons having
claims against the deceased are required to present their claims within
three (3) months after the date of the
first publication of this notice or mailing of this notice or the claims will be
forever barred. Claims must either
be presented to Terry Ann
Abel-Johnson and Bradley A. Abel,
co-personal representatives of the
estate, c/o Frantsvog Law, P.C.,
P.O. Box 667, Minot, ND 58702, or
filed with the Court.
Dated this 24th day of August, 2021.

v.

/s/Terry Ann Abel-Johnson
Terry Ann Abel-Johnson
Co-Personal Representative

Laura Mapes; any person in
possession,
Defendants.

/s/Bradley A. Abel
Bradley A. Abel
Co-Personal Representative

Judgment in the amount of
$294,277.97, having been entered in
favor of Plaintiff and against Defendants, which Judgment was filed
with the Clerk of Courts of Ward
County, North Dakota, on September 6, 2019, for the foreclosure
of a real estate mortgage. Notice is
hereby given pursuant to said Judgment that the real property
described as:

FRANTSVOG LAW, P.C.
Dean A. Frantsvog (ID #05753)
P.O. Box 667
Minot, ND 58702-667
701-833-6371
frantsvoglaw@srt.com
Attorneys for the Co-Personal
Representatives
(August 28; Deptember 4-11, 2021)
NOTICE TO CREDITORS

Lot 8, Block 2, Northern View
Addition to the City of Minot,
Ward County, North Dakota.
Real Property address: 3017 11th
Street Northwest, Minot, ND
58703

Probate No. 51-2021-PR-00146

The above real property is the subject of the Mortgage dated December 23, 2013, which Mortgagor,
Laura Mapes, executed and
delivered to Navy Federal Credit Union, and recorded in the office of the
Clerk and Recorder of Ward County,
North Dakota, on December 24,
2013, Instrument Number 2968124,
which is subject to the entered Judgment. In order to realize the amount
of $294,277.97, as of September 6,
2019, plus interest accruing
thereafter on said amount at the rate
of 3.75% per year together with the
costs and expenses of sale, the property will be sold subject to redemption as provided by law as one parcel of land at public auction, subject
to the lien for unpaid real estate
taxes and assessments of Ward
County, North Dakota, and easements and restrictions of record, to
the highest bidder for cash under the
direction of the Sheriff of Ward
County, North Dakota, at the main
entrance of the Ward County Courthouse located at 315 SE 3rd Street,
Minot, North Dakota 58701, on October 27, 2021 (”Sale Date”), at
10:00 AM. If the sale is set aside for
reason, the Purchaser at the sale
shall be entitled only to a return of
the deposit paid. The purchaser
shall have no further recourse
against the Mortgagor, the Mortgagee or the Mortgagee’s attorney.
DATED this 8th day of September,
2021.
SHERIFF OF WARD COUNTY
Robert Roed
Jamie Williams
Sheriff/Deputy Sheriff of Ward
Halliday, Watkins & Mann, P.C.
By: Scott Skeen
Scott S. Skeen
Attorneys for Plaintiff
376 East 400 South, Suite 300
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111
Tel: 801-355-2886
Email: scott@hwmlawfirm.com
ND Bar No.: 09334
(September 11-18-25, 2021)
NOTICE OF REAL ESTATE SALE
CIVIL NUMBER: 51-2021-CV-00677
IN THE STATE OF NORTH
DAKOTA, COUNTY OF WARD
IN THE DISTRICT COURT, NORTH
CENTRAL JUDICIAL DISTRICT
Rocket Mortgage, LLC f/k/a Quicken
Loans, LLC f/k/a Quicken Loans
Inc.,
Plaintiff,
v.
Jerry W. Vaughn, Jr.; any person in
possession,
Defendants,
Judgment in the amount of
$258,631.22, having been entered in
favor of Plaintiff and against Defendants, which Judgment was filed
with the Clerk of Courts of Ward
County, North Dakota, on July 21,
2021, for the foreclosure of a real
estate mortgage. Notice is hereby
given pursuant to said Judgment
that the real property described as:
Lot 3, Block 3, Parkland Addition
to the City of Minot, Ward County,
North Dakota.
Real Property address: 317 7th
Street NW, Minot, ND 58703
The above real property is the subject of the Mortgage dated January
23, 2018, which Mortgagor, Jerry W.
Vaughn, Jr., executed and delivered
to Mortgage Electronic Registration
Systems, Inc., as Mortgagee, as
nominee for Quicken Loans Inc., its
successors and assigns, and recorded in the office of the Clerk and
Recorder of Ward County, North
Dakota, on January 24, 2018, Instrument Number 3015748, which is
subject to the entered Judgment.
Said Mortgage was assigned to
Plaintiff, its successors or assigns,
by Assignment of Mortgage recorded May 5, 2020, Instrument Number
3038635. In order to realize the
amount of $258,631.22, as of July
21, 2021, plus interest accruing
thereafter on said amount at the rate
of 4.25% per year together with the
costs and expenses of sale, the property will be sold subject to redemption as provided by law as one parcel of land at public auction, subject
to any lien for unpaid real estate
taxes and assessments of Ward
County, North Dakota, and easements and restrictions of record, to
the highest bidder for cash under the
direction of the Sheriff of Ward
County, North Dakota, at the main
entrance of the Ward County Courthouse located at 315 SE 3rd Street,
Minot, North Dakota 58701, on October 27, 2021 (”Sale Date”), at
10:00 AM. If the sale is set aside for
reason, the Purchaser at the sale
shall be entitled only to a return of
the deposit paid. The purchaser
shall have no further recourse
against the Mortgagor, the Mortgagee or the Mortgagee’s attorney.
DATED this 8th day of September,
2021.
SHERIFF OF WARD COUNTY
For: Robert Roed
By: Jamie Williams
Sheriff/Deputy Sheriff of Ward
Halliday, Watkins & Mann, P.C.
/s/ Scott S. Skeen
Attorneys for Plaintiff
376 East 400 South, Suite 300
Salt Lake City, UT 84111
801-355-2886
Email: scott@hwmlawfirm.com
ND Bar No.: 09334
(September 11-18-25, 2021)

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF
WARD COUNTY, STATE OF
NORTH DAKOTA
In the Matter of the Estate of
Robert H. Jensen, Deceased.
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that
the undersigned has been appointed
personal representative of the above
estate. All persons having claims
against the said deceased are required to present their claims within
three months after the date of the
first publication or mailing of this notice or said claims will be forever
barred. Claims must either be
presented to Richard A. Jensen,
Personal Representative of the
estate, at 2525 Elk Drive, P.O. Box
1000, Minot, ND 58702-1000, or
filed with the Court.
Dated this 23rd day of August, 2021.
/s/Richard A. Jensen
Richard A. Jensen
Brent M. Olson - #05593
PRINGLE & HERIGSTAD, P.C.
2525 Elk Drive
P.O. Box 1000
Minot, ND 58702-1000
bolson@pringlend.com
Attorneys for Personal
Representative
(August 28; September 4-11, 2021)
NOTICE TO CREDITORS
Probate No. 51-2021-PR-00133
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF
WARD COUNTY, STATE OF
NORTH DAKOTA
In the Matter of the Estate of
Ordean Momerak, Deceased.
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that
Phillip Momerak has been appointed
Personal Representative of the
estate of Ordean Momerak. All persons having claims against the decedent are required to present their
claims within three months after the
date of the first publication of this
notice or their claims will be forever
barred. Claims must either be
presented to Phillip Momerak at 320
16th St. NW, Minot, ND 58703, Personal Representative of the estate,
or filed with the Court.
Dated this 28th day of August, 2021.
/s/Phillip Momerak
Phillip Momerak,
Personal Representative
Paul A. Temanson (04468)
Temanson Law Firm
320 16th St. NW
Minot, ND 58703
Attorney for the Personal
Representative
(September 4-11-18, 2021)
NOTICE TO CREDITORS
Probate No. 51-2021-PR-00136
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF
WARD COUNTY, STATE OF
NORTH DAKOTA
In the Matter of the Estate of
Kalleen Jo Slind, aka Kalleen J.
Slind, Deceased.
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that
the undersigned has been appointed
personal representative of the above
estate. All persons having claims
against the said deceased are required to present their claims within
three months after the date of the
first publication or mailing of this notice or said claims will be forever
barred. Claims must either be
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presented to Leroy P. Slind, personal representative of the estate at
c/o Law Office of Diane K. Lautt,
PLLC, PO Box 1945, Minot, North
Dakota 58702-1945, or filed with the
Court.
Dated this 31st day of August, 2021.
/s/Leroy P. Slind
Leroy P. Slind
1305 31st St. SE, Lot A8
Minot, ND 58701

C5

LAW OFFICE OF DIANE K. LAUTT,
PLLC
/s/ Diane K. Lautt
Diane K. Lautt (ID 07243)
Attorney for Personal
Representative
PO Box 1945
Minot, ND 58702-1945
701-852-3060
diane@lauttlaw.com
(September 4-11-18, 2021)
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September 8, 2021
ND Aeronautics Commission
2301 University Drive #22
Bismarck, ND 58504
RE:

UEI Project No. 18.00993
Hazardous Wildlife Attractant Removal and Drainage Improvement Project
August 2021 Environmental Assessment

Dear Sir or Madam:
Your office was identified as a public viewing location for the Environmental Assessment, as stated in
previous correspondence. Due to publishing delays, we now request the Environmental Assessment be
available for viewing until October 22, 2021.
If you have any questions, please contact me at (508) 308-2838 or by email at erik.carlson@ulteig.com.
Sincerely,
Erik Carlson

August 25, 2021
ND Aeronautics Commission
2301 University Drive #22
Bismarck, ND 58504
RE:

UEI Project No. 18.00993
Hazardous Wildlife Attractant Removal and Drainage Improvement Project
August 2021 Environmental Assessment

Dear Sir or Madam:
In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, an Environmental Assessment (EA)
has been prepared for the proposed Minot International Airport Hazardous Wildlife Attractant Removal
and Drainage Improvement Project. This Short Form EA has analyzed the potential environmental,
social and economic impacts of the proposed project alternatives and has identified the project’s
preferred alternative. The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) has approved the EA. The preferred
alternative for this project has been identified as Alternative 2.
Alternative 2 design elements consist of storm sewer/ditch drainage systems and culvert installation.
Impacts are expected to occur to:
•
•
•

Vegetation
Wetlands/aquatic resources
Temporary construction impacts to energy consumption and noise levels

Your office was identified as a public viewing location for the EA. Additional public viewing locations
include:
•
•
•

Minot International Airport, 305 Airport Road, Minot, ND 58703
Minot Public Library, 516 2nd Ave SW, Minot, ND 58701
Online at https://www.motairport.com/CivicAlerts.aspx?CID=5

Please make the attached Environmental Assessment available for public viewing until September 28,
2021. If you have any questions, please contact me at (508) 308-2838 or by email at
erik.carlson@ulteig.com
Sincerely,
Erik Carlson
Enclosure: Approved Environmental Assessment

September 8, 2021
Minot Public Library
516 2nd Ave SW
Minot, ND 58701
RE:

UEI Project No. 18.00993
Hazardous Wildlife Attractant Removal and Drainage Improvement Project
August 2021 Environmental Assessment

Your office was identified as a public viewing location for the Environmental Assessment, as stated in
previous correspondence. Due to publishing delays, we now request the Environmental Assessment be
available for viewing until October 22, 2021.
If you have any questions, please contact me at (508) 308-2838 or by email at erik.carlson@ulteig.com.
Sincerely,
Erik Carlson

August 25, 2021
Minot Public Library
516 2nd Ave SW
Minot, ND 58701
RE:

UEI Project No. 18.00993
Hazardous Wildlife Attractant Removal and Drainage Improvement Project
August 2021 Environmental Assessment

Dear Sir or Madam:
In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, an Environmental Assessment (EA)
has been prepared for the proposed Minot International Airport Hazardous Wildlife Attractant Removal
and Drainage Improvement Project. This Short Form EA has analyzed the potential environmental,
social and economic impacts of the proposed project alternatives and has identified the project’s
preferred alternative. The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) has approved the EA. The preferred
alternative for this project has been identified as Alternative 2.
Alternative 2 design elements consist of storm sewer/ditch drainage systems and culvert installation.
Impacts are expected to occur to:
•
•
•

Vegetation
Wetlands/aquatic resources
Temporary construction impacts to energy consumption and noise levels

Your office was identified as a public viewing location for the EA. Additional public viewing locations
include:
•
•
•

Minot International Airport, 305 Airport Road, Minot, ND 58703
ND Aeronautics Commission, 2301 University Drive #22, Bismarck, ND 58504
Online at https://www.motairport.com/CivicAlerts.aspx?CID=5

Please make the attached Environmental Assessment available for public viewing until September 28,
2021. If you have any questions, please contact me at (508) 308-2838 or by email at
erik.carlson@ulteig.com
Sincerely,
Erik Carlson
Enclosure: Approved Environmental Assessment

September 8, 2021
Minot International Airport
305 Airport Road
Minot, ND 58703
RE:

UEI Project No. 18.00993
Hazardous Wildlife Attractant Removal and Drainage Improvement Project
August 2021 Environmental Assessment

Dear Sir or Madam:
Your office was identified as a public viewing location for the Environmental Assessment, as stated in
previous correspondence. Due to publishing delays, we now request the Environmental Assessment be
available for viewing until October 22, 2021.
If you have any questions, please contact me at (508) 308-2838 or by email at erik.carlson@ulteig.com.
Sincerely,
Erik Carlson

August 25, 2021
Minot International Airport
305 Airport Road
Minot, ND 58703
RE:

UEI Project No. 18.00993
Hazardous Wildlife Attractant Removal and Drainage Improvement Project
August 2021 Environmental Assessment

Dear Sir or Madam:
In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, an Environmental Assessment (EA)
has been prepared for the proposed Minot International Airport Hazardous Wildlife Attractant Removal
and Drainage Improvement Project. This Short Form EA has analyzed the potential environmental,
social and economic impacts of the proposed project alternatives and has identified the project’s
preferred alternative. The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) has approved the EA. The preferred
alternative for this project has been identified as Alternative 2.
Alternative 2 design elements consist of storm sewer/ditch drainage systems and culvert installation.
Impacts are expected to occur to:
•
•
•

Vegetation
Wetlands/aquatic resources
Temporary construction impacts to energy consumption and noise levels

Your office was identified as a public viewing location for the EA. Additional public viewing locations
include:
•
•
•

Minot Public Library, 516 2nd Ave SW, Minot, ND 58701
ND Aeronautics Commission, 2301 University Drive #22, Bismarck, ND 58504
Online at https://www.motairport.com/CivicAlerts.aspx?CID=5

Please make the attached Environmental Assessment available for public viewing until September 28,
2021. If you have any questions, please contact me at (508) 308-2838 or by email at
erik.carlson@ulteig.com
Sincerely,
Erik Carlson
Enclosure: Approved Environmental Assessment

APPENDIX B

Public Meeting Summary
•
•
•
•

Sign-In Sheet
Comment Card
Public Involvement Summary
Public Meeting Slides

Public Meeting
Environmental Assessments for Airport Hazardous Wildlife Attractant Removal and Drainage Improvement Project
Name
Organization
Email
Erik Carlson
Ulteig
erik.carlson@ulteig.com
Jennifer Eckman
MOT
jennifer.eckman@minotnd.org
Sheri Lares
FAA
sheri.lares@faa.gov
Thomas Reisdorf
Ulteig
THOMAS.REISDORF@ulteig.com
Thomas Fakler
Ulteig
Thomas.Fakler@Ulteig.com
Kaci Nowicki
SHE
knowicki@sehinc.com
Shawn McMahon
SHE
smcmahon@sehinc.com
Melissa Underwood
SHE
munderwood@sehinc.com
Jarrod Nelson
SHE
jnelson@sehinc.com
Lindsay Reight
SHE
lreight@sehinc.com
Keminni Amanor
KXNet
kamanor@kxnet.com

MINOT INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT COMMENT CARD
Hazardous Wildlife Attractant Removal and Drainage Improvement Project

Submit comments
by October 22, 2021
Ø Mail

Erik Carlson
Ulteig Engineers
Suite 201
419 Riverwood Drive
Bismarck, ND 58504

Ø Email
erik.carlson@ulteig.com
Note “MOT Public
Meeting” in the subject
line

Name

Representing

Address

Phone

Email

Before including your name, address, phone number, or other personal identifying information in your comment, be
advised your entire comment – including your personal identifying information – may be made publicly available at any
time. While you can ask us in your comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying information, we
cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.

Comment(s)

MINOT INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT COMMENT CARD
Hazardous Wildlife Attractant Removal and Drainage Improvement Project

Comment(s) Continued

Public Involvement Summary
The Notice of Availability of Environmental Assessment and Virtual Public Meeting was advertised in the
Minot (ND) Daily News on September 11, 2021. Copies of the Environmental Assessment were sent to 3
public viewing locations (Minot International Airport, Minot Public Library, and North Dakota Aeronautics
Commission) to make citizens aware of the publicly available Environmental Assessment. Additionally, the
Environmental Assessment was also placed on the Minot International Airport Civic Alerts website. The
mailing list is in Appendix A.
The Public Meeting was opened to the public at 4pm on Tuesday, October 12, 2021. A member of the
airport authority was present along with a representative from KX News. No other members of the public
were in attendance. Erik Carlson gave a 25-minute presentation of the proposed action to the audience.
A copy of the slide deck presentation is attached. The public comment period ended October 22, 2021.
No comments were received.

Virtual Public Meeting
Hazardous Wildlife Attractant Removal and
Drainage Improvement Project

1

Please submit your comments regarding the information
presented in this Virtual Public Meeting by using any of the
methods below by October 22, 2021

Provide
Feedback

 Mail

 Email

Erik Carlson

erik.carlson@ulteig.com

Ulteig Engineers, Suite 201

Note “MOT Public Meeting”
in the subject line

419 Riverwood Drive
Bismarck, ND 58504

2

The Environmental Assessment, project maps, and other pertinent
information are available during normal business hours for public
viewing at the following locations:

Viewing
Locations

 Minot International Airport

 Minot Public Library

305 Airport Road

516 2nd Ave SW

Minot, ND 58703

Minot, ND 58701

 ND Aeronautics Commission

 Online at:

2301 University Drive #22

https://www.motairport.com/
CivicAlerts.aspx?CID=5

Bismarck, ND 58504

3

Project Purpose and
Need
4

Wildlife Hazard Management
Wildlife Hazard Assessment completed 2015/2016

Wildlife Hazard Management Plan completed 2018

 Identified conditions within the airfield that may increase the potential for wildlife
interactions with day‐to‐day airport operations

 Key issue included damaged drainage ditches resulting in ponding and prolonged
durations of standing water

 20 wetlands were identified within the airfield, which may provide suitable habitat for
wildlife which may increase the risk of collisions for aircraft

 Recommended corrective actions:
 Eliminate areas that may encourage wildlife
 Fill/grade ruts in drainage ditches
 Slope ditches to prevent pooling

5

Storm Water Improvements
Adherence to the Wildlife Hazard Management Plan would indirectly affect storm water

Storm Water Management Plan completed 2014

 Evaluated improvements that would increase the impervious areas that drain from the
airport site

Storm Water Improvement Update Memo completed 2019

 Recent construction added approximately 20 acres of new impervious surface
 Due to this, additional improvements were considered to control peak flow rates

6

Purpose

To reduce and/or eliminate wildlife attractants which would
enhance safety for aircraft and aeronautical users

Need

To reduce and/or eliminate wildlife attractants that have the
potential to attract wildlife into the Aircraft Operations Area

7

8

Proposed Action

9

The Proposed Action would include:
 Filling and/or grading ruts in drainage ditches
 Improving slopes along ditches
 Installation of storm sewer and drain tile
 Clearing and grubbing
 Topsoil and seeding
 Improvements to Pond A
 Filling, grading, or modifying wetlands

All construction is to take place entirely on airport
property and would occur in 3 phases

10

Phases 1 and 1A SW

11

Work would include:

 Regrading the existing ditch to handle increased flows

Phases 1
and 1A SW

 Culvert installation
 Drainage improvements to reduce ponding
 Pond A outlet configuration and embankment raise

Phase 1 is anticipated to last 25 working days
Phase 1A would involve closure of 1,800 ft of taxiway for 4 days

12

Phases 2 and 2A SE

13

Work would include:

 Installation of storm sewer and grading areas

Phases 2
and 2A SE

 Regrading the existing ditch to improve drainage and reduce
ponding

Phase 2 is anticipated to last 29 working days
Phase 2A is anticipated to last 27 working days

14

Phase 2B NW

15

Work would include:

 Regrading the existing ditch to improve drainage and reduce

Phase
2B NW

16

ponding

 Culvert installation

Phase 2B is anticipated to last 5 working days

Phase 3 NE

17

Work would include:

 Grading

Phase
3 NE

18

 Culvert installation

Phase 3 is anticipated to last 80 working days

Environmental
Impacts
19

Impacts from the proposed project would be minimal as regulations,
Best Management Practices, and minimization and mitigation
measures would be implemented
Air Quality
Biological Resources
Climate

Impact
Categories

Coastal Resources
Section 4(f) Resources
Farmlands
Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and Pollution Prevention
Historic, Architectural, Archaeological, and Cultural Resources
Land Use
Natural Resources and Energy Supply
Noise and Noise‐Compatible Land Use
Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Children’s Health and Safety Risks
Visual Effects Including Light Emission
Water Resources

20

May affect, but not likely to adversely affect:

 Northern long‐eared bat – take not prohibited under the ESA
Section 4(d) rule

Biological
Resources

Negative impacts on migratory birds are not anticipated, but:

 If tree removal occurs during migratory bird nesting season, a
pre‐construction survey would be conducted

 If active nests are identified, construction must cease and a
minimum buffer around the nests must be maintained to avoid
take

21

Hazardous Materials,
Solid Waste, and
Pollution Prevention

22

Approximately 31,600 cubic yards of wetland muck would be
hauled offsite to an approved landfill

7 Cultural Heritage Finds were identified:

 One Cultural Heritage Find is recommended eligible for the
NRHP

Historical,
Architectural,
Archaeological, and
Cultural Resources

 The site would be fenced for protection during construction

 Construction monitoring would occur if construction takes
place within 100 feet of any finds

The Federal Aviation Administration recommended a no historic
properties affected and received a concurrence letter from the ND
State Historic Preservation Office

23

Land Use

24

Removal of approximately 23.25 acres of wetlands, drainage
ditches, trees, and shrubs that are attractive to wildlife,
immediately adjacent to the runways and taxiways

Natural Resources
and Energy Supply

May result in increased energy use from the movement of ground
vehicles for mowing that were previously wetlands during the
growing season

25

Noise and
Noise‐Compatible
Land Use

26

Temporary construction noise
No permanent noise impacts

Visual Effects
Including Light
Emissions

Embankment raise at Pond A may slightly affect the views to the
south but would not otherwise block or obstruct views of visual
resources

27

Wetlands

 Impacts would be mitigated through a Ducks Unlimited wetland
bank
 11.62 acres of natural/USACE non‐jurisdictional
 8.26 acres of natural/USACE jurisdictional

 USACE Section 404 Individual Permit required

Water
Resources

Surface Waters

 No impacts with the use of Best Management Practices
 Section 401 Water Quality Certification required
Groundwater

 Project overlies the Northwest Buried Chanel aquifer and
Souris River aquifer

 Care should be taken to avoid spills
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Timeline
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Permits

30

 NDSWC Drainage Permit
 USACE Section 404 / 401 Water Quality Certification
 NDDEQ National Pollution Discharge Elimination Permit

early
2022

NEPA

Finding of No Significant Impact issuance by the FAA
expected November 1, 2021

31

Conclusion

32

Please submit your comments regarding the information
presented in this Virtual Public Meeting by using any of the
methods below by October 22, 2021

Provide
Feedback

 Mail

 Email

Erik Carlson

erik.carlson@ulteig.com

Ulteig Engineers, Suite 201

Note “MOT Public Meeting”
in the subject line

419 Riverwood Drive
Bismarck, ND 58504
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FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
AIRPORTS DIVISION

Short Environmental
Assessment Form
for
AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT
PROJECTS

Airport Name: Minot International Airport
Project Title:

Identifier:

MOT

Hazardous Wildlife Attractant Removal and Drainage Improvement Project

This Environmental Assessment becomes a Federal document when evaluated, signed, and dated by the
Responsible FAA official.

