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June 24, 2025 

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

TO ALL INTERESTED GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES AND PUBLIC GROUPS 

As required by state and federal rules for determining whether an Environmental Impact 
Statement is necessary, an environmental review has been performed on the proposed 
action below: 

Project Town of Hingham 
Wastewater Improvements 

Location Hingham, Montana 
Project Number WPCSRF Project #C303717 
Total Cost  $3,000,000 

The Town of Hingham (Town), through a 2022 Wastewater System Preliminary Engineering 
Report (PER), analyzed the condition of its wastewater collection and treatment system 
components. It was determined that the lagoons are in poor condition, leaking wastewater 
and posing a contamination risk to both groundwater and public health. The lagoons are 
also full of sludge, structurally damaged, and contain leaking or corroded piping. TV 
inspections performed in 2021 revealed that while the collection mains are old and show 
signs of aging, they remain operable with regular maintenance. The proposed project 
includes replacing 830 feet of sewer main to the lagoons; removing sludge, reshaping, 
enlarging, and installing synthetic liner in Cell #1; and lagoon piping improvements that 
include a metering manhole. Cell #2 will serve as a storage cell only, with future 
improvements proposed when funding becomes available. 

A draft Environmental Assessment (EA) was prepared for the Town by its consultant, Robert 
Peccia & Associates. A Notice of Availability of Environmental Assessment was published in 
The Havre Daily News on March 28, 2022. Public meetings for the project were held on 
March 8 and April 28, 2022, with advertisement in the Havre Daily News to inform the public 
of the time and location of the meetings. No comments were received on the draft EA. The 
Town approved the final EA on April 28, 2022. The EA was subsequently adopted on 
August 8, 2023, by the Montana Department of Natural Resources and Conservation 
(DNRC), which is providing funds for the project. 

This Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) is being issued to address and publicly notice 
changes to the project since the EA was adopted by the DNRC. The sludge disposal site 
has been identified and an agreement has been signed with the landowner. Sludge will be 
land-applied to farmland in accordance with Federal 40 CFR Part 503 sludge disposal 
regulations. The land application of sludge will enhance soil conditions and provide 
beneficial reuse of the biosolids. This FONSI also notices that sludge removal, embankment 
work, and liner installation will not occur in Cell #2 in this phase of the project. All other 
aspects of the project were adequately covered by the EA and remain unchanged.  
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Federal and State grant/loan programs will fund the project. Environmentally sensitive 
characteristics such as wetlands, floodplains, threatened or endangered species, and 
historical sites are not expected to be adversely impacted because of the proposed project.  
Public participation during the planning process demonstrated support for the selected 
alternative. No significant long-term environmental impacts were identified. The EA, which 
describes the project and analyzes the impacts in more detail, along with a map of the 
sludge application site and haul route, is available for public scrutiny on the DEQ web site 
http://deq.mt.gov/Public/ea and at the following locations: 
 
Department of Environmental Quality Town of Hingham 
2401 Colonial Ave 509 3rd St 
P.O. Box 200901    PO Box 69 
Helena, MT  59620-0901   Hingham, MT  59528   
peter.behrends2@mt.gov 
 
Comments on the FONSI may be submitted to the Department of Environmental Quality at 
the above address. After evaluating comments received, the department will revise the 
environmental assessment or determine if an environmental impact statement is necessary.  
If no substantive comments are received during the comment period, or if substantive 
comments are received and evaluated and the environmental impacts are still determined to 
be non-significant, the agency will make a final decision. No administrative action will be 
taken on the project for at least 30 calendar days after release of the Finding of No 
Significant Impact. 

