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SUMMARY
( ) Draft ( X ) Final Environmental Statement
Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Upper Missouri Region

L. Type of action: ( X ) Administrative ( ) Legislative

/

2. / Brief description of action:

The Bureau of Reclamation proposes to make available to ANG Coal
Gasification Company (ANGCGC) 17,000 acre-feet of water annually for
coal gasification needs from Garrison Reservoir through a 40-year
water service contract. The gasification complex, to be located in
southwestern (Mercer County) North Dakota, would produce 250 million
cubic feet per day of synthetic natural gas for use in the Michigan
and Wisconsin market areas. The water intake, coal and ash handling,
and plant access systems would be shared with an adjacent 880 MW coal-
fired powerplant proposed by Basin Electric Power Cooperative.

3. Summary of environmental impact and adverse environmental effects:

Starting in 1988, the combined ANGCGC and Basin Electric projects
would emit 14,665 pounds of sulfur dioxide, 6,143 pounds of nitrogen
oxides, and 693 pounds of particulates each hour. These emissions
would adversely affect existing ambient air quality and visibility.
Surface waters would be temporarily degraded from mining and con-
struction of a 365-mile product gas pipeline which would traverse

86 water areas. Ground water quantity and quality could be altered

by aquifer disturbance and leachates from ash and other solid wastes
buried in the mined area. The gasification plant and associated
facilities would occupy about 600 acres of land; mining activity would
disturb about 12,500 acres over the 25-year life of the plant. Land
disturbance would temporarily destroy wildlife habitat and agricultural
land and even with successful reclamation the wildlife habitat would
be permanently altered. The proposed ANGCGC and Basin Electric
projects would cause a peak influx of about 6,200 persons during
construction and about 4,800 persons during operations into a
presently rural area. This population influx would cause significant
effects on existing social systems and infra-structures.

4, Alternatives considered;

Alternatives considered include: ©No project; alternate sources of
natural gas; alternate locationsy alternate processes and process
units; alternate use of resources; and alternate sources of energy.

5 Statements are being distributed to the following:

List of agencies from whom comments have been requested is attached.

6. Date of draft statement made available to CEQ and the public:

Draft Statement: March 17, 1977

Final Statement: Ja# ‘41"7 20, (77&



LIST OF ENTITIES FROM WHOM COMMENTS HAVE BEEN REQUESTED
OR RECEIVED WITH RESPONDENTS INDICATED BY '"#*"

A. Statements distributed by the Commissioner of Reclamation for
review and comment:

Department of the Interior:

Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
*Director, Bureau of Outdoor Recreation
*Director, National Park Service

Commissioner, Bureau of Indian Affairs
*Director, Geological Survey
#Director, Bureau of Mines
*Director, Bureau of Land Management

Department of Agriculture

*Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

Secretary, Department of Defense

*Secretary, Department of Health, Education, and Welfare
*Secretary, Department of State

Secretary, Department of Transportation

Regional Director, Department of Housing and Urban Development,
Denver, Colorado

*Regional Director, Envirommental Protection Agency, Denver,
Colorado

*Chairman, Federal Power Commission
*Administrator, Energy Research and Development Administration
Administrator, Federal Energy Administration

B Statements distributed by the Regional Director for information
only:

Department of the Interior:
Field Representative, Missouri Basin Region, Denver, Colorado
Missouri River Basin Planning Officer, Omaha, Nebraska
*Area Director, Bureau of Indian Affairs, Aberdeen,
South Dakota
State Director, Bureau of Land Management, Billings, Montana
Chief, Intermountain Field Operation Center, Bureau of
Mines, Denver, Colorado
Regional Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Denver,
Colorado
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LIST OF ENTITIES FROM WHOM COMMENTS HAVE BEEN REQUESTED
OR RECEIVED WITH RESPONDENTS INDICATED BY "#*"

A. Statements distributed by the Commissioner of Reclamation for
review and comment :

Department of the Interior:

Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
*Director, Bureau of Outdoor Recreation
*Director, National Park Service

Commissioner, Bureau of Indian Affairs
*Director, Geological Survey
*Director, Bureau of Mines
*Director, Bureau of Land Management

Department of Agriculture L
*Advisory Council on Historic Preservation \
Secretary, Department of Defense ’