2021-08-23
Responsible FAA Official

Date

INSTRUCTIONS
THIS FORM IS FOR LIMITED USE ON SPECIFIC TYPES OF PROJECTS. AIRPORT
SPONSORS MUST CONTACT YOUR LOCAL AIRPORTS DISTRICT OFFICE (ADO)
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION SPECIALIST (EPS) BEFORE COMPLETING THIS
FORM.
This form was prepared by FAA Eastern Region Airports Division and is being used by the
Great Lakes Region Dakota Minnesota Airports District Office, in coordination with Regional
Airports General Counsel.
Introduction: This Short Environmental Assessment (EA), is based upon the guidance in Federal
Aviation Administration (FAA) Orders 1050.1F – Environmental Impacts: Policies and
Procedures, and the Environmental Desk Reference for Airport Actions and 5050.4B – NEPA
Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions. These orders incorporate the Council on
Environmental Quality's (CEQ) regulations for implementing the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA), as well as US Department of Transportation environmental regulations, and other
applicable federal statutes and regulations designed to protect the Nation's natural, historic, cultural,
and archeological resources. The information provided by sponsors, with potential assistance from
consultants, through the use of this form enables the FAA ADO offices to evaluate compliance with
NEPA and the applicable special purpose laws.
Use: For situations in which this form may be considered, refer to the APPLICABILITY Section
below. The local ADO has the final determination in the applicability of this form to a proposed
Federal Action. Proper completion of the Form will allow the FAA to determine whether the
proposed airport development project can be processed with a short EA, or whether a more detailed
EA or EIS must be prepared. If you have any questions on whether use of this form is
appropriate for your project, or what information to provide, we recommend that you contact
the environmental specialist in your local ADO.
This Form is to be used in conjunction with applicable Orders, laws, and guidance documents, and
in consultation with the appropriate resource agencies. Sponsors and their consultants should review
the requirements of special purpose laws (See 5050.4B, Table 1-1 for a summary of applicable
laws). Sufficient documentation is necessary to enable the FAA to assure compliance with all
applicable environmental requirements. Accordingly, any required consultations, findings or
determinations by federal and state agencies, or tribal governments, are to be coordinated, and
completed if necessary, prior to submitting this form to FAA for review. Coordination with Tribal
governments must be conducted through the FAA. We encourage sponsors to begin coordination
with these entities as early as possible to provide for sufficient review time. Complete information
will help FAA expedite its review. This Form meets the intent of a short EA while satisfying the
regulatory requirements of NEPA for an EA. Use of this form acknowledges that all procedural
requirements of NEPA or relevant special purpose laws still apply and that this form does not
provide a means for circumvention of these requirements.
Submittal: When using this form for an airport project requesting discretionary funding, the
documentation must be submitted to the local ADO by April 30th of the fiscal year preceding
the fiscal year in which funding will be requested. When using this form for an airport project
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requesting entitlement funding, the documentation must be submitted to the local ADO by
November 30th of the fiscal year in which the funding will be requested.
Availability: An electronic version of this Short Form EA is available by contacting your local FAA
ADO EPS. .Other sources of environmental information including guidance and regulatory
documents are available on-line at http://www.faa.gov/airports_airtraffic/airports/environmental.

APPLICABILITY
Local ADO EPSs make the final determinations for the applicability of this form. If you have
questions as to whether the use of this form is appropriate for your project, contact your local
EPS BEFORE using this form. Airport sponsors can consider the use of this form if the proposed
project meets either Criteria 1 or Criteria 2, 3, and 4 collectively as follows:
1) It is normally categorically excluded (see paragraphs 5-6.1 through 5-6.6 in FAA Order
1050.1F) but, in this instance, involves at least one, but no more than two, extraordinary
circumstance(s) that may significantly impact the human environment (see paragraph 5-2 in
1050.1F and the applicable resource chapter in the 1050.1F Desk reference).
2) The action is one that is not specifically listed as categorically excluded or normally requires
an EA at a minimum (see paragraph 506 in FAA Order 5050.4B).
3) The proposed project and all connected actions must be comprised of Federal Airports
Program actions, including:
(a) Approval of a project on an Airport Layout Plan (ALP),
(b) Approval of Airport Improvement Program (AIP) funding for airport
development,
(c) Requests for conveyance of government land,
(d) Approval of release of airport land, or
(e) Approval of the use of Passenger Facility Charges (PFC).
4) The proposed project is not expected to have impacts to more than two of the resource
categories defined in the 1050.1F Desk Reference.
This form cannot be used when any of the following circumstances apply:
1) The proposed action, including all connected actions, requires coordination with or approval
by an FAA Line of Business of Staff Office other than the Airports Division. Examples
include, but are not limited to, changes to runway thresholds, changes to flight procedures,
changes to NAVAIDs, review by Regional Counsel, etc.
2) The proposed action, including all connected actions, requires coordination with another
Federal Agency outside of the FAA.
3) The proposed action will likely result in the need to issue a Record of Decision.
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4) The proposed action requires a construction period exceeding 3 years.
5) The proposed action involves substantial public controversy on environmental grounds.
6) The proposed project would have impacts to, or require mitigation to offset the impacts to
more than two resources1 as defined in the 1050.1F Desk Reference.
7) The proposed project would involve any of the following analyses or documentation:
a. The development of a Section 4(f) Report for coordination with the Department of
the Interior,
b. The use of any Native American lands or areas of religious or cultural significance,
c. The project emissions exceed any applicable de minimis thresholds for criteria
pollutants under the National Ambient Air Quality Standards, or
d. The project would require noise modeling with AEDT 2b (or current version).
If a project is initiated using this form and any of the preceding circumstances are found to apply,
the development of this form must be terminated and a standard Environmental Assessment or
Environmental Impact Statement (if applicable) must be prepared.

**********

1

A resource is any one of the following: Air Quality; Biological Resources (including Threatened and Endangered
Species); Climate; Coastal Resources; Section 4(f); Farmlands; Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and Pollution
Prevention; Historical, Architectural, Archaeological, and Cultural Resources; Land Use; Natural Resources and Energy
Supply; Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use; Socioeconomics; Environmental Justice; Children’s Environmental
Health and Safety Risks; Visual Effects; Wetlands; Floodplains; Surface Waters; Groundwater; Wild and Scenic Rivers;
and Cumulative Impacts.
Effective 11/19/2015
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Complete the following information:
Project Location
Airport Name: Minot International Airport
Airport Address: 305 Airport Road
City: Minot
County: Ward

Identifier: MOT
State: ND

Airport Sponsor Information
Point of Contact: Deanna Stoddard, Airport Operations Manager
Address: 305 Airport Road
City: Minot
State: ND
Telephone: 701-857-4725
Fax:
Email: deanna.stoddard@minotnd.org
Evaluation Form Preparer Information
Point of Contact: Erik Carlson/Jen Hanley
Company (if not the sponsor): Ulteig Engineers, Inc.
Address: 3350 38th Ave S
City: Fargo
State: ND
Telephone: 720-873-5738 / 701-280-8582
Email: erik.carlson@ulteig.com / jen.hanley@ulteig.com

Zip:58703

Zip: 58703

Zip: 58104
Fax:

Table of Contents
1.

Introduction/Background: ....................................................................................................................................... 5

2.

Project Description ................................................................................................................................................. 7

3.

Project Purpose and Need: ...................................................................................................................................... 7
3.1 Wildlife Hazard Management ............................................................................................................................... 7
3.2 Storm Water Improvements .................................................................................................................................. 8

4.

Describe the affected environment (existing conditions) and land use in the vicinity of project: .............................. 8

5.

Alternatives to the Project:...................................................................................................................................... 9
5.1 Description of Alternatives Carried Forward......................................................................................................... 9

6.

Environmental Consequences – Special Impact Categories ................................................................................... 12
(A) AIR QUALITY .................................................................................................................................................. 12
(B) BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES ............................................................................................................................ 12
(C) CLIMATE.......................................................................................................................................................... 13
(D) COASTAL RESOURCES.................................................................................................................................. 14
(E) SECTION 4(f) RESOURCES ............................................................................................................................. 14
(F) FARMLANDS ................................................................................................................................................... 14
(G) HAZARDOUS MATERIALS, SOLID WASTE, AND POLLUTION PREVENTION ...................................... 15
(H) HISTORIC, ARCHITECTURAL, ARCHEOLOGICAL, AND CULTURAL RESOURCES ............................. 15
(I) LAND USE ......................................................................................................................................................... 16
(J) NATURAL RESOURCES AND ENERGY SUPPLY ......................................................................................... 16
(K) NOISE AND NOISE-COMPATIBLE LAND USE ............................................................................................ 16
(L) SOCIOECONOMICS, ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE, and CHILDREN’S HEALTH and SAFETY RISKS .... 17
Effective 11/19/2015

4

(M) VISUAL EFFECTS INCLUDING LIGHT EMISSIONS ................................................................................... 17
(N) WATER RESOURCES (INCLUDING WETLANDS, FLOODPLAINS, SURFACE WATERS,
GROUNDWATER, AND WILD AND SCENIC RIVERS)...................................................................................... 18
(O) CUMULATIVE IMPACTS ............................................................................................................................... 23
7. PERMITS................................................................................................................................................................. 26
8. MITIGATION.......................................................................................................................................................... 26
9. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT ...................................................................................................................................... 27
10. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS ................................................................................................................................... 28
11. PREPARER CERTIFICATION ............................................................................................................................. 29
12. AIRPORT SPONSOR CERTIFICATION .............................................................................................................. 29

List of Figures
Figure 1. Minot International Airport Project Location ................................................................................................... 6
Figure 2. Wildlife Hazard Removal and Drainage Improvement ................................................................................... 11
Figure 3: Wetland & Drainage Overview ..................................................................................................................... 19

List of Tables
Table 1. Wetland Impacts ............................................................................................................................................. 20
Table 3. Comparison of Project Alternatives ................................................................................................................ 24

1. Introduction/Background:
This EA was prepared in accordance with Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Order 5050.4B, National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instruction for Airport Actions, dated April 28, 2006 and the
FAA Order 1050.1F, Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures, dated July 16, 2015. These Orders
prescribe the policies and procedures of the FAA for implementing NEPA and the regulations of the Council on
Environmental Quality found at 40 CFR Parts 1500-1508. This EA is an informational document for use by both
decision makers and the public. It discloses potential environmental and socioeconomic impacts of the Proposed
Action. The FAA is the lead federal agency for the proposed project.
The Minot International Airport (Airport) is a Part 139 commercial airport owned and operated by the City of
Minot. The airport is located two miles north of Minot, North Dakota. The Airport is bordered by U.S. Highway
83 to the west, 30th Ave. NE to the north, 27th St. NE to the east, and the City of Minot to the south. The airfield
is approximately 1,563 acres which includes a 7,700 foot (ft) by 150 ft runway (Runway 13/31), a 6,351 ft by
100 ft runway (Runway 8/26), along with a terminal (Figure 1). The FAA location identifier for the Minot
International Airport is MOT.
The focus of this Environmental Assessment (EA) is to identify and disclose potential environmental impacts
associated with the removal or modification of wetlands that may attract wildlife at the Airport.
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Pond A

Figure 1. Minot International Airport Project Location
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2. Project Description
(List and clearly describe ALL components of project proposal including all connected actions).
Attach a map or drawing of the area with the location(s) of the proposed action(s) identified:
The Proposed Action would remove hazardous wildlife attractants (wetlands) and improve drainage at the airport
through grading, storm sewer, and drain tile. Improvements would be made to Pond A to control peak flow rates
to ensure post-construction rates do not exceed pre-construction rates. See additional details under Section 5.
Alternatives to the Project. The Proposed Action is to take place entirely on airport property. No property interest
acquisition is required. No significant road changes are anticipated as the construction haul road would be on the
existing road system. The project site has been previously disturbed.

3. Project Purpose and Need:
The purpose of the Airport’s Proposed Action (project) is to reduce and/or eliminate wildlife attractants which would
enhance safety for aircraft and aeronautical users.
The Major Federal Action includes the federal funding of the construction of the wildlife hazard removal project and
stormwater facilities, and the unconditional approval of the Airport Layout Plan (ALP) for the project. This includes:
•

Unconditional Approval of the portion of the ALP that depicts the components of the proposed project and its
connected actions pursuant to 49 USC 40103(b), 44718, and 47107(a)(16), and Title 14CFR Parts 77 and 157.

•

Determination of eligibility for federal assistance under the federal grant-in-aid program authorized by the
Airport and Airway Improvement Act of 1982, as amended (49 USC 47101, et seq).

•

Approval of an application for federal assistance for eligible components of the proposed project using federal
funds from the AIP.

The following objectives will be used to evaluate alternatives on how they best support the purpose for the Proposed
Action(s):
•

Comply with FAA Advisory Circular (AC) 150/5200-38 - Protocol for the Conduct and Review of Wildlife
Hazard Site Visits, Wildlife Hazard Assessments, and Wildlife Hazard Management Plans.

•

Comply with the City of Minot Storm Water Management Ordinance.

•

Adhere to North Dakota Department of Environmental Quality discharge regulations of pollutants into state
waters.

The Proposed Action is needed to reduce and/or eliminate environmental conditions that have the potential to attract
wildlife into the Aircraft Operations Area (AOA). Wildlife interactions in the AOA may impact the runway’s approach,
departure, and transitional surfaces. This is vital to maintain safety for aircraft operations, as well as the users and
passengers at the Airport.

3.1 Wildlife Hazard Management
A Wildlife Hazard Assessment completed between 2015–2016, and a subsequent Wildlife Hazard Management Plan
(WHMP), completed in 2018, identified conditions within the airfield that may increase the potential for wildlife
interactions with day-to-day airport operations. Key issues included damaged drainage ditches resulting in ponding and
prolonged durations of standing water. Additionally, 20 wetlands were identified within the airfield. These areas may
provide suitable habitat for wildlife, in particular waterfowl and migratory birds which may increase the risk of collisions
for landing and departing aircraft.
Corrective actions to eliminate areas that may encourage wildlife use were outlined in the WHMP. These
recommendations specified that ruts in drainage ditches in the airfield should be filled and/or graded, and ditches should
be sloped so that water does not pool but rather drains off the airfield within the FAA required maximum 48-hour detention
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period. The plan also recommended wetlands be filled, graded, or modified such that water consistently drains into ditches
or away from the airport boundary.
The WHMP included the following specific action items that are being addressed to minimize wildlife attractants:
•

Modify and improve drainage ditches to ensure ditches be kept free of trees and wetland vegetation.

•

Modify airfield marsh located east of runway 13/31 and south of runway 8/26 to eliminate wetland area.

•

Manage airfield vegetation by eliminating non-grass species and maintaining a height of 0.5-1.0 ft for grass.

•

Remove all airfield trees and shrubs.

•

Replace alfalfa with grass throughout airfield.

3.2 Storm Water Improvements
By adhering to the action items identified above to reduce potential wildlife attractants within the airfield, storm water
would be indirectly affected. To meet the City of Minot storm water requirements, a Storm Water Management Plan
(SWMP) was completed in 2013 and a Storm Water Improvements Update Memo (appended by reference) was completed
in 2019. The SWMP was completed with the intent to evaluate improvements that would increase the impervious areas
that drain from the airport site. Recent construction of the new terminal and pavement work on the airport property added
approximately 20 acres of new impervious surface within the drainage area of Pond A (Figure 1). The results of the
hydrologic and hydraulic analyses indicated that due to the increased impervious surfaces, Pond A will require
improvements to control peak flow rates such that post-construction rates do not exceed pre-construction rates

4. Describe the affected environment (existing conditions) and land use in the vicinity of
project:
The Airport is located in the City of Minot which is located in the Drift Prairie region of north central North
Dakota in Ward County. It is approximately 50 miles south of the Canadian border and approximately 100 miles
northwest of Bismarck.
The Souris River flows through the city, creating a valley. The Airport is located on “North Hill” and sits
approximately 160 feet above the valley below.
The Airport is located on the northeast edge of Minot east of U.S. Highway 83. The primary access to the airport
is from U.S. Highway 83. The airport is located in Township 155 North, Range 83 West, Sections 12, 13 and 18
and Township 155 North, Range 82 West, Section 7 in Ward County (see Figure 1).
The City of Minot is located along U.S. Highway 83. The City had a 2014 population census of 48,000 people.
The City of Minot is a thriving community with wholesale and retail businesses, light industries and processing
plants, hospitals, and secondary education. Minot is the regional economic center for a nine-county area which
includes the Minot Air Force Base, which has a population of approximately 13,000 personnel and dependents.
The existing airport offers commercial service from three passenger airlines: Allegiant Airlines, United Airlines,
and Delta Airlines. The airport also serves local and itinerant pilots for business and pleasure. The airport
currently supports one fixed base operator (FBO) and the North Dakota Army National Guard.
Existing facilities within the airport consist of a 7,700-foot long by 150-foot wide grooved concrete runway at a
13-31 orientation that was reconstructed in 2004 and a 6,351-foot long by 100-foot wide bituminous crosswind
runway at an 8-26 orientation which was resurfaced in 2000. A parallel taxiway along Runway 13-31 runs 400
feet from the centerline of the runway and a parallel taxiway running 725 feet for a portion and 400 feet from
the centerline of Runway 8-26. The General Aviation aprons and hangars are located along the west side of
Runway 13-31. The North Dakota Army National Guard facilities are located at the northerly end of the airport
property.
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5. Alternatives to the Project:
Describe any other reasonable actions that may feasibly substitute for the proposed project, and
include a description of the “No Action” alternative. If there are no feasible or reasonable
alternatives to the proposed project, explain why (attach alternatives drawings as applicable):
5.1 Description of Alternatives Carried Forward
Two Alternatives were carried forward for further analysis and were considered for their ability to meet the
purpose and need.

5.1.1 Alternative 1, No Build
The No Build Alternative assumes that the airport would maintain its current condition and no wildlife hazard
attractant removal or drainage improvements would be conducted. The No Build alternative does not meet the
stated purpose and need for the project; however, it has been included in the analysis per NEPA and FAA Order
1050.1F. Under this alternative the airport would continue its management of the wildlife hazards pursuant to
the WHMP by managing vegetation through mowing, tree/shrub clearing, and monitoring/hazing wildlife species
to deter them from the airfield. However, this continual management of wildlife hazards pursuant to WHMP
would not meet the full intent of the recommendations identified because drainage ditches and wetlands that
were identified as hazardous wildlife attractants would remain. This Alternative does not meet the purpose and
need.

5.1.2 Alternative 2, Build (Preferred Alternative)
The Proposed Action alternative includes:
• Filling and/or grading ruts in drainage ditches;
• Improving slopes along ditches;
• Installation of storm sewer and drain tile;
• Clearing and grubbing;
• Topsoil and seeding
• Improvements to Pond A; and
• Filling, grading, or modifying wetlands.
Grading of ditches and removal of material excavated within the wetlands would be disposed of at an approved
landfill by the City of Minot public works.
This alternative meets the stated purpose and need for the project by addressing safety issues caused by
hazardous wildlife attractants, enhancing the safety of aircraft and aeronautical users, and improving drainage
at the airport. This alternative reduces and/or eliminates conditions that have the potential to attract wildlife and
has been selected as the Preferred Alternative/Proposed Action. Therefore, the Proposed Action has been carried
forward for detailed analysis in this EA.
The Airport property is divided into four major drainage areas which are a result of the main, and crosswind
runway orientations. The areas were designated in relation to the intersection of the two runways as Northwest
(Phase 2B), Northeast (Phase 3), Southwest (Phase 1/1A), and Southeast (Phase 2/2A) (see Figure 2 and
Appendix C – Additional Project Exhibits).
Phases 1 and 1A Southwest:
Work in the southwest section includes regrading the existing ditch from the south pond to south of taxiway
C to handle increased flows, culvert installation and to improve drainage and reduce ponding. There would be
approximately 39,000 cubic yards of excavation and grading to the proposed storm sewer/ditch system.
Approximately 170 feet of storm sewer would be added. Phase 1 is anticipated to last 25 working days. Grading
would occur in the Taxiway Object Free Area during Phase 1A. Approximately 1,800 feet of taxiway would
be closed for 4 days to complete the grading. The contractor would access the Phase 1 area through a temporary
construction access gate located south of gate 10. A staging area would be centrally located in the southwest
area along an existing maintenance roadway.
Pond A improvements would include a new outlet configuration that would adequately control the peak flow
rate to maintain peak discharges under the pre-development rates. An embankment raise would be added to
provide at least a 1-foot freeboard for the 100-year storm.
Effective 11/19/2015
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Phases 2 and 2A Southeast:
Work in the southeast section would include the installation of storm sewer and grading areas to drain to
proposed inlets in the north half during Phase 2 and regrading the existing ditch on the south half of the project
to improve drainage and reduce ponding in Phase 2A. There would be approximately 7,625 cubic yards
excavation and grading to the proposed storm sewer/ditch system. Approximately 3,100 feet of storm sewer
would be added and 1,500 feet of drain tile would be installed in low flow areas to minimize standing water.
Phase 2 is anticipated to last 29 working days and Phase 2A is anticipated to last 27 working days. Grading
during Phase 2A would occur in the Glideslope Critical Area. Glideslope Critical Area is the vertical
designated area of an airport that all aircraft, vehicles, persons, or physical obstructions to remain clear when
instrument landing systems (ILS) are in use. No closures are anticipated. A staging area would be located at
the intersections of the existing maintenance roadways northeast of Runway 31. The contractor would access
the Phases 2 and 2A area through and existing gate on the east side of the airport and would use existing
maintenance roads. A temporary displaced threshold will be established during this phase to provide an
adequate safety area for landing aircraft.
Phase 2B Northwest:
Work in the northwest section would include regrading the existing ditch to improve drainage and reduce
ponding and culvert installation. There would be approximately 885 cubic yards of excavation and grading to
the proposed storm sewer/ditch system. Approximately 40 feet of storm sewer would be added and 1,500 feet
of drain tile would be installed in low flow areas to minimize standing water. Phase 2B is anticipated to last
five working days. Grading would occur in the Localizer Critical Area. Localizer Critical Area is the lateral
position relative to the designed approach course. No closures are anticipated. A staging area would be located
west of Runway 13. The contractor would access Phase 2B through an existing gate on the west side of the
airport and would use existing maintenance roads. A temporary displaced threshold will be established during
this phase to provide an adequate safety area for landing aircraft.
Phase 3 Northeast:
Work in the northeast section would include grading and culvert installation. There would be approximately
102,500 cubic yards excavation and grading to the proposed storm sewer/ditch system. Approximately 3,600
feet of storm sewer would be added and 3,835feet of drain tile would be installed in low flow areas to minimize
standing water. Phase 3 is anticipated to last 80 working days. Grading would occur in the Object Free Area,
Runway Visibility Zone and near the Automated Weather Observing System. The runway visibility zone is
defined as an area formed by imaginary lines connecting the two runways’ visibility points. Automated
Weather Observing System provides continuous and real time information on airport weather conditions. No
closures are anticipated. A staging area would be located northeast of Runway 13. The contractor would access
Phase 3 through and existing gate on the east side of the airport and would use a combination of existing
maintenance roads and contractor build haul routes along the east side of the main runway and the north side
of the crosswind runway.
There are no other reasonable or feasible alternatives to the proposed project because the removal of the
hazardous wildlife attractants could only occur through draining or filling the wetlands identified as attractants.
.
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Figure 2. Wildlife Hazard Removal and Drainage Improvement
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6. Environmental Consequences – Special Impact Categories
(refer to the Instructions page and corresponding sections in 1050.1F, the 1050.1F Desk Reference,
and the Desk Reference for Airports Actions for more information and direction. Note that when the
1050.1F Desk Reference and Desk Reference for Airports Actions provide conflicting guidance, the
1050.1F Desk Reference takes precedence. The analysis under each section must comply with the
requirements and significance thresholds as described in the Desk Reference).
(A) AIR QUALITY
(1) Will the proposed project(s) cause or create a reasonably foreseeable emission increase? Prepare
an air quality assessment and disclose the results. Discuss the applicable regulatory criterion and/or
thresholds that will be applied to the results, the specific methodologies, data sources and assumptions
used; including the supporting documentation and consultation with federal, state, tribal, or local air
quality agencies.
No. The City Minot, North Dakota is in attainment for all six of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards.
The Proposed Action is not anticipated to cause or create a reasonably foreseeable emission increase.

(2) Are there any project components containing unusual circumstances, such as emissions sources
in close proximity to areas where the public has access or other considerations that may warrant
further analysis? If no, proceed to (3); if yes, an analysis of ambient pollutant concentrations may be
necessary. Contact your local ADO regarding how to proceed with the analysis.
No

(3) Is the proposed project(s) located in a nonattainment or maintenance area for the National Ambient
Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) established under the Clean Air Act?
No

4) Are all components of the proposed project, including all connected actions, listed as exempt or
presumed to conform (See FRN, vol.72 no. 145, pg. 41565)? If yes, cite exemption and go to (B)
Biological Resources. If no, go to (5).
Yes, the project is in an attainment area and would not increase the total of direct or indirect emission levels to
be above the specified emission levels. The proposed project would allow the facility to operate in similar scope
and operation to activities being conducted at the existing facility. This action would result in no emissions
increase or an increase in emissions that is de minimis (see 40 CFR 93.153 (c) (2) (x)).

(5) Would the net emissions from the project result in exceedances of the applicable de minimis
threshold (reference 1050.1F Desk Reference and the Aviation Emissions and Air Quality Handbook
for guidance) of the criteria pollutant for which the county is in non-attainment or maintenance? If
no, go to (B) Biological Resources. If yes, stop development of this form and prepare a standard
Environmental Assessment.
No

(B) BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Describe the potential of the proposed project to directly or indirectly impact fish, wildlife, and plant
communities and/or the displacement of wildlife. Be sure to identify any state or federal species of
concern (Candidate, Threatened or Endangered).
1) Are there any candidate, threatened, or endangered species listed in or near the project area?
According the USFWS Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC), the following species are listed as
potentially occurring in Ward County: northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis), piping plover
(Charadrius melodus), red knot (Calidris canutus rufa), whooping crane (Grus americana), and the Dakota
skipper (Hesperia dacotae). No critical habitat was identified. Refer to the Endangered Species Act (ESA)
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Section 7 Affect Determination Package in Appendix A. The packet includes information from the IPaC system
and an affect determination summary table.

(2) Will the action have any long-term or permanent loss of unlisted plants or wildlife species?
No

(3) Will the action adversely impact any species of concern or their habitat?
The Proposed Action would have no effect to the piping plover, red know, whooping crane or the Dakota skipper.
The Proposed Action may affect the northern long-eared bat; however, any take that may occur as a result of the
Proposed Action is not prohibited under the ESA Section 4(d) rule adopted for this species at 50 CFR §17.40(o)
(see USFWS letter within the consultation packaged dated June 7, 2021 in Appendix A).