 
Sincerely, 

 
 
 
 

___________________________________ 
Mike Abrahamson, PE 
WPCSRF Section Supervisor 
Water Quality Division 
Montana Department of Environmental Quality 

 
 

http://deq.mt.gov/Public/ea
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Environmental Checklist 
 

HINGHAM WASTEWATER SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS 
HINGHAM, MONTANA 

 
Proposed Action:  The Town of Hingham’s wastewater system consists of old 8-inch clay gravity sewer 
mains that were installed in 1954. These mains flow to a 2-cell, clay-lined total retention lagoon system. 
Cell #1 was constructed in 1954, and Cell #2 was constructed in 1963.  
 
The average water usage flows from the 2021 and 2014 Lagoon Operation and Maintenance Reports, 
conducted by the Montana Department of Environmental Quality (MDEQ) suggest the lagoons are 
undersized and should be overtopping.  However, Cell #1 is nearly dry and Cell #2 is completely dry 
which means wastewater is leaking out of the lagoons and collection system mains at a high rate. The 
existing clay liner dries out and cracks with changing water levels, damage, leakage, burrowing animals, 
wind, and sun. Vegetation and animal burrows around the lagoons are also causing erosion, cracks, and 
leakage at the lagoons. 
 
A significant build-up (approximately 2 feet) of sludge has accumulated in both cells.  Excess sludge 
reduces the treatment capacity of the total retention system and needs to be removed.  
 
The outfall structure and piping in Cell #2 leaks significantly when water levels get too high.  The piping 
at the lagoons is corrugated steel pipe (CMP) and coming apart at the joints. Exposure to the wastewater 
has caused severe corrosion and leaking. The existing connector pipe for the lagoons is old cement-
asbestos pipe that needs to be replaced. Approximately 300 feet of inlet PVC was installed at the inlet to 
Cell #1 in the winter of 2021 to mitigate an emergency repair of the original corrugated steel pipe. This 
pipe was layed with shallow bury to stay above the sludge in Cell #1 and does not have sufficient cover 
for freeze protection. This work to replace the pipe was done with an excavator and damaged the clay 
liner in Cell #1 and causing significant leakage. 
 
The gravity sewer mains are aging and are not only showing signs of leakage and broken sections of 
pipe, but also several of the sewer mains are blocked due to tree root intrusion, which can cause the 
system to backup into homes. 
 
The proposed improvements for the Hingham Wastewater System include: 
 

 Removal of excess sludge from both cells and disposal by land application; 
 Replacement of piping at lagoons; 
 Removal of lagoon outlet structure and outfall piping; 
 Reshaping, resizing, and re-lining both Cells; 
 Installation of a level gauge in each Cell;  
 Installation of a lagoon influent flow measurement: 
 Installation of manholes; and 
 Replacement or rehabilitation with CIPP lining of the 8-inch sewer mains based on inspection. 
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Physical 
Environment 

 
 

Impact Code 

 
 

Impact Type 

Permits/ 
Mitigation 
Required? 

 
 

Explanation of Impact to Resource 
1. Soil Suitability, Topographic and/or Geologic Constraints (example: soil slump, steep slopes, 
subsidence, seismic activity) 

 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
Currently, there are no unsuitable soils, topographic, 
and/or geologic constraints in the project area. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative: 
 No soils, topographic, or geological conditions are likely to 
affect the Hingham wastewater project.  
 

2. Hazardous Facilities (example: power lines, hazardous waste sites, acceptable distance from 
explosive and flammable hazards including chemical/petrochemical storage tanks, underground 
fuel 
storage tanks, and related facilities such as natural gas storage facilities and propane storage tanks) 

 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
According to the Montana Department of Environmental 
Quality’s Discover DEQ web mapping 
(https://gis.mtdeq.us/portal/apps/webappviewer/index.h
tml?id =f554f421c3e64f5599e76b5cb8dd3391), hazardous 
waste sites are located near the project area.  These sites 
include: 
 
Montana State Superfund ACGP Facility – Cargill General 
Mills Hingham Elevator. 
 
Montana State Superfund WQA Facility – BN Sante Fe 
Hingham. 
 