I

*Secretary, Department of Health, Education, and Welfare

*Secretary, Department of State
Secretary, Department of Transportation

Regional Director, Department of Housing and Urban Development,
Denver, Colorado

#Regional Director, Environmental Protection Agency, Denver,
Colorado

*Chairman, Federal Power Commission
*Administrator, Energy Research and Development Administration
Administrator, Federal Energy Administration

B. Statements distributed by the Regional Director for information
only:

Department of the Interior:
Field Representative, Missouri Basin Region, Denver, Colorado
Missouri River Basin Planning Officer, Omaha, Nebraska
*Area Director, Bureau of Indian Affairs, Aberdeen,
South Dakota
State Director, Bureau of Land Management, Billings, Montana
Chief, Intermountain Field Operation Center, Bureau of
Mines, Denver, Colorado
Regional Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Denver,
Colorado
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Department of the Interior (continued):
*Area Manager, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Bismarck,
North Dakota
Regional Hydrologist, Water Resources Division, Geological Survey
f Denver, Colorado
4 Regional Director, National Park Service, Denver, Colorado
North Central Reservoir Investigations, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, Pierre, South Dakota

Department of Agriculture:
Farmers Home Administration, Bismarck, North Dakota
State Conservationist, Soil Conservation Service, Bismarck,
North Dakota
*Rural Electrification Administration, Washington, D.C.
*Forest Service, Missoula, Montana

Department of the Army:
*District Engineer, U.S. Army Engineer District, Corps of
Engineers, Omaha, Nebraska

Department of Health, Education, and Welfare:
Regional Director, U.S. Public Health Service, Denver, Colorado

Department of Transportation:

. Division Engineer, Federal Highway Administration, Bismarck,
North Dakota

Federal Power Commission:
Regional Engineer, Federal Power Commission, Chicago, Illinois

Energy Research and Development Administration:
Manager, Field Office, Chicago, Illinois

Chairman, Missouri River Basin Commission, Omaha, Nebraska
C. Statements distributed by the Regional Director inviting comments:

State of North Dakota:

Governor of North Dakota, Bismarck
*North Dakota State Planning Agency, Bismarckl/ (For distribution

to State agencies.)

Superintendent, State Historical Society, Bismarck
*North Dakota Game and Fish Department, Bismarck
*State Attorney General, Bismarck
*North Dakota Regional EIS, Bismarck
*North Dakota Geological Survey, Grand Forks
*North Dakota Park Service, Mandan
*State Health Department, Bismarck
*North Dakota Highway Department, Bismarck

I *Regional Environmental Assessment Program, Bismarck

1/ State Clearinghouse
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County Commissioners:
Mercer County
Oliver County
Dunn County
,'

City Governments:

Bismarck Center
Beulah Dodge
Hazen Halliday
Golden Valley Riverdale
Stanton Killdeer

State of Minnesota:
Governor of Minnesota, St. Paul /
State Planning Agency, St. Paul—
*Minnesota Historical Society, St. Paul

Others:
Three Affiliated Tribes Business Council, New Town, North Dakota
Regional Governor, Izaak Walton League, Minot, North Dakota
Environmental Defense Fund, East Setauket, New York
Director, Midwest Region, Nature Conservancy, Minneapolis, Minnesota
Central Envirommental Council, NDSU, Fargo, North Dakota
*North Dakota Natural Science Society, Jamestown, North Dakota
Institute of Ecological Studies, UND, Grand Forks, North Dakota
North Dakota Wildlife Federation, Bismarck, North Dakota
Northern Environmental Council, Duluth, Minnesota
North Dakota Chapter, The Wildlife Society, Jamestown, North Dakota
Field Representative, National Audubon Society, Jamestown,
North Dakota
Field Representative, Wildlife Management Institute, Firth,
Nebraska
United Plainsmen, Bismarck, Nor " Dakota
Lewis and Clark Environmental Association, Bismarck, North Dakota
North Dakota Section, Sierra Club, Minot, North Dakota
North Dakota Farmers Union, Jamestown, North Dakota
*0tter Tail Power Company, Fergus Falls, Minnesota
*American Natural Gas Service Company, Detroit, Michigan
*Towa Confederation of Environmental Organizations, Ames, Iowa
#Mercer- County Landowners, Beulah, North Dakota

1/ State Clearinghouse
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