(4) Will the action result in substantial loss, reduction, degradation, disturbance, or fragmentation of
native species habitats or populations?
No

(5) Will the action have adverse impacts on a species’ reproduction rates or mortality rate or ability
to sustain population levels?
No

(6) Are there any habitats, classified as critical by the federal or state agency with jurisdiction,
impacted by the proposed project?
No, the nearest critical habitat is located approximately 25 miles east of the Airport east of Buffalo Lodge Lake
and approximately 25 miles northwest of the Airport along the Souris River.

(7) Would the proposed project affect species protected under the Migratory Bird Act? (If Yes, contact
the local ADO).
The Federal MBTA protects migratory bird nests with birds, eggs, or chicks. The breeding season for migratory
birds in North Dakota is from May 1 to October 10 (see IPaC Migratory Bird list in Appendix A). If tree removal
takes place during migratory bird nesting season, a pre-construction survey would be conducted within 5 calendar
days prior to the tree removal by a qualified biologist. If more than 5 days pass and the tree removal has not been
completed, a follow-up survey for potential new nesting activity would be required.
If active nests are identified, construction, or demolition must cease and a minimum buffer (distance
coordinated with the USFWS) around active nests must be maintained to avoid take. The qualified biologist
may adjust the buffered distance in coordination with the USFWS. The buffer would be maintained as
construction resumes until the nests are no longer active. Due to the mentioned BMPs and time restrictions, the
proposed project is not anticipated to have a negative impact on migratory birds.

If the answer to any of the above is “Yes”, consultation with the USWFS and appropriate state
agencies is required and attach all correspondence and documentation, including IPaC.
(C) CLIMATE
(1) Would the proposed project or alternative(s) result in the increase or decrease of emissions of
Greenhouse gases (GHG)? If neither, this should be briefly explained and no further analysis is
required and proceed to (D) Coastal Resources.
No, the proposed project is not anticipated to cause an increase or decrease of GHG emissions. Wildlife hazard
attractants would be modified or removed by grading and using storm sewer to move surface water and the outlet
control structure and increased elevation around the edge of Pond A to provide additional freeboard in order to
comply with local storm water requirements. The Proposed Action would not result in an increase in operations
due to the improvements.
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13

(2) Will the proposed project or alternative(s) result in a net decrease in GHG emissions (as indicated
by quantitative data or proxy measures such as reduction in fuel burn, delay, or flight operations)? A
brief statement describing the factual basis for this conclusion is sufficient.
N/A

(3) Will the proposed project or alternative(s) result in an increase in GHG emissions? Emissions
should be assessed either qualitatively or quantitatively as described in 1050.1F Desk Reference or
Aviation Emissions and Air Quality Handbook.
N/A

(D) COASTAL RESOURCES
(1) Would the proposed project occur in a coastal zone, or affect the use of a coastal resource, as
defined by your state's Coastal Zone Management Plan (CZMP)? Explain.
The proposed project area is not located within or near a federally designated coastal resource. The nearest
designated coastal resources are found along the Lake Superior shore near Duluth, Minnesota approximately 650
miles to the southeast. Therefore, the Proposed Action would not result in direct or indirect impacts to coastal
resources.

(2) If Yes, is the project consistent with the State's CZMP? (If applicable, attach the sponsor's
consistency certification and the state's concurrence of that certification).
N/A

(3) Is the location of the proposed project within the Coastal Barrier Resources System? (If Yes, and
the project would receive federal funding, coordinate with the FWS and attach record of consultation).
No, the proposed project area is not located within or near a federally designated coastal resource.

(E) SECTION 4(f) RESOURCES
(1) Does the proposed project have an impact on any publicly owned land from a public park,
recreation area, or wildlife or waterfowl refuge of national, state, or local significance, or an historic
site of national, state, or local significance? Specify if the use will be physical (an actual taking of the
property) or constructive (i.e. activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4 (f) property are
substantially impaired.) If the answer is “No,” proceed to (F) Farmlands.
No Section 4(f) properties are within the proposed project study area and/or located on Airport property.
Therefore, no use would occur as a result of the construction of the project.

(2) Is a De Minimis impact determination recommended? If “yes”, please provide; supporting
documentation that this impact will not substantially impair or adversely affect the activities, features,
or attributes of the Section 4 (f) property; a Section 106 finding of “no adverse effect” if historic
properties are involved; any mitigation measures; a letter from the official with jurisdiction
concurring with the recommended de minimis finding; and proof of public involvement. (See Section
5.3.3 of 1050.1F Desk Reference). If “No,” stop development of this form and prepare a standard
Environmental Assessment.
N/A, due to no Section 4(f) properties affected by the proposed project.

(F) FARMLANDS
Does the project involve acquisition of farmland, or use of farmland, that would be converted to nonagricultural use and is protected by the Federal Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA)? (If Yes,
attach record of coordination with the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), including
form AD-1006.)
No, the Airport does not include farmland on the property.
Effective 11/19/2015
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(G) HAZARDOUS MATERIALS, SOLID WASTE, AND POLLUTION PREVENTION
(1) Would the proposed project involve the use of land that may contain hazardous materials or cause
potential contamination from hazardous materials? (If Yes, attach record of consultation with
appropriate agencies). Explain.
No. The NDDEQ Underground Storage Tank (UST) program identified current and historical USTs within a onemile radius. One inactive UST associated with United Airlines was identified west of the terminal at Minot
International Airport. The inactive UST is located approximately one mile northwest of the proposed project area.
This will have no effect on the project area. The Minot Landfill, located approximately one mile southwest of
downtown Minot, had previously been listed on the EPA Superfund Program’s National Priorities List but was
taken off in 1997. The EPA’s Cleanups in My Community was searched and there are no identified sites on the
Airport (see Appendix A).

(2) Would the operation and/or construction of the project generate significant amounts of solid
waste? If Yes, are local disposal facilities capable of handling the additional volumes of waste
resulting from the project? Explain.
Yes, the Proposed Action would generate waste. Grading of ditches and removal of approximately 31,600 cubic
yards of material excavated within the wetland would be disposed of at an approved site.
Material source clearance for borrow, aggregate, riprap, and staging agreas would be required before materials
could be taken offsite.

(3) Will the project produce an appreciable different quantity or type of hazardous waste? Will there
be any potential impacts that could adversely affect human health or the environment?
No, the Proposed Action would not produce an appreciable quantity of hazardous waste or cause adverse effects
to human health.

(H) HISTORIC, ARCHITECTURAL, ARCHEOLOGICAL, AND CULTURAL
RESOURCES
(1) Describe any impact the proposed project might have on any properties listed in, or eligible for
inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places. (Include a record of consultation and response
with the State or Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (S/THPO)).
The Class III Cultural Resource Inventories completed at the Airport identified a total of 1 cultural heritage find
(CHF) that is potentially eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NHRP) and 6 CHFs and
1 archaeological site that are not recommended as eligible. The entire 1,342-acre Airport property has been
surveyed to Class III standards for cultural resources in multiple iterations. Surveys were conducted June 12-16,
2000, by Metcalf Archaeological Consultants, Inc. (Metcalf), August 24-26, 2010, and March 27-28, 2012, by
Kadrmas, Lee, & Jackson (KLJ) and August 2 and 9, 2017, by Beaver Creek Archaeology (BCA). During the
BCA and KLJ projects, Traditional Cultural Property (TCP) surveys were conducted.
Tribal consultation was held with the FAA, Minot Airport representatives, and three tribes at the Airport on
October 24-25, 2018. Tribes present included Rosebud Sioux Tribe, Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe, Turtle
Mountain Band of Chippewa, & Spirit Lake Tribe. Commitments were discussed during the meeting and a field
visit held on October 24-25 2018. Cultural heritage find CHFWD2 recommended potentially eligible for the
NRHP shall be avoided. Further, tribal and archaeological monitoring shall occur when construction activities
take place within 100 feet of cultural heritage find CHFWD2. Cultural heritage finds CHFWD1 and CHFWD3
– CHFWD7 do not require avoidance; however, tribal and archaeological monitoring shall occur when
construction activities take place within 100 feet of the CHFs.
In addition, the FAA sent a consultation letter on May 27, 2021, to the following tribes: Upper Sioux Indian
Community, Lower Sioux Indian Community, Crow Nation, Fort Peck Assiniboine and Sioux Tribes, Northern
Cheyenne Tribe, Ft. Belknap Indian Community of the Ft. Belknap Reservation, Standing Rock Sioux Tribe,
Spirit Lake Sioux Nation, Mandan, Hidatsa & Arikara Nation, Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa, Cheyenne
River Sioux Tribe, Crow Creek Sioux Tribe, Flandreau-Santee Sioux Tribe, Oglala Sioux Tribe, Rosebud Sioux
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Tribe, Sisseton-Wahpeton Oyate of Lake Traverse Reservation, Yankton Sioux Tribe, and Lower Brule Sioux
Tribe.
All CHF/sites would be avoided by construction and the avoidance areas would be fenced. Offsite material
sources or wastes sites (aggregate borrow/waste areas) require environmental clearance.
The FAA recommended a no historic properties affected for the Proposed Action and received a concurrence
letter from ND SHPO on July 1, 2021. Please refer to the consultation package in Appendix A.

(2) Describe any impacts to archeological resources as a result of the proposed project. (Include a
record of consultation with persons or organizations with relevant expertise, including the S/THPO,
if applicable).
One archeological resources waw identified but would not be impacted by the proposed action.

(I) LAND USE
(1) Would the proposed project result in other (besides noise) impacts that have land use
ramifications, such as disruption of communities, relocation of residences or businesses, or impact
natural resource areas? Explain.
No disruptions to residences or businesses are anticipated. No natural resources areas have been identified in the
project area. Approximately 20 acres of wetlands would be impacted by the Proposed Action (further described
in Section 6.(N)(1) Wetlands). Wetlands provide help remove sediment, nutrients, and pollutants and provide
habitat for wildlife. The affected wetlands would be filled and reseeded with an approved seed mix. Wetland
credits from an established wetland bank would be purchased for compensatory mitigation of the impacts (see
Ducks Unlimited credit availability letter dated December 2, 2020 in Appendix A).

(2) Would the proposed project be located near or create a wildlife hazard as defined in FAA Advisory
Circular 150/5200-33, "Wildlife Hazards On and Near Airports"? Explain.
The Proposed Action would occur on airport property and its purpose is to remove hazardous wildlife attractants.

(3) Include documentation to support sponsor’s assurance under 49 U.S.C. § 47107 (a) (10), of the
1982 Airport Act, that appropriate actions will be taken, to the extent reasonable, to restrict land use
to purposes compatible with normal airport operations.
The current land use at the Airport is compatible with normal airport operations. The removal of identified
hazardous wildlife attractants would occur due to the Proposed Action and is consistent with FAA Advisory
Circular 150/5200-33B Hazardous Wildlife Attractants on or Near Airports.

(J) NATURAL RESOURCES AND ENERGY SUPPLY
What effect would the project have on natural resource and energy consumption? (Attach record of
consultations with local public utilities or suppliers if appropriate)
The Proposed Action does not include establishment of new stationary facilities, buildings, or structures. The
Proposed Action would remove hazardous wildlife attractants (wetlands, trees, and shrubs) identified in the
WHMP. The Proposed Action may result in increased energy use from the movement of ground vehicles for
mowing areas that were previously wetlands during the growing season; however, increases in energy use are
anticipated to be negligible.

(K) NOISE AND NOISE-COMPATIBLE LAND USE
Will the project increase noise by DNL 1.5 dB or more for a noise sensitive area that is exposed to
noise at or above the DNL 65 dB noise exposure level, or that will be exposed at or above the DNL
65 dB level due to a DNL 1.5 dB or greater increase, when compared to the no action alternative for
the same timeframe? (Use AEM as a screening tool and AEDT 2b as appropriate. See FAA Order
1050.1F Desk Reference, Chapter 11, or FAA Order 1050.1F, Appendix B, for further guidance).
Please provide all information used to reach your conclusion. If yes, contact your local ADO.
Effective 11/19/2015
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In accordance with the guidelines set forth in FAA Order 1050.1F, a noise analysis is not required for proposed
development at airports where existing or forecast operations do not exceed 90,000 annual propeller operations
or 700 annual jet operations. Operations below these levels result in cumulative noise levels that do not exceed
60 DNL more than 12,500 feet from start of takeoff roll or 65 DNL more than 10,000 feet from start of takeoff
roll. Current annual jet operations at the Airport exceed the threshold of 700 annual jet operations.
The Proposed Action is intended to facilitate water drainage away from the airport boundary, thus reducing
habitat that may attract wildlife. There would be no changes to airport operations, only the surrounding grading.
Although the current annual jet operations exceed the threshold, the proposed project would only result in minor
grading changes around the airport runways and would not result in propeller or jet operation changes that would
have a potential to generate adverse noise impacts off airport property. No closures resulting in change of
operations are anticipated.
Temporary construction noise may occur during project improvements. The noise would not cause a permanent
noise increase in the area.

(L) SOCIOECONOMICS, ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE, and CHILDREN’S HEALTH and
SAFETY RISKS
(1) Would the project cause an alteration in surface traffic patterns, or cause a noticeable increase in
surface traffic congestion or decrease in Level of Service?
The project would not result in changes to the surface transportation system.

(2) Would the project cause induced, or secondary, socioeconomic impacts to surrounding
communities, such as changes to business and economic activity in a community; impact public
service demands; induce shifts in population movement and growth, etc.?
The project is not anticipated to affect the economic activity, income, employment, population, or housing in the
City of Minot or Ward County.

(3) Would the project have a disproportionate impact on minority and/or low-income communities?
Consider human health, social, economic, and environmental issues in your evaluation. Refer to
DOT Order 5610.2(a) which provides the definition for the types of adverse impacts that should be
considered when assessing impacts to environmental justice populations.
The US Census Bureau does not identify minority and/or low-income communities near the Airport and the
project would stay within the Airport property boundary. Therefore, the project is not anticipated to have a
disproportionate impact on minority and/or low-income communities (see Appendix A for the EPA EJ Screening
results).

(4) Would the project have the potential to lead to a disproportionate health or safety risk to children?
No. Townhomes are located approximately 0.25 miles north of the proposed grading and the nearest schools are
located over one mile from the airport. No childcare centers are located adjacent to the airport. The closest
childcare center, Little River Child Care, is located approximately 0.3 miles east of U.S. Highway 83 on 22nd
Avenue NW. Therefore, the project is not anticipated to have a disproportionate health or safety risk to children.

If the answer is “YES” to any of the above, please explain the nature and degree of the impact. Also
provide a description of mitigation measures which would be considered to reduce any adverse
impacts.
N/A

(M) VISUAL EFFECTS INCLUDING LIGHT EMISSIONS
(1)Would the project have the potential to create annoyance or interfere with normal activities from
light emissions for nearby residents?
Proposed Action does not include the addition or modification of any lights on the airport property.
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(2) Would the project have the potential to affect the visual character of nearby areas due to light
emissions?
The Proposed Action is not anticipated to result in a change to the visual character surrounding the Airport
because there would be no change in the lighting system.

(3) Would the project have the potential to block or obstruct views of visual resources?
The majority of the Proposed Action would cause change the existing ground elevations on the Airport but would
not block or obstruct views of visual resources. The embankment raise at Pond A may slightly affect the views
to the south but would not otherwise block or obstruct views of visual resources.

If the answer is “YES” to any of the above, please explain the nature and degree of the impact using
graphic materials. Also provide a description of mitigation measures which would be considered to
reduce any adverse impacts. N/A
(N) WATER RESOURCES (INCLUDING WETLANDS, FLOODPLAINS, SURFACE
WATERS, GROUNDWATER, AND WILD AND SCENIC RIVERS)
(1) WETLANDS
(a) Does the proposed project involve federal or state regulated wetlands or non-jurisdictional
wetlands? (Contact USFWS or appropriate state natural resource agencies if protected resources are
affected) (Wetlands must be delineated using methods in the US Army Corps of Engineers 1987
Wetland Delineation Manual. Delineations must be performed by a person certified in wetlands
delineation. Document coordination with the resource agencies).
The Proposed Action would affect the following amount of wetlands:
•
•
•
•
•

Artificial/ United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) jurisdictional - 0.0 acres
Artificial/ non-jurisdictional - 3.37 acres
Natural/ jurisdictional - 8.26 acres
Natural/ non-jurisdictional - 11.62 acres
Temporary impacts - 0.19 acres

Additional information can be found in Table 1: Wetland Impacts
A wetland delineation (appended by reference) was conducted by Carlson McCain August 16-18, 2017.
Wetlands were identified using routine on-site delineation methods outlined in the Corps of Engineers Wetlands
Delineation Manual and the USACE Regional Supplement for the Great Plain (Northern Great Plain) Region,
Version 2.0. Determinations were verified by recording wetland soil and hydrology characteristics at sample
points in each wetland polygon. As wetlands were identified on-site, its vegetation, soil, and hydrologic
information were recorded on a data-point form.
The wetland delineation identified 31 wetlands located throughout the Study Area totaling 25.88 acres. Figure 3
shows the identified wetlands within the Study Area.
The United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) concurred with the wetland delineation and completed
an approved jurisdictional determination (see USACE letter dated February 8, 2018 and USACE reverification
letter dated March 23, 2021 in Appendix A).

Effective 11/19/2015

18

Figure 3: Wetland & Drainage Overview
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Table 1. Wetland Impacts
Wetland

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

12

13

14

17

19

20

21

Location

Sec. 13,
T155N,
R83W
Sec. 13,
T166N,
R82W
Sec. 18,
T155N,
R82W
Sec. 18,
T155N,
R82W
Sec. 18,
T155N,
R82W
Sec. 7,
T155N,
R82W
Sec. 7,
T155N,
R82W
Sec. 18,
T155N,
R82W
Sec. 18,
T155N,
R82W
Sec. 18,
T155N,
R82W
Sec. 18,
T155N,
R82W
Sec. 18,
T155N,
R82W
Sec. 18,
T155N,
R82W
Sec. 18,
T155N,
R82W
Sec. 13,
T155N,
R83W
Sec. 13,
T155N,
R83W

Wetland
Type

Total
Area
(Acres)

USACE
Jurisdictional
Wetland

Artificial

2.73

No

Natural

1.26

No

Natural

0.08

No

Natural

1.34

No

Natural

0.10

Natural

Wetland Impacts
(Acres)
Temp
Perm

Mitigation Required
EO
11990
No

USACE

No

No

No

No

1.34

Yes

No

No

0.10

Yes

No

1.46

No

1.46

Yes

No

Natural

0.87

No

0.87

Yes

No

Natural

1.23

No

1.23

Yes

No

Natural

0.51

No

0.51

Yes

No

Natural

0.26

No

0.26

Yes

No

Natural

0.12

No

0.12

Yes

No

Natural

0.09

No

0.09

Yes

No

Natural

0.95

No

No

No

Natural

0.35

No

0.35

Yes

No

Natural

0.33

No

0.33

Yes

No

Natural

0.07

No

0.07

Yes

No
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0.19

No

20

Wetland

22

23

24

25

26

27

30

31

32

33

34

35

38

39

40

WOTUS1

Location

Sec. 12,
T155N,
R83W
Sec. 12,
T155N,
R83W
Sec. 12,
T155N,
R83W
Sec. 12,
T155N,
R83W
Sec. 12,
T155N,
R83W
Section 7,
T155N,
R82W
Sec. 12,
T155N,
R83W
Sec. 12,
T155N,
R83W
Sec. 12,
T155N,
R83W
Sec. 12,
T155N,
R83W
Sec. 7,
T155N,
R82W
Sec. 7,
T155N,
R82W
Sec. 12,
T155N,
R83W
Sec. 12,
T155N,
R83W
Sec. 12,
T155N,
R83W
Sec. 13,
T166N,
R82W

Wetland
Type

Total
Area
(Acres)

USACE
Jurisdictional
Wetland

Artificial

0.04

No

Artificial

0.60

Natural

Wetland Impacts
(Acres)
Temp
Perm

Mitigation Required
USACE

0.04

EO
11990
No

No

0.60

No

No

1.94

No

1.94

Yes

No

Natural

0.63

No

0.63

Yes

No

Natural
w/Artificial
Drain
Natural
w/Artificial
Drain
Natural

5.93

Yes

5.93

Yes

Yes

1.83

Yes

1.83

Yes

Yes

0.27

No

0.27

Yes

No

Natural

0.30

No

0.30

Yes

No

Natural

0.61

No

0.61

Yes

No

Natural

0.53

No

0.53

Yes

No

Natural

0.50

Yes

0.50

Yes

Yes

Natural

0.06

No

0.06

Yes

No

Natural

0.50

No

0.50

Yes

No

Natural

0.05

No

0.05

Yes

No

Artificial

0.08

No

No

No

Natural

0.26

No

No

No

Totals

25.88
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(b) If yes, does the project qualify for an Army Corps of Engineers General permit? (Document
coordination with the Corps).
A Section 404 Individual Permit from the USACE would be required for impacts to jurisdictional wetlands.
Under USACE Section 404, unavoidable impacts to jurisdictional wetlands that are greater than 0.10 acres
require compensatory mitigation. Pre-application meetings were held with the USACE on April 29, 2019 and
May 27, 2021 (see Appendix A for meeting summaries).

(c) If there are wetlands impacts, are there feasible mitigation alternatives? Explain.
Other options to mitigating wetland impacts were considered. However, mitigation onsite is not practicable due
to the potential for wildlife attractants. Offsite mitigation is an option but the cost for land, design, development,
construction, and long-term maintenance and monitoring for the Airport is not feasible. Therefore, it is
anticipated that wetland credits from an established wetland bank would be purchased for compensatory
mitigation of the impacts (see Ducks Unlimited credit availability letter dated August 17, 2021 in Appendix A).
Mitigation through Ducks Unlimited would include 8.26 acres for natural/USACE jurisdictional wetlands and
11.62 acres for natural/non-jurisdictional wetlands.

(d) If there are wetlands impacts, describe the measures to be taken to comply with Executive Order
11990, Protection of Wetlands.
Wetland credits from an established wetland bank would be purchased for compensatory mitigation of the
impacts (see Ducks Unlimited credit availability letter dated August 17, 2021 in Appendix A).
NDGFD recommended disturbed areas be seeded with suitable native grass and forb species where appropriate.
As a Part 139 certified Airport, the area will be reseeded with species identified on the Acceptable Tree and
Shrub Species for North Dakota Airport 2018 (see attached in Appendix B)

(2) FLOODPLAINS
(a) Would the proposed project be located in, or would it encroach upon, any 100-year floodplains,
as designated by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)?
No, FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map panel 38101C0595D Effective January 19, 2000.

(b) If Yes, would the project cause notable adverse impacts on natural and beneficial floodplain values
as defined in Paragraph 4.k of DOT Order 5620.2, Floodplain Management and Protection?
N/A

(c) If Yes, attach the corresponding FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) and describe the
measures to be taken to comply with Executive Order 11988, including the public notice
requirements.
N/A

(3) SURFACE WATERS
(a) Would the project impact surface waters such that water quality standards set by Federal, state,
local, or tribal regulatory agencies would be exceeded or would the project have the potential to
contaminate a public drinking water supply such that public health may be adversely affected?
The removal of wetlands could impact surface water filtration of sediments, nutrients and pollutants. The
Proposed Project would include best management practices for erosion and sediment control during construction
and impacted areas would be reseeded per the requirements of the ND Department of Environmental Quality
Stormwater Program.

(b) Would the water quality impacts associated with the project cause concerns for applicable
permitting agencies or require mitigation in order to obtain a permit?
Effective 11/19/2015
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No. North Dakota State Water Commission confirmed that a drainage permit is likely required. However, neither
a construction permit nor conditional/ temporary permit for water appropriation is required unless surface water
would be diverted for construction. A copy of this letter is in Appendix B.
In addition, under the Clean Water Act Section 404 permit, the project would require a Section 401 certification.

If the answer to any of the above questions is “Yes”, consult with the USEPA or other appropriate
Federal and/or state regulatory and permitting agencies and provide all agency correspondence.
(4) GROUNDWATER
(a) Would the project impact groundwater such that water quality standards set by Federal, state,
local, or tribal regulatory agencies would be exceeded or would the project have the potential to
contaminate an aquifer used for public water supply such that public health may be adversely
affected?
No. North Dakota Department of Environmental Quality confirmed that the construction project overlies the
Northwest Buried Channel aquifer. Also, the southern project boundary is within ¼ mile of Minot’s community
Wellhead Protection Area and Souris River aquifer. Care should be taken to avoid spills that may have an adverse
effect on groundwater. A copy of this letter is in Appendix B.

(b) Would the groundwater impacts associated with the project cause concerns for applicable
permitting agencies or require mitigation in order to obtain a permit?
No. North Dakota State Water Commission confirmed that a drainage permit is likely required. However, neither
a construction permit nor conditional/ temporary permit for water appropriation is required unless groundwater
would be diverted for construction. A copy of this letter is in Appendix B.

(c) Is the project to be located over an EPA-designated Sole Source Aquifer?
No. Northwest Buried Channel Aquifer and Souris River Aquifer are not EPA-designated Sole Source Aquifers.

If the answer to any of the above questions is “Yes”, consult with the USEPA or other appropriate
Federal and/or state regulatory and permitting agencies and provide all agency correspondence as an
attachment to this form.
(5) WILD AND SCENIC RIVERS
Would the proposed project affect a river segment that is listed in the Wild and Scenic River System
or Nationwide River Inventory (NRI)? (If Yes, coordinate with the jurisdictional agency and attach
record of consultation).
The Study Area does not contain, border upon, nor is it adjacent to a designated Wild and Scenic River or listed
segment in the Nationwide River Inventory. Please refer to the map from the Nationwide Rivers Inventory and
National Wild and Scenic Rivers System near the Airport contained in Appendix A.