Petroleum Release Sites – Four (4) petroleum release sites 
are located within the project planning area and all have 
been resolved.   
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative: 
 While there are hazardous waste sites listed in the project 
area, there are no known hazardous waste sites located 
within the project limits.  Therefore, no involvement with 
hazardous material is anticipated as part of this project.  If 
previously unknown contaminants are encountered during 
construction, MDEQ would be notified and the materials 
would be removed and disposed of properly.  
 
The project will have no involvement with main electrical 
transmission lines. 
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3. Surrounding Air Quality (example: dust, odors, emissions) 
 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
Air quality within the proposed Hingham wastewater 
improvements project area can be described as good.  No 
violations of state or federal air quality standards are 
known.  The proposed action is located in an 
unclassifiable/attainment area for air quality under 40 CFR 
81.327, as amended.     
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative: 
The project may result in a temporary increase in air 
quality in construction zones.  This impact will be short-
term and generally confined to the area where 
construction equipment is operating. 
 
Mitigation. The application of water or chemicals to 
control dust in areas subject to heavy vehicle traffic can be 
included, if deemed necessary, during the construction of 
the project.  Newly disturbed areas would be promptly 
reseeded or restored when construction activities are 
completed. 
 

4. Groundwater Resources and Aquifers (example: quantity, quality, distribution, depth to 
groundwater, sole source aquifers) 

 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
The Town of Hingham’s public water is supplied by two 
groundwater wells and an elevated storage tank. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
The wastewater improvements project will eliminate 
infiltration of the groundwater into the collection system 
as well as potential groundwater contamination from the 
collection system and the treatment system. 
 

5. Surface Water/Water Quality, Quantity and Distribution (example: streams, lakes, storm runoff, 
irrigation systems, canals) 

 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
The surface water resources in the vicinity of the project 
England Coulee which is an intermittent drainage that 
originates north of Hingham and flows southeast on the 
east edge of Town  
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative: 
 Replacement of the failing sewer mains and 
improvements to the lagoons will prevent sewage 
overflow and possible contamination to nearby surface 
waters. 
 
Construction activities will temporarily disturb soil and 
could increase the potential for erosion and transport of 
sediments to surface waters. 
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Permitting: 
Storm Water Discharge Permit. If construction disturbs 
more than 1 acre, a General Discharge Permit for 
Discharges from Construction Activities under the 
National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 
must be obtained.  As a requirement of the Storm Water 
Discharge Permit, a Notice of Intent (NOI) form including 
a storm water erosion control plan specifying the 
measures that would be employed during construction to 
control erosion and sediment transport by storm runoff 
must be prepared and submitted to the Environmental 
Protection Agency.  A storm water discharge permit 
would be obtained by the contractor. 
 
Mitigation.  Measures to control runoff and erosion from 
disturbed areas will be required of the Contractor to 
minimize potential water quality impacts during 
construction. 

 
6. Floodplains and Floodplain Management (Identify any floodplains within one mile of the 
boundary 
of the project.) 

 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
Flood Insurance Rate Mapping (FIRM) for Lincoln County 
map #30041C0415B effective June 3, 1988 show portions 
of the project are located in special flood hazard areas. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
The Montana Department of Natural Resources and 
Conservation (DNRC) Regional Engineer Marc Pitman was 
contacted on March 4, 2022.  A response dated March 25, 
2022 stated The Hingham Wastewater System Planning 
Area Boundary appears to be in the mapped floodplain on 
FIRM 30041C. Usually with buried infrastructure projects 
floodplain permitting is not an issue. However, please 
coordinate with the Hill County floodplain administrator 
Amy Ferguson. 
 
Permits:  A Floodplain Development Permit would be 
required for any modifications to the embankment at the 
wastewater lagoon site.  The Permit must be obtained 
from Hill County’s Floodplain Administrator prior to any 
construction activities. 

 
7. Wetlands (Identify any wetlands within one mile of the boundary of the project and state 
potential 
impacts.) 

 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
According to the National Wetlands Inventory Wetlands 
Mapper, various wetlands are located within 1 mile of the 
proposed project.   
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Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
It is not anticipated that any designated wetlands will be 
impacted as part of this project. 
 