(O) CUMULATIVE IMPACTS
Discuss impacts from past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects both on and off the
airport. Would the proposed project produce a cumulative effect on any of the environmental impact
categories above? Consider projects that are connected and may have common timing and/or location.
For purposes of this Form, generally use 3 years for past projects and 5 years for future foreseeable
projects.
In the past three years, projects at the airport consisted of a General Aviation apron reconstruction project which
consisted of removal of general apron, removal of 18 inches of aggregate under pavement, and new placement
added on top. In addition, a Cargo Apron reconstruction project was completed.
In addition to this proposed wildlife and stormwater/ drainage improvement project, a future project will consist
of a new end to runway 8, taxiway bravo realignment, and associated reconstruction. New access would be added
in order to square off new runway.
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Impacts from the build alternative would be minimal as regulations, BMPs, as well as minimization and
mitigation measures would be implemented.

Table 2. Comparison of Project Alternatives

Environmental Impact Category

No Build

Proposed Action

(A) Air Quality

No additional impact

No additional impact

(B) Biological Resources

No additional impact

No Affect: piping plover, red knot, whooping
crane, and Dakota skipper
May Affect but not Likely to Adversely Affect:
northern long-eared bat (take not prohibited under
the ESA Section 4(d) rule)
If tree removal takes place during migratory bird
nesting season, a pre-construction survey would be
conducted within 5 calendar days prior to the tree
removal by a qualified biologist. If more than 5 days
pass and the tree removal has not been completed, a
follow-up survey for potential new nesting activity
would be required.

(C) Climate

No additional impact

If active nests are identified, construction, or
demolition must cease and a minimum buffer
(distance coordinated with the USFWS) around
active nests must be maintained to avoid take. The
qualified biologist may adjust the buffered distance
in coordination with the USFWS. The buffer would
be maintained as construction resumes until the nests
are no longer active. Due to the mentioned BMPs and
time restrictions, the proposed project is not
anticipated to have a negative impact on migratory
birds.
No additional impact

(D) Coastal Resource

Not applicable

Not applicable

(E) Section 4(f)
Resources

Not applicable

Not applicable

(F) Farmlands

No additional impact

No right-of-way needed

(G) Hazardous Materials, Solid
Waste, and Pollution
Prevention

No additional impact

Approximately 31,600 cubic yards of wetland
muck would be hauled offsite to an approved
landfill.

Effective 11/19/2015
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(H) Historic, Architectural,
Archaeological, and Cultural
Resources

No additional impact

One CHF on the Airport is recommended eligible for
the NRHP. No sites would be impacted by the
Proposed Action. Sites would be fenced for
protection during construction. FAA recommended a
no historic properties affected for the Proposed
Action and received a concurrence letter from ND
SHPO. Commitments were discussed during the
Tribal Coordination Meeting and field visit held on
October 24-25 2018. Cultural heritage find
CHFWD2 recommended potentially eligible for the
NRHP shall be avoided. Further, tribal and
archeological monitoring shall occur when
construction activities take place within 100 feet of
cultural heritage find CHFWD2. Cultural heritage
finds CHFWD1 and CHFWD3 – CHFWD7 do not
require avoidance; however, tribal and archaeological
monitoring shall occur when construction activities
take place within 100 feet of the CHFs.
Offsite material sources or wastes sites (aggregate
borrow/waste areas) require environmental clearance.
Removal of approximately 23.25 acres of
wetlands, drainage ditches, trees, and shrubs that
are attractive to wildlife, immediately adjacent to
the runways and taxiways. .

(I) Land Use

No additional impact

(J) Natural Resources and Energy
Supply

No additional impact

(K) Noise and Noise-Compatible
Land Use

No additional impact

(L) Socioeconomics,
Environmental Justice, and
Children’s Health and Safety
Risks
(M) Visual Effects Including Light
Emission

No additional impact

No additional impact

No additional impact

Embankment raise at Pond A may slightly affect
the views to the south but would not otherwise
block or obstruct views of visual resources

Effective 11/19/2015

May result in increased energy use from the
movement of ground vehicles for mowing that
were previously wetlands during the growing
season
Temporary construction noise. No permanent
noise impacts.
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(N) Water Resources (Including
No additional impact
Wetlands, Floodplains, Surface
Waters, Groundwater, and Wild
and Scenic Rivers)

(1) Wetlands: The proposed project would result
in permanent wetland impacts to
approximately 11.62 acres of natural/nonjurisdictional, 8.26 acres of natural/
jurisdictional, and 3.37 acres of artificial/nonjurisdictional. Mitigation through Ducks
Unlimited would include 8.26 acres for
natural/USACE jurisdictional wetlands and
11.62 acres for natural/non-jurisdictional
wetlands. USACE Section 404 Individual
Permit required.
(2) Floodplains: N/A
(3) Surface Waters: No impacts with the use of
BMPs. Section 401 Water Quality
Certification required.
(4) Groundwater: Project overlies the Northwest
Buried Channel aquifer and Souris River
aquifer. Care should be taken to avoid spills.
(5) Wild and Scenic Rivers: N/A

(O) Cumulative Impacts

Removal of approximately 23.25 acres of wetlands
will occur. Impacts from the build alternative would
be minimal as regulations, BMPs, as well as
minimization and mitigation measures would be
implemented.

No additional impact

7. PERMITS
List all required permits for the proposed project. Has coordination with the appropriate agency
commenced? What feedback has the appropriate agency offered in reference to the proposed project?
What is the expected time frame for permit review and decision?
The project would require the following permits:
•
•
•

NDSWC Drainage Permit by early 2022
USACE Section 404 / 401 Water Quality Certification by early 2022
NDDEQ National Pollutant Discharge Elimination Permit by early 2022

8. MITIGATION
Describe those mitigation measures to be taken to avoid creation of significant impacts to a particular
resource as a result of the proposed project, and include a discussion of any impacts that cannot be
mitigated.
The wetland impacts that would occur as a result of the proposed project would be mitigated through Ducks
Unlimited bank purchase (see Ducks Unlimited credit availability letter dated August 17, 2021 in Appendix A).
Mitigation through Ducks Unlimited would include 8.26 acres for natural/USACE jurisdictional wetlands and
11.62 acres for natural/non-jurisdictional wetlands.
Commitments were discussed during the Tribal Coordination Meeting and field visit held on October 24-25
2018. Cultural heritage find CHFWD2 recommended potentially eligible for the NRHP shall be avoided. Further,
tribal and archaeological monitoring shall occur when construction activities take place within 100 feet of
cultural heritage find CHFWD2. Cultural heritage finds CHFWD1 and CHFWD3 – CHFWD7 do not require
avoidance; however, tribal and archaeological monitoring shall occur when construction activities take place
within 100 feet of the CHFs. Offsite material sources or wastes sites (aggregate borrow/waste areas) require
environmental clearance.

Effective 11/19/2015
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The Federal MBTA protects migratory bird nests with birds, eggs, or chicks. The breeding season for migratory
birds in North Dakota is from May 1 to October 10 (see IPaC Migratory Bird list in Appendix A). If tree removal
takes place during migratory bird nesting season, a pre-construction survey would be conducted within 5 calendar
days prior to the tree removal by a qualified biologist. If more than 5 days pass and the tree removal has not been
completed, a follow-up survey for potential new nesting activity would be required.
If active nests are identified, construction, or demolition must cease and a minimum buffer (distance coordinated
with the USFWS) around active nests must be maintained to avoid take. The qualified biologist may adjust the
buffered distance in coordination with the USFWS. The buffer would be maintained as construction resumes
until the nests are no longer active. Due to the mentioned BMPs and time restrictions, the proposed project is not
anticipated to have a negative impact on migratory birds.
If any construction activity results in discovery of cultural resources, work would cease until the FAA Airports
District Office (ADO) in Bismarck is notified per the Discovery Plan for Aviation Projects in the Dakotas.

9. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT
Describe the public review process and any comments received. Include copies of Public Notices and
proof of publication.
Various agencies were consulted in the process of preparing this EA document. The consultations at a minimum
consisted of a letter requesting comments on the proposed project and were often followed by responding
correspondence with comments or requests for additional information. The following agencies were contacted:
• AvFlight
• ND Geological Survey
• Bureau of Indian Affairs, Great Plains
• ND State Water Commission
Regional Office
• Soil Conservation Committee, NDSU
• City of Minot, Commission
Extension Service
• City of Minot, Economic Development
• US Army Corps of Engineers, North
Dakota Regulatory Office
• City of Minot, Engineering
• US Geological Survey, Water
• City of Minot, Fire Department
Resources Division
• City of Minot, Mayor
• Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe
• City of Minot, Parks & Recreation
• Rosebud Sioux Tribe
• City of Minot, Planning
• Spirit Lake Sioux Nation
• City of Minot, Police Department
• Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa
• City of Minot, Public Works
Indians
• City of Minot, Water/ Sewer
• Standing Rock Sioux Tribe
• Dakota Territory Air Museum
• Fort Peck Assiniboine and Sioux
• Grand Forks Air Force Base, 319 CES/
Tribes
CD
•
Sisseton Wahpeton Oyate
• Indian Affairs Commission
st
•
Upper Sioux Indian Community
• Minot Air Force Base, 91 Missile
• Lower Sioux Indian Community
Maintenance Squadron
• Crow Nation
• Minot Air Force Base, Chief Missile
• Fort Peck Assiniboine and Sioux
Engineering
Tribes
• ND Aeronautics Commission
• Northern Cheyenne Tribe
• ND Department of Emergency
• Ft. Belknap Indian Community of the
Services, Department of Homeland
Ft. Belknap Reservation
Security
• Mandan, Hidatsa & Arikara Nation
• ND Department of Environmental
Quality
• Crow Creek Sioux Tribe
• US Department of Energy, Western
• Flandreau-Santee Sioux Tribe
Area Power Admin.
• Oglala Sioux Tribe
• ND Department of Transportation,
• Sisseton-Wahpeton Oyate of Lake
Office of Project Development
Traverse Reservation
Director
• Yankton Sioux Tribe
• ND Game & Fish Department,
• Lower Brule Sioux Tribe
Conservation Section

Effective 11/19/2015
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The advanced early communication was sent to the previous list. The letters were mailed May 26, 2021 and
comments were submitted by June 26, 2021. There were four responses from interested parties or agencies. The
notification package and responses are included in Appendix B.
The EA will be made available at the Minot International Airport, Minot Public Library, ND Aeronautics
Commission, online at https://www.motairport.com News & Announcements, or by request.

10. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS
APPENDIX A – ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
• FEMA FIRM Map
• US Environmental Protection Agency EJScreen Reports- Air Quality, Census Summaries
• US Fish and Wildlife Service ESA Section 7 Affect Determination Package
• US Fish and Wildlife Service IPaC Resource List 8/16/21
• NDDEQ Spills Database
• Section 106 Consultation Containing ND SHPO Concurrence Letter- 7/1/2021
• US Army Corps of Engineers Section 404 Coordination
o US Army Corps of Engineers Jurisdictional Determination 3/23/2021
o US Army Corps of Engineers Jurisdictional Request 3/18/2021
o US Army Corps of Engineers Coordination Minutes
o US Army Corps of Engineers Jurisdictional Determination 2/8/2018
• Wetland Mitigation Credit Availability Letter 8/17/2021
• Wild and Scenic Rivers Inventory Map
APPENDIX B – CORRESPONDENCE
• Agency Notification Package- Mailing List and Location Map
• Tribal Notification Package – Mailing List and Location Map
• ND Department of Environmental Quality- 6/3/2021
• ND Department of Transportation, Office of Project Development Director- 6/10/2021
• ND Game & Fish Department, Conservation Section
• Acceptable Tree and Shrub Species for Landscaping on North Dakota Airports 2018
• ND State Water Commission - 6/21/2021
APPENDIX C – ADDITIONAL PROJECT EXHIBITS
• Wildlife Hazard and Drainage Improvement Area of Potential Effect Wetland Impacts
APPENDED BY REFERENCE
• Cultural Resources and Tribal Cultural Properties Survey Summary of the Minot International Airport –
March 2019
• Storm Water Management Plan (SWMP) - 2013
• Storm Water Improvements Update Memo - 1/15/2019
• Wetlands Delineation - 8/18/2017
• Wildlife Hazard Assessment - 2015
• Wildlife Hazard Management Plan - 2/16/2018

Effective 11/19/2015
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Project Title: Hazardous Wildlife Attractant Removal and Drainage Improvement Project
Identifier: MOT

11. PREPARER CERTIFICATION
I certify that the information I have provided above is, to the best of my knowledge, correct.
8/23/2021
Date

Signature
Erik Carlson
Name
Environmental Specialist
Title
Ulteig Engineers, Inc.
Affiliation

720-873-5738
Phone #

12. AIRPORT SPONSOR CERTIFICATION
I certify that the information I have provided above is, to the best of my knowledge, correct. I also
recognize and agree that no construction activity, including but not limited to site preparation,
demolition, or land disturbance, shall proceed for the above proposed project(s) until FAA issues a
final environmental decision for the proposed project(s), and until compliance with all other
applicable FAA approval actions (e.g., ALP approval, airspace approval, grant approval) and
special purpose laws has occurred.
8/23/2021

Signature

Date

Deanna Stoddard
Name
City of Minot, Airport Operations Manager
Title
Minot International Airport (MOT)
Affiliation

701-857-4725
Phone #

Effective 11/19/2015
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APPENDIX A
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

EJSCREEN ACS Summary Report
Location: User-specified polygonal location
Ring (buffer): 1-miles radius
Description: Minot International Airport

2014 - 2018
ACS Estimates

Percent

MOE (±)

13,364

100%

327

342
529

3%
4%

82
86

3,791

28%
33%

188
265

Population 25+ by Educational Attainment
Total
Less than 9th Grade
9th - 12th Grade, No Diploma
High School Graduate
Some College, No Degree
Associate Degree
Bachelor's Degree or more
Population Age 5+ Years by Ability to Speak English
Total
Speak only English
Non-English at Home1+2+3+4
1
Speak English "very well"
2
Speak English "well"
3
Speak English "not well"
4
Speak English "not at all"
3+4
Speak English "less than well"
2+3+4
Speak English "less than very well"
Linguistically Isolated Households*
Total
Speak Spanish
Speak Other Indo-European Languages
Speak Asian-Pacific Island Languages
Speak Other Languages
Households by Household Income
Household Income Base
< $15,000
$15,000 - $25,000
$25,000 - $50,000
$50,000 - $75,000
$75,000 +
Occupied Housing Units by Tenure
Total
Owner Occupied
Renter Occupied
Employed Population Age 16+ Years
Total
In Labor Force
Civilian Unemployed in Labor Force
Not In Labor Force

4,464
1,329

10%

129

4,238

32%

183

19,368
17,971

100%

484

93%
7%

412
183

6%

183

138

1%
1%

91
110

1,398
1,099
148
13

0%

22

151
299

1%
2%

110
117

123

100%

85

27
0

22%
0%

40
9

28

23%

68

55%

24
74

8,743

100%

174

1,041
504

12%
6%

116
81

1,943

22%

1,755
3,500

20%
40%

154
132
176

8,743

100%

174

4,771

55%

143

3,972

45%

154

17,116

100%

415

13,163
332

77%
2%

421
65

3,953

23%

151

Data Note: Datail may not sum to totals due to rounding. Hispanic population can be of anyrace.
N/A means not available. Source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey (ACS)
*Households in which no one 14 and over speaks English "very well" or speaks English only.
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EJSCREEN ACS Summary Report
Location: User-specified polygonal location
Ring (buffer): 1-miles radius
Description: Minot International Airport

Population by Language Spoken at Home*
Total (persons age 5 and above)
English
Spanish
French
French Creole
Italian
Portuguese
German
Yiddish
Other West Germanic
Scandinavian
Greek
Russian
Polish
Serbo-Croatian
Other Slavic
Armenian
Persian
Gujarathi
Hindi
Urdu
Other Indic
Other Indo-European
Chinese
Japanese
Korean
Mon-Khmer, Cambodian
Hmong
Thai
Laotian
Vietnamese
Other Asian
Tagalog
Other Pacific Island
Navajo
Other Native American
Hungarian
Arabic
Hebrew
African
Other and non-specified
Total Non-English

2014 - 2018
ACS Estimates

Percent

20,848

100%

458

19,452
525
82
N/A
N/A
N/A
178
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
102
6
N/A
32
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
54
70
126
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
41
N/A
N/A
49
1,396

93%
3%
0%
N/A
N/A
N/A
1%
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
0%
0%
N/A
0%
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
0%
0%
1%
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
0%
N/A
N/A
0%
7%

499
215
71
N/A
N/A
N/A
113
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
85
23
N/A
30
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
73
40
85
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
74
N/A
N/A
39
677

MOE (±)

Data Note: Detail may not sum to totals due to rounding. Hispanic popultion can be of any race.
N/A meansnot available. Source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey (ACS) 2014 - 2018 .
*Population by Language Spoken at Home is available at the census tract summary level and up.
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EJSCREEN Report (Version 2020)
1 mile Ring around the Area, NORTH DAKOTA, EPA Region 8
Approximate Population: 20,716
Input Area (sq. miles): 16.63
Minot International Airport

Selected Variables
EJ Indexes
EJ Index for PM2.5
EJ Index for Ozone
EJ Index for NATA* Diesel PM
EJ Index for NATA* Air Toxics Cancer Risk
EJ Index for NATA* Respiratory Hazard Index
EJ Index for Traffic Proximity and Volume
EJ Index for Lead Paint Indicator
EJ Index for Superfund Proximity
EJ Index for RMP Proximity
EJ Index for Hazardous Waste Proximity
EJ Index for Wastewater Discharge Indicator

State
Percentile

EPA Region
Percentile

USA
Percentile

52

49

39

46

51

32

41

38

31

46

49

41

48

51

43

38

40

26

48

22

24

70

72

56

65

32

21

44

39

33

49

42

26

This report shows the values for environmental and demographic indicators and EJSCREEN indexes. It shows environmental and demographic raw data (e.g., the
estimated concentration of ozone in the air), and also shows what percentile each raw data value represents. These percentiles provide perspective on how the
selected block group or buffer area compares to the entire state, EPA region, or nation. For example, if a given location is at the 95th percentile nationwide, this
means that only 5 percent of the US population has a higher block group value than the average person in the location being analyzed. The years for which the
data are available, and the methods used, vary across these indicators. Important caveats and uncertainties apply to this screening-level information, so it is
essential to understand the limitations on appropriate interpretations and applications of these indicators. Please see EJSCREEN documentation for discussion of
these issues before using reports.
June 23, 2021
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EJSCREEN Report (Version 2020)
1 mile Ring around the Area, NORTH DAKOTA, EPA Region 8

Approximate Population: 20,716
Input Area (sq. miles): 16.63
Minot International Airport

Selected Variables

Value

State
Avg.

%ile in
State

EPA
Region
Avg.

%ile in
EPA
Region

USA
Avg.

%ile in
USA

Environmental Indicators
Particulate Matter (PM 2.5 in µg/m3)
Ozone (ppb)
NATA* Diesel PM (µg/m3)
NATA* Cancer Risk (lifetime risk per million)
NATA* Respiratory Hazard Index
Traffic Proximity and Volume (daily traffic count/distance to road)
Lead Paint Indicator (% Pre-1960 Housing)
Superfund Proximity (site count/km distance)
RMP Proximity (facility count/km distance)
Hazardous Waste Proximity (facility count/km distance)
Wastewater Discharge Indicator
(toxicity-weighted concentration/m distance)

Demographic Indicators
Demographic
Demographic Index
People of Color Population
Low Income Population
Linguistically Isolated Population
Population With Less Than High School Education
Population Under 5 years of age
Population over 64 years of age

5.69

6.47

23

39.3

38.8

58

0.346

0.349

64

17

18

43

7.05

19

8.55

51.4

4

42.9

25

0.478

<50th

32

<50th

0.423 50-60th
23 <50th

2

0.2

0.23

46

0.31

<50th

0.44

<50th

280

220

73

460

57

750

55

0.31

0.26

61

0.21

74

0.28

63

0.0021

0.005

4

0.11

0

0.13

0

0.46

1

37

0.63

61

0.74

58

0.46

0.55

62

0.89

51

5

37

39

9.4

52

7.2E-05

32

43

33

22%

20%

66

26%

49

36%

34

17%

15%

71

25%

47

39%

33

25%

26%

54

28%

50

33%

43

4%

52

13%

38

1%

1%

78

2%

66

7%

8%

51

8%

56

7%

7%

45

7%

50

6%

58

34

13%

42

15%

32

10%

15%

* The National-Scale Air Toxics Assessment (NATA) is EPA's ongoing, comprehensive evaluation of air toxics in the United States. EPA developed the NATA to
prioritize air toxics, emission sources, and locations of interest for further study. It is important to remember that NATA provides broad estimates of health risks
over geographic areas of the country, not definitive risks to specific individuals or locations. More information on the NATA analysis can be found
at: https://www.epa.gov/national-air-toxics-assessment.

For additional information, see: www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice

EJSCREEN is a screening tool for pre-decisional use only. It can help identify areas that may warrant additional consideration, analysis, or outreach. It does not
provide a basis for decision-making, but it may help identify potential areas of EJ concern. Users should keep in mind that screening tools are subject to substantial
uncertainty in their demographic and environmental data, particularly when looking at small geographic areas. Important caveats and uncertainties apply to this
screening-level information, so it is essential to understand the limitations on appropriate interpretations and applications of these indicators. Please see
EJSCREEN documentation for discussion of these issues before using reports. This screening tool does not provide data on every environmental impact and
demographic factor that may be relevant to a particular location. EJSCREEN outputs should be supplemented with additional information and local knowledge
before taking any action to address potential EJ concerns.
June 23, 2021
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ENVIRONMENTAL PUBLIC HEALTH TRACKING - INFO BY LOCATION

Ward County, North Dakota

POPULATION: 67,998
INCOME
Average Household Income
Ward County: $63,938
North Dakota: $65,250

Residents who live below the poverty line

10.8%
Ward County

10.6%
North Dakota

QUICK FACTS:
Out of 10 people living in this county

SEX

5 are male & 5 are female

AGE
About 3 are between the ages of 0 and 19 years
About 3 are between the ages of 20 and 34 years
About 2 are between the ages of 35 and 49 years
About 3 are 50 years and older

ETHNICITY
Less than 1 are Hispanic and 10 are non-Hispanic

RACE

†

(../showHome.action)

White

Black

Asian

Native American

Other

(https://twitter.com/share?
url=https%3A%2F%2Fephtracking.cdc.gov%2FInfoByLocation%2F&text=Check%20out%20environmental%20health%20in%20your%20county&hashtags=PublicHealth,Tracking)

arned%20some%20quick%20facts%20about%20the%20people%20in%20my%20county.%20Visit%20https://ephtracking.cdc.gov/InfoByLocation%2F%20to%20find%20out%20facts%20for%20your%20county.)

Discover the data (../DataExplorer?query=C7380B65-728D-4621-A12247283CF8B444&allyears=1) | Learn more about this topic
(../showPcMain.action)
† 2019 data from the National Environmental Public Health Tracking Network (../showHome.action)


Asthma†

Percent of adults who currently have asthma

%

%

Asthma is a chronic disease that affects the airways that carry oxygen in and out of the lungs. Asthma
can cause
shortness of breath,
wheezing,
coughing, and
tightness in the chest.
Asthma attacks have been linked to many factors, including exposure to environmental hazards like
allergens,
tobacco smoke, and
indoor and outdoor air pollution.
Asthma can be controlled by taking medication and avoiding triggers that can cause an attack.
(https://twitter.com/share?
url=https%3A%2F%2Fephtracking.cdc.gov%2FInfoByLocation%2F&text=Check%20out%20environmental%20health%20in%20your%20county&hashtags=PublicHealth,Tracking)

arned%20some%20quick%20facts%20about%20the%20people%20in%20my%20county.%20Visit%20https://ephtracking.cdc.gov/InfoByLocation%2F%20to%20find%20out%20facts%20for%20your%20county.)

Discover the data (REPLACED BY JAVASCRIPT) | Learn more about this topic
(../showAsthma.action)
† data from the National Environmental Public Health Tracking Network (../showHome.action)


Air Quality: Ground-Level Ozone

†

Ward County residents were exposed to unhealthy levels of ozone for in .
Ozone occurs naturally in the sky and helps protect us from the sun's harmful rays. But ground-level
ozone can be bad for your health and the environment. Ground-level ozone is one of the biggest parts
of smog.
When ozone levels are above the national standard, everyone should try to limit their contact with it by
reducing the amount of time spent outside.
Ward County residents were exposed to unhealthy levels of ozone for in .
Check the EPA's Air Quality Index (AQI) at AirNow.gov (http://www.AirNow.gov) to see the current air
quality conditions for your location. You can use the AQI to plan your daily activities to reduce exposure
to ozone.
(https://twitter.com/share?
url=https%3A%2F%2Fephtracking.cdc.gov%2FInfoByLocation%2F&text=Check%20out%20environmental%20health%20in%20your%20county&hashtags=PublicHealth,Tracking)

arned%20some%20quick%20facts%20about%20the%20people%20in%20my%20county.%20Visit%20https://ephtracking.cdc.gov/InfoByLocation%2F%20to%20find%20out%20facts%20for%20your%20county.)

Discover the data (REPLACED BY JAVASCRIPT) | Learn more about this topic
(../showAirHealth.action)
† data from the National Environmental Public Health Tracking Network (../showHome.action)


Air Quality: Particulate Matter†
ANNUAL AMBIENT CONCENTRATION OF PM2.5
µg/m3*

Ward County, North Dakota
µg/m3*

Annual National Standard

*Micrograms Per Cubic Meter (µg/m3)
Air pollution is a leading environmental threat to human health.
Particles in the air like dust, dirt, soot, and smoke are one kind of air pollution called particulate matter.
Fine particulate matter, or PM2.5, is so small that it cannot be seen in the air. Breathing in PM2.5 may
lead to breathing problems,
make asthma symptoms or some heart conditions worse, and
lead to low birth weight.
The national standard for annual PM2.5 levels is 12.0µg/m3. When PM2.5 levels are above 12, this means
that air quality is more likely to affect your health.
In , the annual level of PM2.5 in Ward County was µg/m3. *
* Micrograms per cubic meter (../images/content/PM2-5_5.jpg) (µg/m3)

(https://twitter.com/share?
url=https%3A%2F%2Fephtracking.cdc.gov%2FInfoByLocation%2F&text=Check%20out%20environmental%20health%20in%20your%20county&hashtags=PublicHealth,Tracking)

arned%20some%20quick%20facts%20about%20the%20people%20in%20my%20county.%20Visit%20https://ephtracking.cdc.gov/InfoByLocation%2F%20to%20find%20out%20facts%20for%20your%20county.)

Discover the data (REPLACED BY JAVASCRIPT) | Learn more about this topic
(../showAirLanding.action)
† data from the National Environmental Public Health Tracking Network (../showHome.action)


Smoking†

Tobacco use is the single most preventable cause of death and disease in the United States.
Smoking harms nearly every organ of the body. It causes many diseases and reduces the
health of smokers in general. The negative health effects from cigarette smoking account
for an estimated 500,000 deaths, or nearly 1 of every 5 deaths, each year in the United
States.

(https://twitter.com/share?
url=https%3A%2F%2Fephtracking.cdc.gov%2FInfoByLocation%2F&text=Check%20out%20environmental%20health%20in%20your%20county&hashtags=PublicHealth,Tracking)

arned%20some%20quick%20facts%20about%20the%20people%20in%20my%20county.%20Visit%20https://ephtracking.cdc.gov/InfoByLocation%2F%20to%20find%20out%20facts%20for%20your%20county.)

Discover the data (REPLACED BY JAVASCRIPT) | Learn more about this topic
(../showHBSmokingPrevalence.action)
† data from the National Environmental Public Health Tracking Network (../showHome.action)



Extreme Heat

†

with temperatures above 90°F
Extreme summer heat is increasing in the United States, and climate projections indicate that extreme
heat events will be more frequent and intense in coming decades. Extremely hot weather can cause
illness or even death. Knowing how hot it gets in your area can help you prepare for extremely hot
temperatures and prevent heat related illness
(http://emergency.cdc.gov/disasters/extremeheat/heattips.asp).
Ward County had with maximum temperatures above 90°F during May-September .
Heat-related death or illnesses are preventable if you follow a few simple steps.
Stay cool.
Stay hydrated.
Stay informed.
(https://twitter.com/share?
url=https%3A%2F%2Fephtracking.cdc.gov%2FInfoByLocation%2F&text=Check%20out%20environmental%20health%20in%20your%20county&hashtags=PublicHealth,Tracking)

arned%20some%20quick%20facts%20about%20the%20people%20in%20my%20county.%20Visit%20https://ephtracking.cdc.gov/InfoByLocation%2F%20to%20find%20out%20facts%20for%20your%20county.)

Discover the data (REPLACED BY JAVASCRIPT) | Learn more about this topic
(../showClimateChangeExtremeHeat.action)
† data from the National Environmental Public Health Tracking Network (../showHome.action)


Heart Attacks†
deaths from heart attacks in Ward County

The environment is one of several factors (../showHeartExpRisk.action) that can lead to an increased risk
for heart disease. High levels of air pollution and extreme hot and cold temperatures have been linked to
increases in heart disease and deaths from heart attacks. A heart attack happens when a part of the
heart muscle dies or gets damaged because of reduced blood supply.
In , there were
deaths from heart attacks in Ward County.
deaths from heart attacks in North Dakota.
(https://twitter.com/share?
url=https%3A%2F%2Fephtracking.cdc.gov%2FInfoByLocation%2F&text=Check%20out%20environmental%20health%20in%20your%20county&hashtags=PublicHealth,Tracking)

arned%20some%20quick%20facts%20about%20the%20people%20in%20my%20county.%20Visit%20https://ephtracking.cdc.gov/InfoByLocation%2F%20to%20find%20out%20facts%20for%20your%20county.)

Discover the data (REPLACED BY JAVASCRIPT) | Learn more about this topic
(../showHeartAttack.action)
† data from the National Environmental Public Health Tracking Network (../showHome.action)


Access To Parks

†

Live within half a mile
of a park in Ward
County

Having access to places for physical activity, like parks, encourages people to get active and do so more
often. The closer you live to a park, the more likely you are to walk or bike there. Walking and biking to
parks can decrease air pollution and car crashes, which in turn, can reduce chronic disease rates and
traffic-related injuries.
In ,
of people living in Ward County lived within half a mile of a park.
of people living in North Dakota lived within half a mile of a park.
(https://twitter.com/share?
url=https%3A%2F%2Fephtracking.cdc.gov%2FInfoByLocation%2F&text=Check%20out%20#environmental%20health%20in%20your%20county&hashtags=PublicHealth,Tracking)

arned%20some%20quick%20facts%20about%20the%20people%20in%20my%20county.%20Visit%20https://ephtracking.cdc.gov/InfoByLocation%2F%20to%20find%20out%20facts%20for%20your%20county.)

Discover the data (REPLACED BY JAVASCRIPT) | Learn more about this topic
(../showPcMain.action)
† data from the National Environmental Public Health Tracking Network (../showHome.action)


Proximity To Highways†

of Ward County population that live within 150m of a highway
Traffic-related air pollution is a major cause of unhealthy air quality, especially in urban areas. Many
health problems have been linked to exposure to traffic-related air pollution. The closer your home or
school is to a major highway, the more likely you and your family are to be exposed to traffic-related air
pollution.
In , of the population of Ward County lived within 150 meters* of a major highway.

In , of Ward County public schools (preK-4th grade) were sited within 150 meters* of a major highway.
* 150 meters is about 2 blocks.

(https://twitter.com/share?
url=https%3A%2F%2Fephtracking.cdc.gov%2FInfoByLocation%2F&text=Check%20out%20environmental%20health%20in%20your%20county&hashtags=PublicHealth,Tracking)

arned%20some%20quick%20facts%20about%20the%20people%20in%20my%20county.%20Visit%20https://ephtracking.cdc.gov/InfoByLocation%2F%20to%20find%20out%20facts%20for%20your%20county.)

Discover the data (REPLACED BY JAVASCRIPT) | Learn more about this topic
(../showProximityToHighways.action)
† data from the National Environmental Public Health Tracking Network (../showHome.action)


Visit the Tracking Network for more information about your health and the environment.

www.cdc.gov/ephtracking (http://www.cdc.gov/ephtracking/)
Connect With Us
Follow us on Twitter
(http://twitter.com/CDC_EPHTracking)
Like us on Facebook
(http://www.facebook.com/CDCEPHTracking)
Join our List-serv
(mailto:EPHT@LISTSERV.CDC.GOV?
subject=Please%20add%20me%20to%20CDC's%20Environmental%20Public%20
serv.&body=Please%20fill%20in%20the%20information%20below:%0AName:%0



ESA Section 7 Affect Determination Package
3-38-0037-054-2018
MINOT INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT WILDLIFE HAZARD REMOVAL AND DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENT
WARD COUNTY, ND
Sec 1, 12 and 13, T155 N, R83 W and Sec 7 and 18, T 155 N, R 82 W
06/16/21
The City of Minot, North Dakota, in cooperation with the Federal Aviation Administration, is proposing
wildlif e hazard removal and drainage improvements at the Minot International Airport (MOT). Due to the
type of work required to complete these improvements, the ef fect to whooping cranes (Grus americana;
f ederally endangered) and northern long-eared bats (Myotis septentrionalis; f ederally threatened) require
f urther review according to the attached Threatened, Endangered, Proposed, Candidate Species and
Critical Habitat Affect Determination Table.
Wildlife Hazard and Drainage Improvement Scope of Work
The Proposed Action includes saf ety modifications specified in the 2016 Wildlife Hazard Assessment
(WHA), 2018 Wildlife Hazard Management Plan (WHMP), and 2019 Storm Water Improvement Memo.
These reports identified conditions within the airfield that may increase the potential for wildlife interactions
with day-to-day airport operations.
The WHMP included the following specific action items to minimize wildlife attractants:
• Modify and improve drainage ditches to ensure ditches be kept f ree of trees and wetland
vegetation.
• Modify airfield marsh located east of runway 13/31 and south of runway 8/26 to eliminate wetland
area.
• Manage airf ield vegetation by eliminating non-grass species and maintaining a height of 0.5-1.0 ft
f or grass.
• Remove all airfield trees and shrubs.
• Replace alf alfa with grass throughout airfield.
Based on the f indings and recommendations of these reports, the Proposed Action will involve (1) f illing
and/or grading ruts in drainage ditches, (2) improving slopes on ditches so that water does not pool and
drains off the airfield within 48-hours, (3) filling, grading, or modifying wetlands such that water consistently
drains into ditches or away from the airport boundary, (4) and making improvements to wetlands to control
peak f low rates such that post-construction rates do not exceed pre-construction rates to meet City of Minot
storm water requirements.
Typical equipment that would be used would include bulldozers, graders, excavators, dump trucks and
water trucks.
This project is expected to be constructed during the 2022 construction season in f our phases. No night
work is anticipated.
The project will not require the acquisition of permanent or temporary right-of-way.
Whooping Cranes
Whooping cranes (Aransas-Wood Buffalo Population [AWBP]) migrate f rom the Gulf Coast to the Wood
Buf falo National Park in Alberta, Canada in the spring and return along the same route in the f all (Cornell
Lab 2019). This route, known as the AWBP whooping crane migration corridor, bisects a large portion of
North Dakota and overlaps the MOT (Pearse et al. 2018). During migration, whooping cranes utilize a
variety of habitats including palustrine wetlands and rivers f or roosting/stopover habitat and agricultural
f ields for foraging (Austin and Richert 2005).

Proposed improvements f or the MOT require earthwork (i.e., grading ditches and slopes and modifying
wetlands). These small wetlands and drainage ditches immediately adjacent to the active runways and
taxiways that will be removed and/or modified at MOT do not provide suitable stopover habitat for the
whooping crane. Studies have shown whooping cranes will avoid areas of existing development or human
disturbance, thereby potentially denying them the use of potential habitat (CWS and USFWS 2005). In
addition, MOT is an actively managed airport that takes actions outlined in the 2018 WHMP to deter wildlife
f rom airport property. This includes a no-tolerance hazing and control program whenever large birds are
present in areas or numbers to create a hazard. The airport also maintains vegetation height and drainage
on the airf ield to discourage wildlife from the site. The nearest suitable stopover habitat off airport property
is located to the east and is approximately 0.75 miles from the end of the nearest crosswind runway. There
is ample suitable habitat located outside of the project area but within the vicinity.
Northern Long-eared Bats (NLEB)
The northern long-eared bat’s summer habitat preferences include a variety of forested habitats for roosting,
f oraging, and traveling. They may also utilize some adjacent and interspersed non-forested habitat, such
as emergent wetlands and field edges. Winter habitat includes underground caves and cave-like structures,
such as mines and railroad tunnels (USFWS 2014).
Proposed improvements f or the MOT require ap proximately 0.61 acres of woody vegetation associated
with Pond A to be removed along the southern border of the airport property (shown in the attached figure).
Vegetation within this area consists of small to medium sized trees and woody undergrowth. Based on the
United States Fish and Wildlife Service’s Key to the Northern Long-Eared Bat 4(d) Rule for Federal Actions
(USFWS 2016), incidental take f rom tree removal activities is not prohibited as no known maternity roost
trees or hibernacula have been documented in North Dakota.
Working through the Threatened, Endangered, Candidate Species and Critical Habitat Affect Determination
Table, this project involves major earthwork and tree removal. The table requires a review of the project to
determine either "No Effect" or “FAA Review” for the whooping crane and northern long-eared bat.
Attached is a complete ESA Section 7 Affect Determination Package which includes at a minimum: a cover
letter/scoping letter; Threatened, Endangered, Proposed, Candidate Species and Critical Habitat Affect
Determination Table; preliminary aerial layout of the project area; an aerial location map; and
diagrams/schematics.
Based on the inf ormation provided, a “No Ef fect” determination was made f or the whooping crane and a
“May af f ect, but not likely to adversely affect” determination was made for the NLEB (4(d) documentation
is attached).

Sheri G
Lares

Digitally signed by Sheri
G Lares
Date: 2021.07.08
07:30:07 -05'00'

Federal Aviation Representative
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Threatened, Endangered, Proposed, Candidate Species and Critical Habitat Affect Determination Table
Airport:

Grant:

Minot International
Airport (MOT)

Species

Listing

3-38-0037-054-2018

Description:

County:

Wildlife Hazard and Drainage Improvement

Guidance

State:
North Dakota

Ward County
FAA
Review
Required?
Yes

No

Determination
Not
Present

E

The likelihood that the Eskimo curlew remains extant is extremely low, therefore the USFWS do not
recommend further conservation or management actions at this time; no further review required. 1

E

FAA Review required for the adjustment (raising, relocating) of existing above-ground utility lines; or
for newly placed poles/towers (including beacons) and those that require overhead lines/guy wires;
unless the adjustments or new installations are located in a highly developed or urban area. Review
also required for projects requiring major earthwork (.e. runway extension, RSA grading) in rural areas
within ½ mile of suitable stopover habitat that are located within the whooping crane migration
corridor.

Pallid Sturgeon
(Fish)

E

FAA Review required for work in or along the shoreline of the Missouri River (including reservoirs) and
Yellowstone River Systems. Review also required for in-water work for any direct tributary (within ½
mile) to the Missouri River (including reservoirs) and Yellowstone River systems.

X

Topeka Shiner
(Fish)

E

FAA review required for work in or along the shoreline of prairie (or former prairie) streams with pools
containing clear, clean water (non-turbid), and have clean gravel, rock or sand bottoms, specifically in
one or more of the three known inhabited watersheds (the James, Vermillion, and Big Sioux).

X

FAA review required for work in undisturbed grassland prairie, forest edge, and scrubland areas where
significant humus or topsoil, suitable for burying carrion, occurs.

X

FAA Review required for work occurring in undisturbed native tall grass prairie and wet swales.

X

Species is not known to exist in the Dakotas at this time. Until more information becomes available
for this species, no review is required.

X

Eskimo Curlew
(Bird)
Whooping
Crane
(Bird)

American
Burying Beetle
(Insect)

E

Poweshiek
Skipperling
(Insect)

E

Rusty Patched
Bumblebee

E

1

Eskimo Curlew 5-Year Review: Summary and Evaluation. USFWS Fairbanks Fish and Wildlife Office, December 14, 2016.

March 2021

No
Effect

Additional
Documentation
Included

X

X

X

X

Piping Plover
Critical Habitat

Dakota Skipper
Critical Habitat

Poweshiek
Skipperling
Critical Habitat

March 2021

D

FAA Review required for ground disturbing activities within ½ mile of designated piping plover critical
habitat or known nesting sites. See link for piping plover designated critical habitat maps:
http://www.fws.gov/mountain-prairie/species/birds/pipingplover/
https://www.fws.gov/mountain-prairie/es/species/birds/pipingplover/sdunit1.pdf

D

FAA Review required for ground disturbing activities within 0.6 mile of proposed Dakota Skipper critical
habitat. See link for Dakota Skipper proposed critical habitat maps:
https://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/insects/dask/fCHmaps/daskchND.pdf
https://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/insects/dask/fCHmaps/daskchSD.pdf

D

FAA Review required for ground disturbing activities within 0.6 mile of proposed Poweshiek Skipperling
critical habitat. See link for Poweshiek Skipperling proposed critical habitat maps:
https://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/insects/posk/fCHmaps/PS_ND_1_2.pdf
https://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/insects/posk/fCHmaps/poskchSD.pdf

X

X

X

United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
North Dakota Ecological Services Field Office
3425 Miriam Avenue
Bismarck, ND 58501-7926
Phone: (701) 250-4481 Fax: (701) 355-8513
http://www.fws.gov/northdakotafieldoffice/endspecies/
endangered_species.htm

In Reply Refer To:
Consultation Code: 06E15000-2021-SLI-0188
Event Code: 06E15000-2021-E-01120
Project Name: Minot Airport EA

May 21, 2021

Subject: Updated list of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed
project location or may be affected by your proposed project
To Whom It May Concern:
The enclosed species list identifies threatened, endangered, proposed and candidate species, as
well as proposed and final designated critical habitat, that may occur within the boundary of your
proposed project and/or may be affected by your proposed project. The species list fulfills the
requirements of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) under section 7(c) of the
Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).
New information based on updated surveys, changes in the abundance and distribution of
species, changed habitat conditions, or other factors could change this list. Please feel free to
contact us if you need more current information or assistance regarding the potential impacts to
federally proposed, listed, and candidate species and federally designated and proposed critical
habitat. Please note that under 50 CFR 402.12(e) of the regulations implementing section 7 of the
Act, the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 days. This verification can be
completed formally or informally as desired. The Service recommends that verification be
completed by visiting the ECOS-IPaC website at regular intervals during project planning and
implementation for updates to species lists and information. An updated list may be requested
through the ECOS-IPaC system by completing the same process used to receive the enclosed list.
The purpose of the Act is to provide a means whereby threatened and endangered species and the
ecosystems upon which they depend may be conserved. Under sections 7(a)(1) and 7(a)(2) of the
Act and its implementing regulations (50 CFR 402 et seq.), Federal agencies are required to
utilize their authorities to carry out programs for the conservation of threatened and endangered
species and to determine whether projects may affect threatened and endangered species and/or
designated critical habitat.

05/21/2021

Event Code: 06E15000-2021-E-01120

2

A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having
similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment as defined in the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)
(c)). For projects other than major construction activities, the Service suggests that a biological
evaluation similar to a Biological Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may
affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended
contents of a Biological Assessment are described at 50 CFR 402.12.
If a Federal agency determines, based on the Biological Assessment or biological evaluation, that
listed species and/or designated critical habitat may be affected by the proposed project, the
agency is required to consult with the Service pursuant to 50 CFR 402. In addition, the Service
recommends that candidate species, proposed species and proposed critical habitat be addressed
within the consultation. More information on the regulations and procedures for section 7
consultation, including the role of permit or license applicants, can be found in the "Endangered
Species Consultation Handbook" at:
http://www.fws.gov/endangered/esa-library/pdf/TOC-GLOS.PDF
Please be aware that bald and golden eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 668 et seq.), and projects affecting these species may require
development of an eagle conservation plan
(http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/eagle_guidance.html). Additionally, wind energy projects
should follow the wind energy guidelines (http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/) for minimizing
impacts to migratory birds and bats.
Guidance for minimizing impacts to migratory birds for projects including communications
towers (e.g., cellular, digital television, radio, and emergency broadcast) can be found at:
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/towers.htm;
http://www.towerkill.com; and
http://
www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/comtow.html.
We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages
Federal agencies to include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their project
planning to further the purposes of the Act. Please include the Consultation Tracking Number in
the header of this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project
that you submit to our office.
Attachment(s):
▪ Official Species List
▪ USFWS National Wildlife Refuges and Fish Hatcheries

05/21/2021

Event Code: 06E15000-2021-E-01120

Official Species List
This list is provided pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and fulfills the
requirement for Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary of the Interior information whether
any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of a proposed
action".
This species list is provided by:
North Dakota Ecological Services Field Office
3425 Miriam Avenue
Bismarck, ND 58501-7926
(701) 250-4481

1

05/21/2021

Event Code: 06E15000-2021-E-01120

Project Summary
Consultation Code: 06E15000-2021-SLI-0188
Event Code:
06E15000-2021-E-01120
Project Name:
Minot Airport EA
Project Type:
TRANSPORTATION
Project Description: Update infrastructure at Minot airport.
Project Location:
Approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https://
www.google.com/maps/@48.25802505,-101.27905094856034,14z

Counties: Ward County, North Dakota

2
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Endangered Species Act Species
There is a total of 5 threatened, endangered, or candidate species on this species list.
Species on this list should be considered in an effects analysis for your project and could include
species that exist in another geographic area. For example, certain fish may appear on the species
list because a project could affect downstream species.
IPaC does not display listed species or critical habitats under the sole jurisdiction of NOAA
Fisheries1, as USFWS does not have the authority to speak on behalf of NOAA and the
Department of Commerce.
See the "Critical habitats" section below for those critical habitats that lie wholly or partially
within your project area under this office's jurisdiction. Please contact the designated FWS office
if you have questions.
1. NOAA Fisheries, also known as the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), is an
office of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration within the Department of
Commerce.

Mammals
NAME

STATUS

Northern Long-eared Bat Myotis septentrionalis

Threatened

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9045

Birds
NAME

STATUS

Piping Plover Charadrius melodus

Threatened

Population: [Atlantic Coast and Northern Great Plains populations] - Wherever found, except
those areas where listed as endangered.
There is final critical habitat for this species. The location of the critical habitat is not available.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6039

Red Knot Calidris canutus rufa

Threatened

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1864

Whooping Crane Grus americana
Population: Wherever found, except where listed as an experimental population
There is final critical habitat for this species. The location of the critical habitat is not available.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/758

Endangered

05/21/2021
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Insects
NAME

STATUS

Dakota Skipper Hesperia dacotae

Threatened

There is final critical habitat for this species. The location of the critical habitat is not available.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1028

Critical habitats
THERE ARE NO CRITICAL HABITATS WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA UNDER THIS OFFICE'S
JURISDICTION.

05/21/2021
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USFWS National Wildlife Refuge Lands And Fish
Hatcheries
Any activity proposed on lands managed by the National Wildlife Refuge system must undergo a
'Compatibility Determination' conducted by the Refuge. Please contact the individual Refuges to
discuss any questions or concerns.
THERE ARE NO REFUGE LANDS OR FISH HATCHERIES WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA.

United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
North Dakota Ecological Services Field Office
3425 Miriam Avenue
Bismarck, ND 58501-7926
Phone: (701) 250-4481 Fax: (701) 355-8513
http://www.fws.gov/northdakotafieldoffice/endspecies/
endangered_species.htm

In Reply Refer To:
Consultation code: 06E15000-2021-TA-0188
Event Code: 06E15000-2021-E-01187
Project Name: Minot Airport EA

June 07, 2021

Subject: Verification letter for the 'Minot Airport EA' project under the January 5, 2016,
Programmatic Biological Opinion on Final 4(d) Rule for the Northern Long-eared Bat
and Activities Excepted from Take Prohibitions.
Dear Luke Hodges:
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) received on June 07, 2021 your effects
determination for the 'Minot Airport EA' (the Action) using the northern long-eared bat (Myotis
septentrionalis) key within the Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) system. This
IPaC key assists users in determining whether a Federal action is consistent with the activities
analyzed in the Service’s January 5, 2016, Programmatic Biological Opinion (PBO). The PBO
addresses activities excepted from "take"[1] prohibitions applicable to the northern long-eared bat
under the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA) (87 Stat.884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et
seq.).
Based upon your IPaC submission, the Action is consistent with activities analyzed in the PBO.
The Action may affect the northern long-eared bat; however, any take that may occur as a result
of the Action is not prohibited under the ESA Section 4(d) rule adopted for this species at 50
CFR §17.40(o). Unless the Service advises you within 30 days of the date of this letter that your
IPaC-assisted determination was incorrect, this letter verifies that the PBO satisfies and
concludes your responsibilities for this Action under ESA Section 7(a)(2) with respect to the
northern long-eared bat.
Please report to our office any changes to the information about the Action that you submitted in
IPaC, the results of any bat surveys conducted in the Action area, and any dead, injured, or sick
northern long-eared bats that are found during Action implementation. If the Action is not
completed within one year of the date of this letter, you must update and resubmit the
information required in the IPaC key.

06/07/2021
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2

This IPaC-assisted determination allows you to rely on the PBO for compliance with ESA
Section 7(a)(2) only for the northern long-eared bat. It does not apply to the following ESAprotected species that also may occur in the Action area:
▪ Dakota Skipper Hesperia dacotae Threatened
▪ Piping Plover Charadrius melodus Threatened
▪ Red Knot Calidris canutus rufa Threatened
▪ Whooping Crane Grus americana Endangered
If the Action may affect other federally listed species besides the northern long-eared bat, a
proposed species, and/or designated critical habitat, additional consultation between you and this
Service office is required. If the Action may disturb bald or golden eagles, additional
coordination with the Service under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act is recommended.
________________________________________________
[1]Take means to harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect, or to
attempt to engage in any such conduct [ESA Section 3(19)].