8. Agricultural Lands, Production, and Farmland Protection (example: grazing, forestry, cropland, 
prime or unique agricultural lands) Identify any prime or important farm ground or forest lands 
within one 
mile of the boundary of the project. 

 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
The proposed project is located in an area that is classified 
as Farmland of Statewide Importance and Prime Farmland 
if irrigated.  
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
The USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) 
was advised of this project by letter dated March 4, 2022.  
There has been no response as of this writing. While a 
majority of the improvements will occur on land that has 
already irreversibly converted, the wastewater lagoons 
will convert some farmland. A farmland conversion impact 
rating form will need to be completed when lagoons are 
expanded.  
 

9. Vegetation and Wildlife Species and Habitats, Including Fish (example: terrestrial, avian and 
aquatic 
life and habitats) 

 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
Typical wildlife species in the area include species that 
have largely adapted to urban settings including rabbits, 
skunks, squirrels, and various other rodents.  Birds 
observed in the project area include the American Robin, 
Blue Jay, Common Raven, European Starling, House Finch, 
House Sparrow, Killdeer, Northern Flicker, and the 
Northern Shoveler. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
This project would not cause any long-term adverse 
impacts to wildlife and their habitat since work is confined 
to previously disturbed areas within the Town.  Short-
term impacts on small mammals and bird species may 
occur during construction.  Temporary displacement due 
to noise or construction activities could affect such 
species. 
 
The Montana Department of Fish, Wildlife and Parks 
(MFWP) was contacted on March 4, 2022 regarding 
potential impacts on wildlife and fisheries resources.  
There has been no response as of this writing. 
 
Mitigation.  The Contractor will be required to implement 
erosion control measures and surface areas disturbed by 
construction will be promptly re-vegetated where needed. 
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10. Unique, Endangered, Fragile, or Limited Environmental Resources, Including Endangered 
Species 
(example: plants, fish or wildlife) 

 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
The following paragraphs discuss unique, endangered, 
fragile, or limited environmental resources in the project 
area: 
 

- The U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (USFWS) was contacted on March 4, 2022 
regarding the presence of threatened or endangered 
species in the project area. There has been no comment 
as of this writing. According to the Department’s online 
Planning and Consultation (IPaC) website for information 
on the project area, one candidate species (Monarch 
Butterfly) may occur in the project area. No migratory 
birds are listed as occurring the project area. There is no 
designated critical habitat in the project area. 
 

- There are two 
federally-listed threatened plant species in Montana: 
Spalding’s Catchfly and Ute Ladies’-tress. The USFWS does 
not list any of these species within the project area. 
 

- The Montana 
Natural Heritage Program lists 4 animal species of concern 
and no plant species of concern that have been observed 
within the QQLL 06B3 which includes the project area. 
 

- According to the Montana Sage Grouse 
Habitat Conservation Map, the project is not located in 
sage grouse habitat designated as core, general, 
connectivity habitats or BLM priority areas. Therefore, no 
further coordination regarding sage grouse is required. 

 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
Based on the nature, scope, and location of the 
recommended improvements, no adverse impacts to 
unique, endangered, fragile, or limited environmental 
resources are expected. 
 

11. Unique Natural Features (example: geologic features) 
 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
There are no known unique natural features located in the 
project area. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
There are no known unique natural features that are 
anticipated to be impacted as a result of this project. 
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12. Access to, and Quality of, Recreational and Wilderness Activities, Public Lands and Waterways 
(including Federally Designated Wild & Scenic Rivers), and Public Open Space 

 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
Access to recreational and wilderness activities, public 
land and waterways, and public open spaces do occur in 
the project area.  
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
The project will not affect access to and quality of 
recreational and wilderness activities, public lands and 
waterways, and public open spaces. 
 