06/07/2021

Event Code: 06E15000-2021-E-01187

Action Description
You provided to IPaC the following name and description for the subject Action.
1. Name
Minot Airport EA
2. Description
The following description was provided for the project 'Minot Airport EA':
The City of Minot, North Dakota, in cooperation with the Federal Aviation
Administration, is proposing
wildlife hazard and drainage improvements at the Minot International Airport
(MOT).
• Modify and improve drainage ditches to ensure ditches be kept free of trees and
wetland
vegetation.
• Modify airfield marsh located east of runway 13/31 and south of runway 8/26 to
eliminate
wetland area.
• Manage airfield vegetation by eliminating non-grass species and maintaining a
height of 0.5-1.0
ft for grass.
• Remove all airfield trees and shrubs.
• Replace alfalfa with grass throughout airfield.
The Proposed Action will involve (1) filling
and/or grading ruts in drainage ditches (2) improving slopes on ditches so that
water does not pool and
drains off the airfield within 48-hours, (3) filling, grading, or modifying wetlands
such that water consistently
drains into ditches or away from the airport boundary, (4) and making
improvements to wetlands to control
peak flow rates such that post-construction rates do not exceed pre-construction
rates to meet City of Minot
storm water requirements.
Typical equipment that would be used would include bulldozers, graders,
excavators, dump trucks and
water trucks.
Approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https://www.google.com/
maps/@48.25802505,-101.27905094856034,14z
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Determination Key Result
This Federal Action may affect the northern long-eared bat in a manner consistent with the
description of activities addressed by the Service’s PBO dated January 5, 2016. Any taking that
may occur incidental to this Action is not prohibited under the final 4(d) rule at 50 CFR
§17.40(o). Therefore, the PBO satisfies your responsibilities for this Action under ESA Section
7(a)(2) relative to the northern long-eared bat.
Determination Key Description: Northern Long-eared Bat 4(d) Rule
This key was last updated in IPaC on May 15, 2017. Keys are subject to periodic revision.
This key is intended for actions that may affect the threatened northern long-eared bat.
The purpose of the key for Federal actions is to assist determinations as to whether proposed
actions are consistent with those analyzed in the Service’s PBO dated January 5, 2016.
Federal actions that may cause prohibited take of northern long-eared bats, affect ESA-listed
species other than the northern long-eared bat, or affect any designated critical habitat, require
ESA Section 7(a)(2) consultation in addition to the use of this key. Federal actions that may
affect species proposed for listing or critical habitat proposed for designation may require a
conference under ESA Section 7(a)(4).
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Determination Key Result
This project may affect the threatened Northern long-eared bat; therefore, consultation with the
Service pursuant to Section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (87 Stat.884, as
amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) is required. However, based on the information you provided,
this project may rely on the Service’s January 5, 2016, Programmatic Biological Opinion on
Final 4(d) Rule for the Northern Long-Eared Bat and Activities Excepted from Take Prohibitions
to fulfill its Section 7(a)(2) consultation obligation.

Qualification Interview
1. Is the action authorized, funded, or being carried out by a Federal agency?
Yes
2. Have you determined that the proposed action will have “no effect” on the northern longeared bat? (If you are unsure select "No")
No
3. Will your activity purposefully Take northern long-eared bats?
No
4. [Semantic] Is the project action area located wholly outside the White-nose Syndrome
Zone?
Automatically answered

No
5. [Semantic] Is the project action area located within 0.25 miles of a known northern longeared bat hibernaculum?
Note: The map queried for this question contains proprietary information and cannot be displayed. If you need
additional information, please contact your State wildlife agency
Automatically answered

No
6. [Semantic] Is the project action area located within 150 feet of a known occupied northern
long-eared bat maternity roost tree?
Note: The map queried for this question contains proprietary information and cannot be displayed. If you need
additional information, please contact your State wildlife agency
Automatically answered

No

06/07/2021

Event Code: 06E15000-2021-E-01187

Project Questionnaire
If the project includes forest conversion, report the appropriate acreages below.
Otherwise, type ‘0’ in questions 1-3.
1. Estimated total acres of forest conversion:
.61
2. If known, estimated acres of forest conversion from April 1 to October 31
.61
3. If known, estimated acres of forest conversion from June 1 to July 31
0
If the project includes timber harvest, report the appropriate acreages below.
Otherwise, type ‘0’ in questions 4-6.
4. Estimated total acres of timber harvest
0
5. If known, estimated acres of timber harvest from April 1 to October 31
0
6. If known, estimated acres of timber harvest from June 1 to July 31
0
If the project includes prescribed fire, report the appropriate acreages below.
Otherwise, type ‘0’ in questions 7-9.
7. Estimated total acres of prescribed fire
0
8. If known, estimated acres of prescribed fire from April 1 to October 31
0
9. If known, estimated acres of prescribed fire from June 1 to July 31
0
If the project includes new wind turbines, report the megawatts of wind capacity
below. Otherwise, type ‘0’ in question 10.
10. What is the estimated wind capacity (in megawatts) of the new turbine(s)?
0
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IPaC

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

IPaC resource list
This report is an automatically generated list of species and other resources such as critical habitat
(collectively referred to as trust resources) under the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's (USFWS)
jurisdiction that are known or expected to be on or near the project area referenced below. The list
may also include trust resources that occur outside of the project area, but that could potentially be
directly or indirectly affected by activities in the project area. However, determining the likelihood
and extent of effects a project may have on trust resources typically requires gathering additional
site-specific (e.g., vegetation/species surveys) and project-specific (e.g., magnitude and timing of
proposed activities) information.
Below is a summary of the project information you provided and contact information for the USFWS
office(s) with jurisdiction in the defined project area. Please read the introduction to each section
that follows (Endangered Species, Migratory Birds, USFWS Facilities, and NWI Wetlands) for
additional information applicable to the trust resources addressed in that section.

Location
Ward County, North Dakota

Local office
North Dakota Ecological Services Field Office
 (701) 250-4481
 (701) 355-8513
3425 Miriam Avenue
Bismarck, ND 58501-7926

http://www.fws.gov/northdakotafieldoffice/endspecies/endangered_species.htm

https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/location/PBVTYINK2VAPPGCG273YXRMJVI/resources#migratory-birds
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Endangered species
This resource list is for informational purposes only and does not constitute an analysis of
project level impacts.
The primary information used to generate this list is the known or expected range of each species.
Additional areas of influence (AOI) for species are also considered. An AOI includes areas outside of
the species range if the species could be indirectly affected by activities in that area (e.g., placing a
dam upstream of a fish population even if that fish does not occur at the dam site, may indirectly
impact the species by reducing or eliminating water flow downstream). Because species can move,
and site conditions can change, the species on this list are not guaranteed to be found on or near
the project area. To fully determine any potential effects to species, additional site-specific and
project-specific information is often required.
Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act requires Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary
information whether any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area
of such proposed action" for any project that is conducted, permitted, funded, or licensed by any
Federal agency. A letter from the local office and a species list which fulfills this requirement can
only be obtained by requesting an official species list from either the Regulatory Review section in
IPaC (see directions below) or from the local field office directly.
For project evaluations that require USFWS concurrence/review, please return to the IPaC website
and request an official species list by doing the following:
1. Draw the project location and click CONTINUE.
2. Click DEFINE PROJECT.
3. Log in (if directed to do so).
4. Provide a name and description for your project.
5. Click REQUEST SPECIES LIST.
Listed species1 and their critical habitats are managed by the Ecological Services Program of the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the fisheries division of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration (NOAA Fisheries2).

Species and critical habitats under the sole responsibility of NOAA Fisheries are not shown on this
list. Please contact NOAA Fisheries for species under their jurisdiction.
1. Species listed under the Endangered Species Act are threatened or endangered; IPaC also shows
species that are candidates, or proposed, for listing. See the listing status page for more
information. IPaC only shows species that are regulated by USFWS (see FAQ).
2. NOAA Fisheries, also known as the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), is an office of the
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration within the Department of Commerce.
The following species are potentially affected by activities in this location:

Mammals
NAME
https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/location/PBVTYINK2VAPPGCG273YXRMJVI/resources#migratory-birds

STATUS
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Northern Long-eared Bat Myotis septentrionalis

Threatened

Wherever found
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9045

Birds
NAME

STATUS

Piping Plover Charadrius melodus

Threatened

There is final critical habitat for this species. The location of the
critical habitat is not available.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6039

Red Knot Calidris canutus rufa

Threatened

Wherever found
There is proposed critical habitat for this species. The location of the
critical habitat is not available.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1864

Whooping Crane Grus americana

Endangered

There is final critical habitat for this species. The location of the
critical habitat is not available.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/758

Insects
NAME

STATUS

Dakota Skipper Hesperia dacotae

Threatened

Wherever found
There is final critical habitat for this species. The location of the
critical habitat is not available.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1028

Critical habitats
Potential effects to critical habitat(s) in this location must be analyzed along with the endangered
species themselves.
THERE ARE NO CRITICAL HABITATS AT THIS LOCATION.

Migratory birds
Certain birds are protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act1 and the Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act2.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/location/PBVTYINK2VAPPGCG273YXRMJVI/resources#migratory-birds
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Any person or organization who plans or conducts activities that may result in impacts to migratory
birds, eagles, and their habitats should follow appropriate regulations and consider implementing
appropriate conservation measures, as described below.
1. The Migratory Birds Treaty Act of 1918.
2. The Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act of 1940.
Additional information can be found using the following links:
Birds of Conservation Concern http://www.fws.gov/birds/management/managed-species/
birds-of-conservation-concern.php
Measures for avoiding and minimizing impacts to birds
http://www.fws.gov/birds/management/project-assessment-tools-and-guidance/
conservation-measures.php
Nationwide conservation measures for birds
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/management/nationwidestandardconservationmeasures.pdf
The birds listed below are birds of particular concern either because they occur on the USFWS Birds
of Conservation Concern (BCC) list or warrant special attention in your project location. To learn
more about the levels of concern for birds on your list and how this list is generated, see the FAQ
below. This is not a list of every bird you may find in this location, nor a guarantee that every bird on
this list will be found in your project area. To see exact locations of where birders and the general
public have sighted birds in and around your project area, visit the E-bird data mapping tool (Tip:
enter your location, desired date range and a species on your list). For projects that occur off the
Atlantic Coast, additional maps and models detailing the relative occurrence and abundance of bird
species on your list are available. Links to additional information about Atlantic Coast birds, and
other important information about your migratory bird list, including how to properly interpret and
use your migratory bird report, can be found below.

For guidance on when to schedule activities or implement avoidance and minimization measures to
reduce impacts to migratory birds on your list, click on the PROBABILITY OF PRESENCE SUMMARY at
the top of your list to see when these birds are most likely to be present and breeding in your
project area.
NAME

BREEDING SEASON (IF A
BREEDING SEASON IS INDICATED
FOR A BIRD ON YOUR LIST, THE
BIRD MAY BREED IN YOUR
PROJECT AREA SOMETIME WITHIN
THE TIMEFRAME SPECIFIED,
WHICH IS A VERY LIBERAL
ESTIMATE OF THE DATES INSIDE
WHICH THE BIRD BREEDS
ACROSS ITS ENTIRE RANGE.
"BREEDS ELSEWHERE" INDICATES
THAT THE BIRD DOES NOT LIKELY
BREED IN YOUR PROJECT AREA.)

https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/location/PBVTYINK2VAPPGCG273YXRMJVI/resources#migratory-birds
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Baird's Sparrow Ammodramus bairdii

Breeds May 20 to Aug 15

This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in
the continental USA and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5113

Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus

Breeds Dec 1 to Aug 31

This is not a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) in this area, but
warrants attention because of the Eagle Act or for potential
susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain types of development
or activities.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1626

Black Tern Chlidonias niger

Breeds May 15 to Aug 20

This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in
the continental USA and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3093

Black-billed Cuckoo Coccyzus erythropthalmus

Breeds May 15 to Oct 10

This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in
the continental USA and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9399

Bobolink Dolichonyx oryzivorus

Breeds May 20 to Jul 31

This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in
the continental USA and Alaska.

Franklin's Gull Leucophaeus pipixcan

Breeds May 1 to Jul 31

This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in
the continental USA and Alaska.

Golden Eagle Aquila chrysaetos

Breeds Jan 1 to Aug 31

This is not a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) in this area, but
warrants attention because of the Eagle Act or for potential
susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain types of development
or activities.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1680

Golden-winged Warbler Vermivora chrysoptera

Breeds May 1 to Jul 20

This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in
the continental USA and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8745

Lesser Yellowlegs Tringa flavipes

Breeds elsewhere

This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in
the continental USA and Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9679

https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/location/PBVTYINK2VAPPGCG273YXRMJVI/resources#migratory-birds
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Red-headed Woodpecker Melanerpes erythrocephalus

Breeds May 10 to Sep 10

This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in
the continental USA and Alaska.

Willet Tringa semipalmata

Breeds Apr 20 to Aug 5

This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in
the continental USA and Alaska.

Probability of Presence Summary
The graphs below provide our best understanding of when birds of concern are most likely to be
present in your project area. This information can be used to tailor and schedule your project
activities to avoid or minimize impacts to birds. Please make sure you read and understand the FAQ
"Proper Interpretation and Use of Your Migratory Bird Report" before using or attempting to
interpret this report.
Probability of Presence ( )
Each green bar represents the bird's relative probability of presence in the 10km grid cell(s) your
project overlaps during a particular week of the year. (A year is represented as 12 4-week months.)
A taller bar indicates a higher probability of species presence. The survey effort (see below) can be
used to establish a level of confidence in the presence score. One can have higher confidence in the
presence score if the corresponding survey effort is also high.
How is the probability of presence score calculated? The calculation is done in three steps:
1. The probability of presence for each week is calculated as the number of survey events in the
week where the species was detected divided by the total number of survey events for that
week. For example, if in week 12 there were 20 survey events and the Spotted Towhee was
found in 5 of them, the probability of presence of the Spotted Towhee in week 12 is 0.25.
2. To properly present the pattern of presence across the year, the relative probability of presence
is calculated. This is the probability of presence divided by the maximum probability of presence
across all weeks. For example, imagine the probability of presence in week 20 for the Spotted
Towhee is 0.05, and that the probability of presence at week 12 (0.25) is the maximum of any
week of the year. The relative probability of presence on week 12 is 0.25/0.25 = 1; at week 20 it is
0.05/0.25 = 0.2.
3. The relative probability of presence calculated in the previous step undergoes a statistical
conversion so that all possible values fall between 0 and 10, inclusive. This is the probability of
presence score.
To see a bar's probability of presence score, simply hover your mouse cursor over the bar.
Breeding Season ( )
Yellow bars denote a very liberal estimate of the time-frame inside which the bird breeds across its
entire range. If there are no yellow bars shown for a bird, it does not breed in your project area.
Survey Effort ( )
Vertical black lines superimposed on probability of presence bars indicate the number of surveys
performed for that species in the 10km grid cell(s) your project area overlaps. The number of
surveys is expressed as a range, for example, 33 to 64 surveys.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/location/PBVTYINK2VAPPGCG273YXRMJVI/resources#migratory-birds
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To see a bar's survey effort range, simply hover your mouse cursor over the bar.
No Data ( )
A week is marked as having no data if there were no survey events for that week.
Survey Timeframe
Surveys from only the last 10 years are used in order to ensure delivery of currently relevant
information. The exception to this is areas off the Atlantic coast, where bird returns are based on all
years of available data, since data in these areas is currently much more sparse.
probability of presence
SPECIES

JAN

FEB

MAR

APR

MAY

JUN

breeding season
JUL

AUG

SEP

survey effort
OCT

NOV

no data
DEC

Baird's Sparrow
BCC Rangewide
(CON) (This is a
Bird of
Conservation
Concern (BCC)
throughout its
range in the
continental USA
and Alaska.)
Bald Eagle
Non-BCC
Vulnerable (This is
not a Bird of
Conservation
Concern (BCC) in
this area, but
warrants attention
because of the
Eagle Act or for
potential
susceptibilities in
offshore areas
from certain types
of development or
activities.)
Black Tern
BCC Rangewide
(CON) (This is a
Bird of
Conservation
Concern (BCC)
throughout its
range in the
continental USA
and Alaska.)

https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/location/PBVTYINK2VAPPGCG273YXRMJVI/resources#migratory-birds
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Black-billed
Cuckoo
BCC Rangewide
(CON) (This is a
Bird of
Conservation
Concern (BCC)
throughout its
range in the
continental USA
and Alaska.)
Bobolink
BCC Rangewide
(CON) (This is a
Bird of
Conservation
Concern (BCC)
throughout its
range in the
continental USA
and Alaska.)
Franklin's Gull
BCC Rangewide
(CON) (This is a
Bird of
Conservation
Concern (BCC)
throughout its
range in the
continental USA
and Alaska.)
Golden Eagle
Non-BCC
Vulnerable (This is
not a Bird of
Conservation
Concern (BCC) in
this area, but
warrants attention
because of the
Eagle Act or for
potential
susceptibilities in
offshore areas
from certain types
of development or
activities.)
Golden-winged
Warbler
BCC Rangewide
(CON) (This is a
Bird of
Conservation
Concern (BCC)
throughout its
range in the
continental USA
and Alaska.)
https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/location/PBVTYINK2VAPPGCG273YXRMJVI/resources#migratory-birds
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Lesser Yellowlegs
BCC Rangewide
(CON) (This is a
Bird of
Conservation
Concern (BCC)
throughout its
range in the
continental USA
and Alaska.)
Red-headed
Woodpecker
BCC Rangewide
(CON) (This is a
Bird of
Conservation
Concern (BCC)
throughout its
range in the
continental USA
and Alaska.)
Willet
BCC Rangewide
(CON) (This is a
Bird of
Conservation
Concern (BCC)
throughout its
range in the
continental USA
and Alaska.)

Tell me more about conservation measures I can implement to avoid or minimize impacts to migratory birds.
Nationwide Conservation Measures describes measures that can help avoid and minimize impacts to all birds at
any location year round. Implementation of these measures is particularly important when birds are most likely to
occur in the project area. When birds may be breeding in the area, identifying the locations of any active nests and
avoiding their destruction is a very helpful impact minimization measure. To see when birds are most likely to
occur and be breeding in your project area, view the Probability of Presence Summary. Additional measures or
permits may be advisable depending on the type of activity you are conducting and the type of infrastructure or
bird species present on your project site.
What does IPaC use to generate the migratory birds potentially occurring in my specified location?
The Migratory Bird Resource List is comprised of USFWS Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) and other species
that may warrant special attention in your project location.
The migratory bird list generated for your project is derived from data provided by the Avian Knowledge Network
(AKN). The AKN data is based on a growing collection of survey, banding, and citizen science datasets and is
queried and filtered to return a list of those birds reported as occurring in the 10km grid cell(s) which your project
intersects, and that have been identified as warranting special attention because they are a BCC species in that
area, an eagle (Eagle Act requirements may apply), or a species that has a particular vulnerability to offshore
activities or development.
Again, the Migratory Bird Resource list includes only a subset of birds that may occur in your project area. It is not
representative of all birds that may occur in your project area. To get a list of all birds potentially present in your
project area, please visit the AKN Phenology Tool.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/location/PBVTYINK2VAPPGCG273YXRMJVI/resources#migratory-birds
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What does IPaC use to generate the probability of presence graphs for the migratory birds potentially
occurring in my specified location?
The probability of presence graphs associated with your migratory bird list are based on data provided by the
Avian Knowledge Network (AKN). This data is derived from a growing collection of survey, banding, and citizen
science datasets .
Probability of presence data is continuously being updated as new and better information becomes available. To
learn more about how the probability of presence graphs are produced and how to interpret them, go the
Probability of Presence Summary and then click on the "Tell me about these graphs" link.
How do I know if a bird is breeding, wintering, migrating or present year-round in my project area?
To see what part of a particular bird's range your project area falls within (i.e. breeding, wintering, migrating or
year-round), you may refer to the following resources: The Cornell Lab of Ornithology All About Birds Bird Guide, or
(if you are unsuccessful in locating the bird of interest there), the Cornell Lab of Ornithology Neotropical Birds
guide. If a bird on your migratory bird species list has a breeding season associated with it, if that bird does occur
in your project area, there may be nests present at some point within the timeframe specified. If "Breeds
elsewhere" is indicated, then the bird likely does not breed in your project area.
What are the levels of concern for migratory birds?
Migratory birds delivered through IPaC fall into the following distinct categories of concern:
1. "BCC Rangewide" birds are Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) that are of concern throughout their range
anywhere within the USA (including Hawaii, the Pacific Islands, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands);
2. "BCC - BCR" birds are BCCs that are of concern only in particular Bird Conservation Regions (BCRs) in the
continental USA; and
3. "Non-BCC - Vulnerable" birds are not BCC species in your project area, but appear on your list either because of
the Eagle Act requirements (for eagles) or (for non-eagles) potential susceptibilities in offshore areas from
certain types of development or activities (e.g. offshore energy development or longline fishing).
Although it is important to try to avoid and minimize impacts to all birds, efforts should be made, in particular, to
avoid and minimize impacts to the birds on this list, especially eagles and BCC species of rangewide concern. For
more information on conservation measures you can implement to help avoid and minimize migratory bird
impacts and requirements for eagles, please see the FAQs for these topics.
Details about birds that are potentially affected by offshore projects
For additional details about the relative occurrence and abundance of both individual bird species and groups of
bird species within your project area off the Atlantic Coast, please visit the Northeast Ocean Data Portal. The Portal
also offers data and information about other taxa besides birds that may be helpful to you in your project review.
Alternately, you may download the bird model results files underlying the portal maps through the NOAA NCCOS
Integrative Statistical Modeling and Predictive Mapping of Marine Bird Distributions and Abundance on the Atlantic
Outer Continental Shelf project webpage.
Bird tracking data can also provide additional details about occurrence and habitat use throughout the year,
including migration. Models relying on survey data may not include this information. For additional information on
marine bird tracking data, see the Diving Bird Study and the nanotag studies or contact Caleb Spiegel or Pam
Loring.
What if I have eagles on my list?
If your project has the potential to disturb or kill eagles, you may need to obtain a permit to avoid violating the
Eagle Act should such impacts occur.

https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/location/PBVTYINK2VAPPGCG273YXRMJVI/resources#migratory-birds
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Proper Interpretation and Use of Your Migratory Bird Report
The migratory bird list generated is not a list of all birds in your project area, only a subset of birds of priority
concern. To learn more about how your list is generated, and see options for identifying what other birds may be
in your project area, please see the FAQ "What does IPaC use to generate the migratory birds potentially occurring
in my specified location". Please be aware this report provides the "probability of presence" of birds within the 10
km grid cell(s) that overlap your project; not your exact project footprint. On the graphs provided, please also look
carefully at the survey effort (indicated by the black vertical bar) and for the existence of the "no data" indicator (a
red horizontal bar). A high survey effort is the key component. If the survey effort is high, then the probability of
presence score can be viewed as more dependable. In contrast, a low survey effort bar or no data bar means a lack
of data and, therefore, a lack of certainty about presence of the species. This list is not perfect; it is simply a starting
point for identifying what birds of concern have the potential to be in your project area, when they might be there,
and if they might be breeding (which means nests might be present). The list helps you know what to look for to
confirm presence, and helps guide you in knowing when to implement conservation measures to avoid or
minimize potential impacts from your project activities, should presence be confirmed. To learn more about
conservation measures, visit the FAQ "Tell me about conservation measures I can implement to avoid or minimize
impacts to migratory birds" at the bottom of your migratory bird trust resources page.

Facilities
National Wildlife Refuge lands
Any activity proposed on lands managed by the National Wildlife Refuge system must undergo a
'Compatibility Determination' conducted by the Refuge. Please contact the individual Refuges to
discuss any questions or concerns.
THERE ARE NO REFUGE LANDS AT THIS LOCATION.

Fish hatcheries
THERE ARE NO FISH HATCHERIES AT THIS LOCATION.

Wetlands in the National Wetlands Inventory
Impacts to NWI wetlands and other aquatic habitats may be subject to regulation under Section 404
of the Clean Water Act, or other State/Federal statutes.
For more information please contact the Regulatory Program of the local U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers District.
Please note that the NWI data being shown may be out of date. We are currently working to update
our NWI data set. We recommend you verify these results with a site visit to determine the actual
extent of wetlands on site.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/location/PBVTYINK2VAPPGCG273YXRMJVI/resources#migratory-birds
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8/16/2021

IPaC: Explore Location resources

This location overlaps the following wetlands:
FRESHWATER EMERGENT WETLAND

PEM1C
PEM1A
PEM1F
PEM1Cd
PEM1Cx
PEM1Fx
FRESHWATER POND

PABFh
RIVERINE

R4SBC
A full description for each wetland code can be found at the National Wetlands Inventory website
Data limitations
The Service's objective of mapping wetlands and deepwater habitats is to produce reconnaissance level
information on the location, type and size of these resources. The maps are prepared from the analysis of high
altitude imagery. Wetlands are identified based on vegetation, visible hydrology and geography. A margin of error
is inherent in the use of imagery; thus, detailed on-the-ground inspection of any particular site may result in
revision of the wetland boundaries or classification established through image analysis.
The accuracy of image interpretation depends on the quality of the imagery, the experience of the image analysts,
the amount and quality of the collateral data and the amount of ground truth verification work conducted.
Metadata should be consulted to determine the date of the source imagery used and any mapping problems.
Wetlands or other mapped features may have changed since the date of the imagery or field work. There may be
occasional differences in polygon boundaries or classifications between the information depicted on the map and
the actual conditions on site.
Data exclusions
Certain wetland habitats are excluded from the National mapping program because of the limitations of aerial
imagery as the primary data source used to detect wetlands. These habitats include seagrasses or submerged
aquatic vegetation that are found in the intertidal and subtidal zones of estuaries and nearshore coastal waters.
Some deepwater reef communities (coral or tuberficid worm reefs) have also been excluded from the inventory.
These habitats, because of their depth, go undetected by aerial imagery.
Data precautions
Federal, state, and local regulatory agencies with jurisdiction over wetlands may define and describe wetlands in a
different manner than that used in this inventory. There is no attempt, in either the design or products of this
inventory, to define the limits of proprietary jurisdiction of any Federal, state, or local government or to establish
the geographical scope of the regulatory programs of government agencies. Persons intending to engage in
activities involving modifications within or adjacent to wetland areas should seek the advice of appropriate federal,
state, or local agencies concerning specified agency regulatory programs and proprietary jurisdictions that may
affect such activities.

https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/location/PBVTYINK2VAPPGCG273YXRMJVI/resources#migratory-birds
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Minot Hazardous Materials Cleanups
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July 1, 2021
Ms. Sheri G Lares
Federal Aviation Administration
Dakota-Minnesota Airports District Office
2301 University Drive, Building 23B
Bismarck, ND 58504
ND SHPO Ref.: 21-5909 Minot International Airport Wildlife Hazard Removal Project Ward
County, North Dakota
Dear Ms. Lares,
We reviewed ND SHPO Ref.: 21-5909 Minot International Airport Wildlife Hazard Removal
Project Ward County, North Dakota and we concur with a determination of “No Historic
Properties Affected” for this project provided that all cultural heritage finds require tribal and
archaeological monitoring and CHFWD2 is avoided and monitored, provided it takes place in
the location and in the manner described in the documentation and provided all borrow comes
from an approved source.
We further concur that 32WD1740 is Not Eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic
Places.
Thank you for the opportunity to review this project. Please include the ND SHPO Reference
number listed above in further correspondence for this specific project. If you have any
questions please contact Lisa Steckler, Historic Preservation Specialist at (701) 328-3577 or
lsteckler@nd.gov
Sincerely,

21-5909

for William D. Peterson, PhD
State Historic Preservation Officer
(North Dakota)

Federal Aviation Administration
Dakota-Minnesota Airports District Office
Bismarck Office
2301 University Drive, Building 23B
Bismarck, ND 58504

Federal Aviation Administration
Dakota-Minnesota Airports District Office
Minneapolis Office
6020 28th Avenue South, Suite 102
Minneapolis, MN 55450

June 17, 2021
Ms. Lisa Steckler
Review and Compliance Coordinator
North Dakota State Historic Preservation Office
State Historical Society of North Dakota
North Dakota Heritage Center
612 East Boulevard Avenue
Bismarck ND 58505-0830
Minot International Airport Wildlife Hazard Removal Project
Ward County, North Dakota
Determination of Effect
The Minot International Airport, as part of prior projects and recent planning efforts, have conducted a
number of Class III surveys and Traditional Cultural Property surveys, varying in size and location, but not
the entire Airport. Further, not all surveys had been submitted in the past by previous consultants.
Therefore, a comprehensive assessment of the Airport property was conducted and any additional areas
not surveyed on Airport property were identified and surveys conducted. Beaver Creek Archaeology
completed the report for submittal to your office in March 2019 titled: A Cultural Resources and Tribal
Cultural Properties Survey Summary of the Minot International Airport in Ward County, North
Dakota.
One site (Site 32WD1740) consists of a historic water tank, pump house, and concrete footings and
foundations. The site is recommended not eligible, as these features do not meet any criteria of the
National Register and does not require avoidance. Also, three site leads (off Airport property), 17 isolated
finds (not eligible by definition), and seven cultural heritage finds were identified.
The Federal Aviation Administration is initiating consultation as the lead Federal Agency. The project
proposed is a wildlife hazard attractant removal and associated drainage improvements. This may
include: filling, grading, or modifying wetlands; filling and/or grading ruts in drainage ditches; improving
slopes along ditches; installation of storm sewer and drain tile; clearing and grubbing; topsoil and
seeding; and improvements to Pond A. Please refer to the Study Area map and Construction Safety
Plan.
The FAA has determined that a Section 106 finding of No Historic Properties Affected is applicable for the
proposed project, provided that all cultural heritage finds require tribal and archaeological monitoring and
CHFWD2 is avoided and monitored. Therefore, the FAA respectfully requests the North Dakota State
Historic Preservation Office to provide written concurrence with the Section 106 determination of eligibility
of Site 32WD1740 and that the project results in a No Historic Properties Affected.
If you have any questions, comments, or concerns regarding the analysis and conclusions use to
determine the potential effects of the proposed project on historic, cultural, and archaeological resources,
please contact me at sheri.lares@faa.gov.
Sincerely,

Sheri G
Lares

Digitally signed by
Sheri G Lares
Date: 2021.06.18
09:39:02 -05'00'

Sheri G. Lares
Environmental Protection Specialist
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For further information, please
contact the DMA Environmental
Protection Specialist at
701.323.7288 or
Sheri.Lares@faa.gov.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OMAHA DISTRICT
NORTH DAKOTA REGULATORY OFFICE
3319 UNIVERSITY DRIVE
BISMARCK, NORTH DAKOTA 58504-7565

March 23, 2021
NWO-2004-60610-BIS
Ms. Sheri Lares
Dear Ms. Lares:
We are responding to your March 18, 2021request for a reverification of an
approved jurisdictional determination for the Minot International Airport. The
approximately 1,153-acre project site is located near Souris River, Latitude 48.2632°,
Longitude -101.2815°, Minot, Ward County, North Dakota.
Based on available information, we have determined that Wetlands 26, 27 and
34 are jurisdictional waters, as shown on Exhibit 4.1-4.2: Wetland Delineation
Map, Minot Airport Wetland Delineation. Approximately 8.26 acres of waters of the
United States, including wetlands, are present within the survey area. These waters
are regulated under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, since they are an (a)(2)
intermittent tributary and adjacent wetlands under the “Navigable Waters
Protection Act”, effective on June 22, 2020. This part of the proposed project will
require an authorization from the Corps prior to construction.
All other waters associated with this project and identified in the November 16, 2017
“Wetland Delineation Report” are non-jurisdictional waters. As such, these waters are
not currently regulated by the Corps of Engineers. This disclaimer of jurisdiction is only
for Section 404 of the Federal Clean Water Act. Other Federal, State, and local laws
may apply to your activities. Work in these waters do not require a Section 404
permit verification.
An approved (JD) has been completed for the wetland areas identified in your
request and is enclosed for your information. The JD may also be viewed at our
website located at: http://www.nwo.usace.army.mil/Missions/Regulatory-Program/NorthDakota/Jurisdictional-Determination.aspx. The JD will be available on the website
within 30 days. You may also request copies of the supporting materials the Corps
used in determining this JD. If you are not in agreement with the JD, you may request
an administrative appeal under Corps regulations found at 33 CFR 331. The request for
appeal (copy enclosed) must be received within 60 days from the date of this
correspondence [Date of Letter]. If you would like more information on the jurisdictional
appeal process, contact this office. It is not necessary to submit a Request for Appeal if
you do not object to the JD. The JD will be valid for a period of 5 years from the date of
this letter.

-2-

This determination is valid for five years from the date of this letter, unless new
information warrants revision of the determination before the expiration date. If you
object to this determination, you may request an administrative appeal under Corps
regulations at 33 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 331.
A Notification of Appeal Process (NAP) and Request for Appeal (RFA) form is
enclosed. If you request to appeal this determination you must submit a completed
RFA form to the Northwestern Division Office at the following address: U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers, Northwestern Division, Attn: Regulatory Appeals Review Officer,
P.O. Box 2870, Portland, Oregon 97208-2870.
In order for an RFA to be accepted by the Corps, the Corps must determine that it is
complete, that it meets the criteria for appeal under 33 CFR Part 331.5, and that it has
been received by the Division Office within 60 days of the NAP. Should you decide to
submit an RFA form, it must be received at the above address by 60 days from the date
of this letter. It is not necessary to submit an RFA form to the Division Office if you do
not object to the determination in this letter.
You should provide a copy of this letter and notice to all other affected parties,
including any individual who has an identifiable and substantial legal interest in the
property.
We appreciate your feedback. At your earliest convenience, please tell us how we
are doing by completing the customer service survey found on our website at
http://corpsmapu.usace.army.mil/cm_apex/f?p=regulatory_survey.
Please refer to identification number NWO-2004-60610-BIS in any correspondence
concerning this project. If you have any questions, please contact me at North Dakota
Regulatory Office, 3319 University Drive, Bismarck, North Dakota 58504, by email at
Patricia.L.Mcqueary@usace.army.mil, or telephone at (701) 255-0015. For more
information regarding our program, please visit our website at
http://www.nwo.usace.army.mil/Missions/RegulatoryProgram/NorthDakota.aspx.
Sincerely,

Patricia L. McQueary
State Program Manager
North Dakota
Enclosures

NOTIFICATION OF ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL OPTIONS AND PROCESS AND
REQUEST FOR APPEAL
Applicant: Minot International Airport
FAA – Sheri Lares

File Number: NWO-2004-60610-BIS

Date: March 23, 2021

Attached is:
INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Permit or Letter of permission)
PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Permit or Letter of permission)
PERMIT DENIAL
X
APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION
PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION

See Section below
A
B
C
D
E

SECTION I - The following identifies your rights and options regarding an administrative appeal of the above
decision. Additional information may be found in Corps regulations at 33 CFR Part 331, or at
http://www.usace.army.mil/Missions/CivilWorks/RegulatoryProgramandPermits/FederalRegulation.aspx
A: INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT: You may accept or object to the permit.
•

•

ACCEPT: If you received a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and return it to the district engineer for final
authorization. If you received a Letter of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work is authorized. Your
signature on the Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP means that you accept the permit in its entirety, and waive all rights
to appeal the permit, including its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations associated with the permit.
OBJECT: If you object to the permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and conditions therein, you may request that
the permit be modified accordingly. You must complete Section II of this form and return the form to the district engineer.
Your objections must be received by the district engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice, or you will forfeit your right
to appeal the permit in the future. Upon receipt of your letter, the district engineer will evaluate your objections and may: (a)
modify the permit to address all of your concerns, (b) modify the permit to address some of your objections, or (c) not modify
the permit having determined that the permit should be issued as previously written. After evaluating your objections, the
district engineer will send you a proffered permit for your reconsideration, as indicated in Section B below.

B: PROFFERED PERMIT: You may accept or appeal the permit
•

•

ACCEPT: If you received a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and return it to the district engineer for final
authorization. If you received a Letter of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work is authorized. Your
signature on the Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP means that you accept the permit in its entirety, and waive all rights
to appeal the permit, including its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations associated with the permit.
APPEAL: If you choose to decline the proffered permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and conditions therein, you
may appeal the declined permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process by completing Section II of this
form and sending the form to the division engineer. This form must be received by the division engineer within 60 days of the
date of this notice.

C: PERMIT DENIAL: You may appeal the denial of a permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process
by completing Section II of this form and sending the form to the division engineer. This form must be received by the division
engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice.

D: APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION: You may accept or appeal the approved JD or
provide new information.
•

•

ACCEPT: You do not need to notify the Corps to accept an approved JD. Failure to notify the Corps within 60 days of the date
of this notice, means that you accept the approved JD in its entirety, and waive all rights to appeal the approved JD.
APPEAL: If you disagree with the approved JD, you may appeal the approved JD under the Corps of Engineers Administrative
Appeal Process by completing Section II of this form and sending the form to the division engineer. This form must be received
by the division engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice.

E: PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION: You do not need to respond to the Corps
regarding the preliminary JD. The Preliminary JD is not appealable. If you wish, you may request an
approved JD (which may be appealed), by contacting the Corps district for further instruction. Also you may
provide new information for further consideration by the Corps to reevaluate the JD.
SECTION II - REQUEST FOR APPEAL or OBJECTIONS TO AN INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT
REASONS FOR APPEAL OR OBJECTIONS: (Describe your reasons for appealing the decision or your objections to an
initial proffered permit in clear concise statements. You may attach additional information to this form to clarify where your reasons
or objections are addressed in the administrative record.)

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: The appeal is limited to a review of the administrative record, the Corps memorandum for the
record of the appeal conference or meeting, and any supplemental information that the review officer has determined is needed to
clarify the administrative record. Neither the appellant nor the Corps may add new information or analyses to the record. However,
you may provide additional information to clarify the location of information that is already in the administrative record.

POINT OF CONTACT FOR QUESTIONS OR INFORMATION:
If you have questions regarding this decision and/or the appeal
If you only have questions regarding the appeal process you may
process you may contact:
also contact:
US Army Corps of Engineers, North Dakota Regulatory Office
US Army Corps of Engineers, Northwestern Division
Attn: Patricia McQueary, Regulatory Program Manager
Attn: Regulatory Appeals Review Officer
3319 University Drive
P.O. Box 2870
Bismarck, ND 58504 Telephone (701) 255-0015, ext. 2001
Portland, OR 97208-2870
CENWO-OD-RND@usace.army.mil
RIGHT OF ENTRY: Your signature below grants the right of entry to Corps of Engineers personnel, and any government
consultants, to conduct investigations of the project site during the course of the appeal process. You will be provided a 15 day
notice of any site investigation, and will have the opportunity to participate in all site investigations.

Date:
_______________________________
Signature of appellant or agent.

Telephone number:

U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
REGULATORY PROGRAM
APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM (INTERIM)
NAVIGABLE WATERS PROTECTION RULE

I.

ADMINISTRATIVE INFORMATION
Completion Date of Approved Jurisdictional Determination (AJD): 23-MAR-2021
ORM Number: NWO-2004-60610-BIS
Associated JDs: N/A
Review Area Location1:
State/Territory: ND City: Minot County/Parish/Borough: Ward County
Center Coordinates of Review Area: Latitude 48.263271 Longitude -101.281551

II.
A.

FINDINGS
Summary: Check all that apply. At least one box from the following list MUST be selected. Complete
the corresponding sections/tables and summarize data sources.
The review area is comprised entirely of dry land (i.e., there are no waters or water features,
including wetlands, of any kind in the entire review area). Rationale: N/A or describe rationale.
There are “navigable waters of the United States” within Rivers and Harbors Act jurisdiction
within the review area (complete table in section II.B).
There are “waters of the United States” within Clean Water Act jurisdiction within the review
area (complete appropriate tables in section II.C).
There are waters or water features excluded from Clean Water Act jurisdiction within the review
area (complete table in section II.D).

B.

Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 Section 10 (§ 10)2
§ 10 Name
N/A

C.

N/A

§ 10 Size

N/A

§ 10 Criteria

N/A

Rationale for § 10 Determination

Clean Water Act Section 404
Territorial Seas and Traditional Navigable Waters ((a)(1) waters)3
(a)(1) Name
N/A

(a)(1) Size
N/A

N/A

(a)(1) Criteria

N/A

Rationale for (a)(1) Determination

Tributaries ((a)(2) waters):
(a)(2) Name
NWO-200460610BIS_WL_27
(2021)
NWO-200460610BIS_WL_34
(2021)

(a)(2) Size
1.83 acres

0.5 acres

(a)(2) Criteria
(a)(2) Intermittent tributary
contributes surface water flow
directly or indirectly to an (a)(1)
water in a typical year
(a)(2) Intermittent tributary
contributes surface water flow
directly or indirectly to an (a)(1)
water in a typical year

Rationale for (a)(2) Determination
Based on a review of historic aerial photographs and
available information, the Corps determined that
Wetland 27 is an intermittent, unnamed tributary of
Livingston Creek, a tributary of the Souris River.
Based on a review of historic aerial photographs and
available information, the Corps determined that
Wetland 27 is an intermittent, unnamed tributary of
Livingston Creek, a tributary of the Souris River.

Lakes and ponds, and impoundments of jurisdictional waters ((a)(3) waters):
(a)(3) Name

(a)(3) Size

(a)(3) Criteria

Rationale for (a)(3) Determination

Map(s)/Figure(s) are attached to the AJD provided to the requestor.
If the navigable water is not subject to the ebb and flow of the tide or included on the District’s list of Rivers and Harbors Act Section 10 navigable
waters list, do NOT use this document to make the determination. The District must continue to follow the procedure outlined in 33 CFR part 329.14 to
make a Rivers and Harbors Act Section 10 navigability determination.
3
A stand-alone TNW determination is completed independently of a request for an AJD. A stand-alone TNW determination is conducted for a specific
segment of river or stream or other type of waterbody, such as a lake, where independent upstream or downstream limits or lake borders are
established. A stand-alone TNW determination should be completed following applicable guidance and should NOT be documented on the AJD form.
4
Some excluded waters, such as (b)(2) and (b)(4), may not be specifically identified on the AJD form unless a requestor specifically asks a Corps district
to do so. Corps Districts may, in case-by-case instances, choose to identify some or all of these waters within the review area.
5
Because of the broad nature of the (b)(1) exclusion and in an effort to collect data on specific types of waters that would be covered by the (b)(1)
exclusion, four sub-categories of (b)(1) exclusions were administratively created for the purposes of the AJD Form. These four sub-categories are not
new exclusions, but are simply administrative distinctions and remain (b)(1) exclusions as defined by the NWPR.
1
2
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U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
REGULATORY PROGRAM
APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM (INTERIM)
NAVIGABLE WATERS PROTECTION RULE
N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

Adjacent wetlands ((a)(4) waters):
(a)(4) Name
NWO-200460610BIS_WL_26
(2021)

D.

(a)(4) Size
5.93 acres

(a)(4) Criteria
Rationale for (a)(4) Determination
(a)(4) Wetland abuts an (a)(1)-(a)(3) A review of available historic aerial photographs and
water
information indicates that this is a ditch constructed in
and draining natural wetlands in the headwaters of an
unnamed, intermittent tributary of Livingstone Creek.

Excluded Waters or Features
Excluded waters ((b)(1) – (b)(12))4:
Exclusion Name Exclusion Size
NWO-20040.26 acres
60610BIS_OW_01
(2021)
NWO-20042.73 acres
60610BIS_WL_01
(2021)

Exclusion5
(b)(3) Ephemeral feature, including
an ephemeral stream, swale, gully,
rill, or pool

NWO-200460610BIS_WL_02
(2021)

1.26 acres

(b)(5) Ditch that is not an (a)(1) or
(a)(2) water, and those portions of a
ditch constructed in an (a)(4) water
that do not satisfy the conditions of
(c)(1)
(b)(1) Non-adjacent wetland

NWO-200460610BIS_WL_03
(2021)

0.08 acres

(b)(1) Non-adjacent wetland

NWO-200460610BIS_WL_07
(2021)

0.87 acres

(b)(5) Ditch that is not an (a)(1) or
(a)(2) water, and those portions of a
ditch constructed in an (a)(4) water
that do not satisfy the conditions of
(c)(1)

NWO-200460610BIS_WL_08
(2021)

1.23 acres

(b)(1) Non-adjacent wetland

NWO-200460610BIS_WL_09
(2021)

0.51 acres

(b)(1) Non-adjacent wetland

Rationale for Exclusion Determination
Based on a review of the available information,
WOTUS 1 was determined to be an ephemeral
drainage feature that is currently not regulated by the
Corps.
Wetland 1 was determined to be a man-made ditch,
constructed in uplands and drains only uplands. The
connection between Wetland 1 and 2 is OW 1 above.
Wetland 2 is connected to Wetland 1 through OW 1,
which is an ephemeral drainage. The connection
downstream was evaluated for a possible connection to
a downstream aquatic resource. No connection was
identified.
Wetland 3 is also located along a drainage network
associated with OW 1 and Wetland 1 and 2. The Corps
determined this to be an isolated wetland with no direct
surface water connection to a downstream aquatic
resource.
Wetlands 7, 8, and 9 all drain to the southeast of the
airport runways and do not have a direct surface water
connection to a downstream resource. These wetlands
drain into another ephemeral drainage system that
drains to the south towards 5th Avenue NE and ends at
a sand and gravel operation. There is no evidence that
it flows into the Souris River.
Wetlands 7, 8, and 9 all drain to the southeast of the
airport runways and do not have a direct surface water
connection to a downstream resource. These wetlands
drain into another ephemeral drainage system that
drains to the south towards 5th Avenue NE and ends at
a sand and gravel operation. There is no evidence that
it flows into the Souris River.
Wetlands 7, 8, and 9 all drain to the southeast of the
airport runways and do not have a direct surface water
connection to a downstream resource. These wetlands
drain into another ephemeral drainage system that
drains to the south towards 5th Avenue NE and ends at

Map(s)/Figure(s) are attached to the AJD provided to the requestor.
If the navigable water is not subject to the ebb and flow of the tide or included on the District’s list of Rivers and Harbors Act Section 10 navigable
waters list, do NOT use this document to make the determination. The District must continue to follow the procedure outlined in 33 CFR part 329.14 to
make a Rivers and Harbors Act Section 10 navigability determination.
3
A stand-alone TNW determination is completed independently of a request for an AJD. A stand-alone TNW determination is conducted for a specific
segment of river or stream or other type of waterbody, such as a lake, where independent upstream or downstream limits or lake borders are
established. A stand-alone TNW determination should be completed following applicable guidance and should NOT be documented on the AJD form.
4
Some excluded waters, such as (b)(2) and (b)(4), may not be specifically identified on the AJD form unless a requestor specifically asks a Corps district
to do so. Corps Districts may, in case-by-case instances, choose to identify some or all of these waters within the review area.
5
Because of the broad nature of the (b)(1) exclusion and in an effort to collect data on specific types of waters that would be covered by the (b)(1)
exclusion, four sub-categories of (b)(1) exclusions were administratively created for the purposes of the AJD Form. These four sub-categories are not
new exclusions, but are simply administrative distinctions and remain (b)(1) exclusions as defined by the NWPR.
1
2
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APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM (INTERIM)
NAVIGABLE WATERS PROTECTION RULE

NWO-200460610BIS_WL_17
(2021)

III.
A.

0.95 acres

(b)(1) Non-adjacent wetland

a sand and gravel operation. There is no evidence that
it flows into the Souris River.
Upstream of an ephemeral drainage feature that drains
down into the Sand and Gravel operation. Wetland 17
does not have a direct surface water connection to a
downstream aquatic resource.

SUPPORTING INFORMATION
Select/enter all resources that were used to aid in this determination and attach data/maps to this
document and/or references/citations in the administrative record, as appropriate.
X
Information submitted by, or on behalf of, the applicant/consultant: Wetland Delineation
Report, November 16, 2017
This information is sufficient for purposes of this AJD.
Rationale: N/A \
___ Data sheets prepared by the Corps: Title(s) and/or date(s).
X
Photographs: Google Earth Pro (20210323), ND GIS Hub (20210323), ND SWC (20210323)
___ Corps Site visit(s) conducted on: Date(s).
X
Previous Jurisdictional Determinations (AJDs or PJDs): NWO-2004-60601-BIS (20180208)
X
Antecedent Precipitation Tool: provide detailed discussion in Section III.B.
X
USDA NRCS Soil Survey: https://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/App/WebSoilSurvey.aspx
(20210323)
X
USFWS NWI maps: https://www.fws.gov/wetlands/data/mapper.html (20210323)
X
USGS topographic maps: https://apps.nationalmap.gov/viewer/ (20210323)
Other data sources used to aid in this determination:
Data Source (select)
USGS Sources
USDA Sources
USFWS Sources
USACE Sources
ND GIS Hub Explorer
ND State Water Commission

Name and/or date and other relevant information
https://apps.nationalmap.gov/viewer/
https://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/App/WebSoilSurvey.aspx
https://www.fws.gov/wetlands/data/mapper.html.
APT Tool
https://www.nd.gov/gis/apps/HubExplorerV2/#
https://aerial.swc.nd.gov/

B.

Typical year assessment(s): N/A or provide typical year assessment for each relevant data source
used to support the conclusions in the AJD.

C.

Additional comments to support AJD: Reverification of a previous determination. A number of the
previous determinations were reversed based on the NWPR because of flow conditions. Several of the
downstream aquatic resources are ephemeral and do not have a direct surface water connection.

Map(s)/Figure(s) are attached to the AJD provided to the requestor.
If the navigable water is not subject to the ebb and flow of the tide or included on the District’s list of Rivers and Harbors Act Section 10 navigable
waters list, do NOT use this document to make the determination. The District must continue to follow the procedure outlined in 33 CFR part 329.14 to
make a Rivers and Harbors Act Section 10 navigability determination.
3
A stand-alone TNW determination is completed independently of a request for an AJD. A stand-alone TNW determination is conducted for a specific
segment of river or stream or other type of waterbody, such as a lake, where independent upstream or downstream limits or lake borders are
established. A stand-alone TNW determination should be completed following applicable guidance and should NOT be documented on the AJD form.
4
Some excluded waters, such as (b)(2) and (b)(4), may not be specifically identified on the AJD form unless a requestor specifically asks a Corps district
to do so. Corps Districts may, in case-by-case instances, choose to identify some or all of these waters within the review area.
5
Because of the broad nature of the (b)(1) exclusion and in an effort to collect data on specific types of waters that would be covered by the (b)(1)
exclusion, four sub-categories of (b)(1) exclusions were administratively created for the purposes of the AJD Form. These four sub-categories are not
new exclusions, but are simply administrative distinctions and remain (b)(1) exclusions as defined by the NWPR.
1
2
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Federal Aviation Administration
Dakota-Minnesota Airports District Office
Bismarck Office
2301 University Drive, Building 23B
Bismarck, ND 58504

Federal Aviation Administration
Dakota-Minnesota Airports District Office
Minneapolis Office
6020 28th Avenue South, Suite 102
Minneapolis, MN 55450

March 18, 2021
Ms. Patricia L. McQueary, ND State Program Manager
US Army Corps of Engineers
North Dakota Regulatory Office
1513 S. 12th Street
Bismarck, ND 58504
Minot International Airport
Minot, North Dakota
NWO-2004-60610-BIS
Dear Ms. McQueary:
The Federal Aviation Administration, in cooperation with the City of Minot, received an approved
jurisdictional determination for the Minot International Airport on February 8, 2018. The 1,153 acres
was delineated by Carlson McCain in anticipation of a number of development projects, including a
wildlife hazard removal project. The Aquatic Resources Delineation identified 32 aquatic resources;
11 of the 32 features were determined jurisdictional.
Previous construction included excavating in uplands to construct drainage ditches to accommodate
runoff from the airfield. Airfield drainage ditches and depressional areas ultimately drain offsite via a
series of culverts and open ditches to the Souris River. With the recent publication of the Navigable
Waters Protection Rule (June 2020) that expanded the exclusion for ditches, we request an updated
approved jurisdictional determination for Wetlands 1-3, 7-9, 17, 26, 27, 34, and WOTUS 1.
If you have any questions or need further information, please contact me at sheri.lares@faa.gov.
Sincerely,

Sheri G
Lares

Digitally signed by
Sheri G Lares
Date: 2021.03.18
16:55:05 -05'00'

Sheri G. Lares
Environmental Protection Specialist
Dakota-Minnesota Airports District Office

MOT – Wildlife Hazard Improvements FAA/USACE Meeting 5/27/21 10:40am
Attendees: Sheri Lares (FAA), Toni Erhardt (USACE), Jen Hanley (Ulteig)

Re-introduced the project to the USACE.
Preconstruction Construction Notification will be coordinated with the EA.
Field surveys are completed, 106 has started (had a tribal consultation meeting in fall 2019), 6 of 7
cultural sites do not need to protected in perpetuity but would like them monitored with future
construction projects. One feature is to be protected but will not be affected by this project.
Working through IPac currently.
SOVs have been sent, Purpose and Need is developed
We will submit application for a 404 individual permit when we are ready with the document. We have
an approved JD that was verified in March 2021. Ducks Unlimited has credits available (USACE would be
more comfortable with the credit purchase).
USACE is working on a RGP for transportation projects. Not sure when it will be complete.
To make it easier for the USACE: Section 7, 106, AJD, EA timed with PCN, they will be most interested in
Alternatives and the justification for them
Would the USACE be interested in being a cooperating agency? Not much advantage for USACE.
We will provide a copy of the EA with the PCN when we send for a review. Everything but the FONSI.
USACE will go for public notification before application is complete with FONSI. Can do a pre-filing
request with Pete Wax, NDDEQ, as soon as we have good plans that won’t change too much. Can’t get
too far out front because Wax doesn’t have an action until PCN. Can request prefiling meeting 30 days
prior to the PCN and 401 certification request.
These are Toni’s thoughts and Pat may have differing opinions. Have to go through the entire process
and we are not guaranteed a permit. Not seeing anything that would prevent the project.

Great Plains Regional Office
2525 River Road
Bismarck, ND 58503-9011
(701) 355-3500; fax (701) 355-3575
www.ducks.org

August 17, 2021
Jen Hanley
Ulteig
3350 38th Ave South
Fargo, ND 58104
RE:

Wetland Mitigation Credit Availability in the Souris River and Devils Lake Basin Service Areas
Ducks Unlimited North Dakota Wetland Mitigation Program

Dear Ms. Hanley:
Thank you for contacting Ducks Unlimited (DU) regarding your mitigation needs. Purchasing mitigation credits from DU is an
investment in conservation as mitigation revenue is re-invested in high-priority landscapes to conserve wetland habitat. DU
was founded in 1937 and is the world’s largest private wetlands conservation organization, and DU’s wetland mitigation
program is backed by the same expertise that guides our conservation work. Although DU believes avoidance and
minimization should be part of any wetland mitigation strategy, some impacts are unavoidable. DU mitigation projects
create quality habitat, provide additional revenue to further our conservation mission, and provide a valuable service to
industry.
You have requested wetland mitigation credits for Minot Airport project NWO-2004-60610-BIS in Minot, ND. The project
being developed will have approximately 8.26 acres of jurisdictional wetland impacts, and approximately 11.62 acres of nonjurisdictional wetland impacts.
This letter is non-binding and for informational purpose only that 19.88 Wetland Mitigation credits are available for purchase
as of the date of this letter in the Souris River and Devils Lake Basin service areas. With proper agency approvals, DU is
authorized to mitigate out of watershed for non-jurisdictional wetland impacts.
Ducks Unlimited, Inc. is not responsible for holding, securing, or otherwise guaranteeing that these or any credits will be
available to you at any future date. This letter does not constitute any agreement between Ducks Unlimited, Inc. and the
Minot Airport for the purchase of said credits or their future availability. The Wetland Mitigation credits are only secured
when purchased and the permanent transfer for the mitigation liability to Ducks Unlimited, Inc. is only completed once we
have received full payment, verified there are available credits and Ducks Unlimited acknowledges by Credit Sales letter
signed in writing by Ducks Unlimited, Inc.
Very Respectfully,

Trenton Hieb

Trenton Hieb
Mitigation Specialist
Great Plains Region

Conservation for Generations

6/29/2021

Nationwide Rivers Inventory

Nati onwide Rivers Inventory

Nati onal Park Service
U.S. Department of the Interior

This is a listi ng of more than 3,200 free-flowing river segments in the U.S.…

Park Tiles Imagery

Find a locati on

2000 ft
www.mapbox.com/about/maps/)
© OpenStreetMap (htt ps://www.openstreetmap.org/copyright) contributors | Geocoding by Esri
Home (htt ps://www.nps.gov)

Frequently Asked Questi ons (htt ps://www.nps.gov/faqs.htm)

https://www.nps.gov/maps/full.html?mapId=8adbe798-0d7e-40fb-bd48-225513d64977
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APPENDIX B
CORRESPONDENCE

[Recipient Name]
[Title]
[Company Name]
[Street Address]
[City, ST ZIP Code]

ULTEIG ENGINEERS
3350 38th Ave S.
Fargo, ND 58104

May 26, 2021
Subject:
Minot International Airport (MOT)
WILDLIFE HAZARD AND DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS
WARD COUNTY
Dear [Recipient Name]:
The City of Minot, in cooperation with the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), is proposing wildlife
hazard mitigation and drainage improvement at the Minot International Airport (MOT). An Environmental
Assessment (EA) in compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) is being prepared to
assess the potential for environmental effects associated with the implementation of the Proposed Action
at MOT. The Federal Aviation Authority (FAA) is the lead agency for this EA.
The Proposed Action is needed to reduce and/or eliminate environmental conditions that have the
potential to attract wildlife into the Aircraft Operations Area (AOA). Wildlife interactions in the AOA may
impact aircraft operations as well as the safety of users and passengers at the Airport. The Proposed
Action will involve filling and/or grading ruts in drainage ditches; improving slopes along ditches; and
filling, grading, or modifying wetlands. These improvements are intended to facilitate water drainage
away from the airport boundary, thus reducing habitat that may attract wildlife.
This project is expected to be constructed during the 2022 construction season.
The project will not require the acquisition of permanent or temporary right-of-way.
To ensure that all social, economic, and environmental effects are considered in the development of this
project, we are soliciting your views and comments on the proposed project pursuant to
Section 102(2) (D) (IV) of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as amended. We are particularly
interested in any property which your department may own or have an interest in and which would be
adjacent to the proposed wildlife hazard and drainage improvements. We would also appreciate being
made aware of any proposed developments your department may be contemplating in the areas under
consideration for the proposed wildlife hazard and drainage improvements. Any information that might
help us in our studies would be appreciated. It is requested that any comments or information be
forwarded to our office on or before June 26, 2021. If no reply is received by this date, it will be assumed
that you have no comment on this project.

If further information is desired regarding the proposed roadway improvement, please contact me at
Jen.Hanley@Ulteig.com or 701-280-8582 if you have any questions regarding the EA.
Sincerely,

Jen Hanley
ULTEIG ENGINEERS
Attachments:
a) Airport Location Map

Figure 1. Minot International Airport Project Location

**Save as new file for each project and edit accordingly with project specific contacts**
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####
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STATE

100

1

####
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300
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1

####
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1

####
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1

####

CITY

300

1
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1

####

CITY
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1

####

CITY

300

1

####

CITY

300

1

1

CITY

300

1
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Notes

Regrading/ROW acquisition

Use if project is within 5 miles of airport

Regrading/ROW acquisition
Separate SOV letter- do not include in
main merge

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

CTitle

First
Chad
Daniel
Cy
Timothy

Last
Orn
Lewis, P.E.
Munos
LaPointe

Title
Office of Project Devlepment Director

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Marc
Joel
Scott

Kress
Galloway
Davis

Cable Affairs Officer
Regional Director
Deputy Base Civil Engineer
North Dakota Maintenance Manager
Supervisor
Executive Director

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Kyle
Justin
Steve
Edward
Garland

Wanner
Messner
Dyke
Murphy
Erbele

Director
Disaster Recovery Chief
Supervisor
State Geologist
State Engineer

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Ms.

Scott
Jonathan
John
Lance
Mark
Lisa
Kelli

Hochhalter
Rosenthal
Van Dyke
Meyer
Vollmer
Olson
Kronschnabel

State Soil Specialist
Administrator
Principal Planner
City Engineer

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Sean
Dan
John
Dave
Don

Simpa
Jonasson
Klug
Parks
Larson

Commission
Fire Chief
Forester
Mayor
Public Works Director
Police Chief
President

Department
Chief Missile Engineering
91st Missile Maintenance Squadron
Great Plains Regional Office
319 CES/CD
Western Area Power Admin.
Water Resources Division

Department of Homeland Security
Conservation Section

NDSU Extension Service
Economic Development
Planning
Engineering
Water/Sewer

Parks & Recreation
Public Works

Agency
NDDOT
Minot Air Force Base
Minot Air Force Base
Bureau of Indian Affairs
Grand Forks Air Force Base
US Department of Energy
US Geological Survey
Indian Affairs Commission

City
Bismarck
Minot AFB
Minot AFB
Aberdeen
Grand Forks AFB
Bismarck
Bismarck
Bismarck

State
ND
ND
ND
SD
ND
ND
ND
ND

Zip
58505-0700
58705
58705
57401
58205-6434
58502-1173
58501
58505-0300

ND Aeronautics Commission
ND Department of Emergency Services
ND Game & Fish Department
ND Geological Survey
ND State Water Commission

Address
608 E Boulevard Ave
445 Peacekeeper Place
300 Minuteman Drive
115 4th Ave. SE, Suite 400
525 Tuskegee Airmen Blvd.
PO Box 1173
821 E. Interstate Ave.
600 E. Blvd. Ave.
1st Floor, Judicial Wing, Rm 117
PO Box 5020
PO Box 5511
100 Bismarck Expressway
600 E. Blvd. Ave.
900 E. Blvd. Ave.

Bismarck
Bismarck
Bismarck
Bismarck
Bismarck

ND
ND
ND
ND
ND

58502-5020
58506
58501-5095
58505-0840
58505-0850

Soil Conservation Committee
City of Minot
City of Minot
City of Minot
City of Minot
City of Minot
City of Minot
City of Minot
City of Minot
City of Minot
City of Minot
AvFlight
Dakota Territory Air Museum

2718 Gateway Ave., #104
P.O. Box 5006
P.O. Box 5006
P.O. Box 5006
P.O. Box 5007
P.O. Box 5006
P.O. Box 5006
420 3rd Ave S
P.O. Box 5006
P.O. Box 5006
P.O. Box 5007
2400 N Broadway
100 34th Ave NE

Bismarck
Minot
Minot
Minot
Minot
Minot
Minot
Minot
Minot
Minot
Minot
Minot
Minot

ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND

58503
58701
58701
58701
58702
58701
58701
58701
58701
58701
58702
58703
58703

Phone

Fax

Date
Edited
03/11/14

701-723-4815
701-723-4834

07/24/14
12/02/15
08/16/13
03/01/19
05/31/16
01/12/11
07/06/16
05/22/19

701-328-8107
701-328-6347
701-328-8000

701-328-6352
701-328-8010

701-328-9715

701-328-9721

09/27/11
01/20/11
07/06/16
01/20/11
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Federal Aviation Administration
Dakota-Minnesota Airports District Office
Bismarck Office
2301 University Drive, Building 23B
Bismarck, ND 58504

Federal Aviation Administration
Dakota-Minnesota Airports District Office
Minneapolis Office
6020 28th Avenue South, Suite 102
Minneapolis, MN 55450

May 27, 2021 via email
Notice of Federal Undertaking and
Invitation for Government to Government Consultation
Minot International Airport
Wildlife Hazard Removal and Associated Drainage Improvements
Ward County, North Dakota
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), in cooperation with the owner and operator of Minot
International (Airport), and in coordination with the North Dakota Aeronautic Commission
(NDAC), is funding improvements at the Airport. The funding of improvements associated with
this project involves a Federal action, which requires environmental documentation in
accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and the FAA is the lead
agency.
The Airport’s Proposed Action (i.e. project) will involve filling and/or grading ruts in drainage
ditches; improving slopes along ditches; and filling, grading, or modifying wetlands. These
improvements are intended to facilitate water drainage away from the Airport boundary, thus
reducing habitat that may attract wildlife. The purpose of the project is to reduce and/or
eliminate wildlife attractants that will enhance the safety of aircraft and aeronautical users. Upon
completion of the NEPA phase, it is anticipated that construction may begin the following year,
in 2022. Please refer to the Area of Potential Effect Map.
The Major Federal Action includes the federal funding of the construction of the wildlife hazard
removal/modification project and its connected actions pursuant to 49 USC 40103(b), 44718,
and 47107(a)(16), and 14 CFR Parts 77 and 157.
Purpose of Government-to-Government Consultation
The primary purpose of government-to-government consultation as described in Federal
Executive Order 13175 "Consultation and Coordination with Indian Tribal Governments" and
FAA's Order 1210.20 "American Indian and Alaska Native Tribal Consultation Policy and
Procedures" is to ensure that Federally Recognized Tribes are given the opportunity to provide
meaningful and timely input regarding proposed FAA actions that uniquely or significantly affect
Tribes. Further, President Biden issued a Memorandum on Tribal Consultation and
Strengthening Nation-to-Nation Relationships on January 26, 2021 that states “it is a priority […]
to make respect for Tribal sovereignty and self-governance, commitment to fulfilling Federal
trust and treaty responsibilities to Tribal Nations, and regular, meaningful, and robust
consultation with Tribal Nations cornerstones of Federal Indian policy.”
This initial solicitation of views is being provided to both the Tribal Chair/President and
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer via email during the COVID pandemic.
Surveys
A number of surveys were conducted over the years on various areas of the Airport property:
•
•
•

Jun 12-16, 2000 - Metcalf Archaeological Consultants, Inc. (MAC);
August 24-26, 2010; March 27-28, 2012; September 10 and 15, 2015 KLJ; and
August 2 and 9, 2017 - Beaver Creek Archaeology (BCA) completed full property

2
survey.
During the KLJ (2015) and BCA (2017) surveys, the entirety of the 1,342 acres of Airport
property were surveyed to Class III standards with Traditional Cultural Specialists. In 2015,
representatives from the Standing Rock Sioux Tribe, Fort Peck Assiniboine and Sioux Tribes,
Rosebud Sioux Tribe, Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa Indians, Spirit Lake Sioux Nation, and
Sisseton Wahpeton Oyate were present. In 2017, representatives from Ft. Peck and MHA
Nation were present.
Throughout the course of the surveys, one site, three site leads, 17 isolated finds, and seven
cultural heritage finds (CHF) were recorded within or adjacent to the Airport. Site 32WD1740
consisted of a historic water tank, pump house, and concrete footings and foundations and was
determined not eligible for the NRHP. The three site leads were recommended as unevaluated.
The 17 isolated finds consisted of historic (ceramic, glass, and brick fragments) and prehistoric
cultural material (lithic) that are by definition not eligible. One of seven CHF consisting of a
linear stone feature was recommended potentially eligible for the NRHP. The other 6 remaining
CHFs were determined not to be features and were recommended as not eligible for the NRHP
by the tribal representatives during the October 24-25, 2018 Tribal Coordination Meeting.
Consultation
During the early stages of planning, information related to the project was presented at the
Airport Tribal Coordination Meeting held October 24-25, 2018, as well as coordination meetings
at THPO offices in Standing Rock, Cheyenne River, Rosebud, Ft. Peck, and Ft. Belknap in
August of 2019.
Commitments
Commitments were discussed during the Tribal Coordination Meeting and field visit held on
October 24-25 2018. Cultural heritage find CHFWD2 recommended potentially eligible for the
NRHP shall be avoided. Further, tribal and archaeological monitoring shall occur when
construction activities take place within 100 feet of cultural heritage find CHFWD2. Cultural
heritage finds CHFWD1 and CHFWD3 – CHFWD7 do not require avoidance; however, tribal
and archaeological monitoring shall occur when construction activities take place within 100 feet
of the CHFs.
Request for Comments
The FAA is seeking comments on the proposed project and concerns that uniquely or
significantly affect your Tribe related to proposed airport improvements. Early identification of
Tribal concerns allows the FAA and the airport owner and operator to consider ways to avoid
and minimize potential impacts to Tribal resources and practices as project planning and
alternatives are developed and refined. We would be pleased to discuss details of the proposed
project with you. Also, please advise us if you would like to participate as a consulting party.
Confidentiality
We understand that you may have concerns regarding the confidentiality of information on
areas or resources of religious, traditional and cultural importance to the Tribe. In accordance
with Section 9 of the Archaeological Resources Protection Act of 1979, 16 USC 470hh(a),
Confidentiality of Information Concerning the Nature and Location of Archaeological Resources
and Traditional Cultural Properties, and its implementing regulations at 43 CFR 7.18, detailed
information regarding specific locations of archaeological and cultural resources will not be
included in any public documents. However, we have identified an area of avoidance in the
project exhibits will illustrate the avoidance area only. This is a result from our discussions
during consultation meetings. The avoidance areas will also be made part of the construction
plans to ensure protection of the sites.

3

FAA Contact Information
If you would like to receive additional information or wish to provide comments related to this
proposed project, please contact me at sheri.lares@faa.gov.
Sincerely,

Sheri G
Lares

Digitally signed
by Sheri G Lares
Date: 2021.05.27
14:33:22 -05'00'

Sheri G. Lares
Regional Environmental Protection Specialist (Acting)
Tribal Liaison
Enclosure: APE Map
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Tribal Mailing List

Name
Ms. Samantha Odegard
Mr. Kevin Jensvold
Ms. Cheyanne St. John
Mr. Robert Larson
Mr. Aaron Brien
Mr. Frank White Clay
Ms. Dyan Youpee
Mr. Floyd Azure
Ms. Teanna Limpy
Ms.Donna Fisher
Mr. Michael J. Black Wolf
Mr. Andrew Werk, Jr.
Mr. Jon Eagle
Mr. Mike Faith
Dr. Erich Longie
Mr. Douglas Yankton Sr.
Ms. Mary Baker
Mr. Mark Fox
Mr. Jeff Desjarlais, Jr.
Mr. Jamie Azure
Mr. Steve Vance
Mr. Harold Frazier
Mr. Merle Marks
Mr. Peter Lengkeek
Mr. Garrie Killsahundred
Mr. Anthony Reider
Mr. Thomas Brings
Mr. Kevin Killer
Ms. Ione Quigly
Mr. Rodney Bordeaux
Ms. Dianne Desrosiers
Mr. Delbert Hopkins Jr.
Mr. Kip Spotted Eagle
Mr. Robert Flying Hawk
Ms. Clair Green
Mr. Clyde Estes

Title
THPO
Chairman
THPO
President
THPO
Chairman
THPO
Chairman
THPO
President
THPO
President
THPO
Chairman
THPO
Chairman
Acting Director
Chairman
THPO
Chairman
THPO
Chairman
THPO
Chairman
THPO
President
THPO
President
THPO
President
THPO
Chairman
THPO
Chairman
THPO
Chairman

Tribe
Upper Sioux Indian Community
Upper Sioux Indian Community
Lower Sioux Indian Community
Lower Sioux Indian Community
Crow Nation
Crow Nation
Fort Peck Assiniboine and Sioux Tribes
Fort Peck Assiniboine and Sioux Tribes
Northern Cheyenne Tribe
Northern Cheyenne Tribe
Ft. Belknap Indian Community of the Ft. Belknap Reservation
Ft. Belknap Indian Community of the Ft. Belknap Reservation
Standing Rock Sioux Tribe
Standing Rock Sioux Tribe
Spirit Lake Tribe
Spirit Lake Tribe
Mandan, Hidatsa & Arikara Nation
Mandan, Hidatsa & Arikara Nation
Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa
Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe
Crow Creek Sioux Tribe
Crow Creek Sioux Tribe
Flandreau-Santee Sioux Tribe
Flandreau-Santee Sioux Tribe
Oglala Sioux Tribe
Oglala Sioux Tribe
Rosebud Sioux Tribe
Rosebud Sioux Tribe
Sisseton-Wahpeton Oyate of Lake Traverse Reservation
Sisseton-Wahpeton Oyate of Lake Traverse Reservation
Yankton Sioux Tribe
Yankton Sioux Tribe
Lower Brule Sioux Tribe
Lower Brule Sioux Tribe

Tribal Leader email
samanthao@uppersiouxcommunity-nsn.gov
kevinj@uppersiouxcommunity-nsn.gov
cheyanne.stjohn@lowersioux.com
robert.larsen@lowersioux.com
aaron.brien@crow-nsn.gov
whiteclay.frank@ctlb.org
d.youpee@fortpecktribes.net
fazure@fortpecktribes.net
teanna.limpy@cheyennenation.com
donna.fisher@cheyennenation.com
mblackwolf@ftbelknap.org
andy.werk@ftbelknap.org
j.eagle@standingrock.org
mfaith@standingrock.org
thpo@gondtc.com
douglasy@spiritlakenation.com
marybaker@mhanation.com
chairmanfox@mhanation.com
desjarlaisjr.jeffrey@yahoo.com
Jamie.Azure@tmbci.org
steve.vance@crst-nsn.gov; stevevance.crstpreservation@outlook.com
Harold.Frazier@crst-nsn.gov
cchistory@midstatesd.net
peterlengkeek@yahoo.com
garrie.killsahundred@fsst.org
tony.reider@fsst.org
t.brings@oglala.org
kevink@oglala.org
rst.thpo@rst-nsn.gov
rodney.bordeaux@rst-nsn.gov
dianned@swo-nsn.gov
chairman@swo-nsn.gov
kipspottedeagle247@gmail.com ;yst.thpo@gmail.com
robertflyinghawk@gmail.com
clairgreenoffice@gmail.com
chairman@lbst.org

Jen Hanley
Schumacher, John D. <jdschumacher@nd.gov>
Monday, June 21, 2021 12:29 PM
Jen Hanley
Minot International Airport - Wildlife Hazard and Drainage Improvements

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

EXTERNAL EMAIL - STOP & THINK - Links and attachments may be dangerous. Verify the authenticity of the
sender before responding or clicking anything.

Jen Hanley
Ulteig Engineers

RE:

Minot International Airport – Wildlife Hazard and Drainage Improvements

The City of Minot is proposing wildlife hazard mitigation and drainage improvement at the Minot International
Airport to reduce and/or eliminate environmental conditions that have the potential to attract wildlife into the
Aircraft Operations Area. The proposed action will involve filling and/or grading ruts in drainage ditches;
improving slopes along ditches; and filling, grading, or modifying wetlands to facilitate water drainage away
from the airport boundary to reduce habitat that may attract wildlife.
The North Dakota Game and Fish Department understands the need to remove safety hazards to aircraft and
people on airport property. However, wetlands that are modified by filling or draining no longer function
naturally, thus removing most or all benefits to wildlife and the environment.
The National Wetland Inventory indicates various wetlands within the proposed project area. We have no
objections to this project provided any unavoidable destruction or degradation of wetland acres, including
areas affected by drainage improvements, is mitigated in kind; erosion control measures are implemented to
minimize sedimentation; and disturbed areas are seeded with suitable native grass and forb species where
appropriate.

J.D. Schumacher
Resource Biologist
701.328.6321

•

jdschumacher@nd.gov

•

gf.nd.gov
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Acceptable Tree and Shrub Species for Landscaping on North Dakota Airports
Trees
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Paper birch
Dakota Pinnacle birch
Northern Acclaim Honey locust- seedless and thornless
Siberian larch
Highland poplar
Laurel-leaf willow
Golden willow
American linden or basswood
Marilee crab- pink flowers and nearly fruitless
Discovery elm
Prairie Expedition American elm

Shrubs
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Alpine current
Purple leaf sandcherry
Double flowering plum
Euonymus/burning bush
Meadowlark forsythia
Diabolo ninebark
Darts gold ninebark
Dwarf lilacs- many varieties
Creeping type junipers/groundcovers- many varieties

Perennials
• Perennial species may be substituted for a portion of the required shrubs on a one-to-one
basis.

Grasses
•
•
•
•
•
•

Karl Forester
Little Bluestem
Prairie Dropseed
Western Wheatgrass – Native cool season grass
Buffalo Grass – Native warm season grass
Blue Grama – Native warm season grass

This list was generated in cooperation with:

•

Jeff Smette, Nursery Manager
Towner State Nursery
878 Nursery Road
Towner, ND 58788
Tel: (701) 537-5636
Fax: (701) 537-5680
Cell: (701) 537-3567
E-mail: Jeffrey.Smette@ndsu.edu
www.ndsu.edu/ndfs

•

Dale Waites, Wildlife Biologist
Minot AFB
475 Summit Drive Suite 276B
Minot AFB, ND 58705
Gov Cell: (701) 403-0611
E-mail: Dale.E.Waites@aphis.usda.gov

APPENDIX C
ADDITIONAL PROJECT EXHIBITS