Human 
Environment 

 
 

Impact Code 

 
 

Impact Type 

Permits/ 
Mitigation 
Required? 

 
 

Explanation of Impact to Resource 
1. Visual Quality – Coherence, Diversity, Compatibility of Use and Scale, Aesthetics 

 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
The project would have no long-term adverse effects on 
the visual quality of the area.   
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
Land surfaces would be temporarily disturbed during 
construction but will be returned to pre-project conditions 
after construction. 
 

2. Nuisances (example: glare, fumes) 
 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
There are currently no nuisances in the project area. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
There are no anticipated nuisances associated with the 
project. 

 
3. Noise – Suitable Separation Between Housing and Other Noise Sensitive Activities and Major 
Noise 
Sources (example: aircraft, highways and railroads.) 

 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
There is currently suitable separation between housing 
and other noise sensitive activities within the project area. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
Temporary increases in noise would be expected during 
the construction of the project.  Such impacts would be 
localized to the area of construction and short-term in 
nature. 
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4. Historic Properties, Cultural, and Archaeological Resources 
 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
The Montana State Historic Preservation Office was 
contacted on March 4, 2022 for information regarding 
previous cultural resource surveys completed and for a 
listing of previously recording historical and archaeological 
sites in the project area. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
In correspondence dated March 9, 2022, SHPO stated that 
any structure over fifty years of age is considered historic 
and is potentially eligible for listing on the National 
Register of Historic Places.  SHPO also stated that they feel 
there is a low likelihood that cultural properties will be 
impacted as long as there is no disturbance or alteration 
to structures over fifty years of age.  Therefore, a cultural 
resource inventory is unwarranted at this time.  If 
structures need to be altered or if cultural materials be 
inadvertently discovered, SHPO will be contacted, and the 
site investigated. 
 

5. Changes in Demographic (Population) Characteristics (example: quantity, distribution, density) 
 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
Changes in demographic characteristics is not anticipated. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
The project will not have a major impact on the location, 
distribution, density or growth rate of the area’s 
population. The project would not adversely affect any 
social or ethnic groups and will not isolate or divide 
existing residential areas. 

 
6. General Housing Conditions – Quality, Quantity, Affordability 

 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
Housing conditions vary in the vicinity of the project. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
The project will not have any impact on general housing 
conditions in the project area including quality, quantity, 
and affordability. 
 

7. Businesses or Residents (example: loss of, displacement, or relocation) 
 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
The project is located in a residential and commercial area 
of Hingham. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
The project would not displace or relocate any businesses 
or residents in the Hingham area. 
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8. Public Health and Safety 
 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
The wastewater collection and treatment systems are 
leaking untreated wastewater into the surrounding soils 
and groundwater and poses a significant health and safety 
risk to the area residents. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
The proposed improvements to the Town’s wastewater 
collection and treatment system will reduce the amount 
of wastewater contaminating the areas soils and 
groundwater that poses a significant public health and 
safety risk to Town residents. 
 

9. Local Employment – Quantity or Distribution of Employment, Economic Impact 
 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
Construction of the project will temporarily create jobs 
and the need for local goods and services. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
Completion of the project will not cause any long-term 
changes in local employment. 
 

10. Income Patterns – Economic Impact 
 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
Construction of the project will result in short-term 
economic benefits to the Town of Hingham.  
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
Completion of the project will not cause any long-term 
changes in income pattern in the area. 

 
11. Local and State Tax Base and Revenues 

 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
The project will benefit the Town of Hingham’s local tax 
base and revenues as well at the State’s 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
The project will allow the Town’s sewer system to operate 
efficiently and continue to serve the Town’s current and 
future tax base. 
 

12. Community and Government Services and Facilities (example: educational facilities; health and 
medical services and facilities; police; emergency medical services; and parks, playgrounds and 
open 
space) 

 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
Community and Government Services and Facilities are 
located in the project area. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
The project will not adversely affect any educational 
facilities, health and medical services and facilities, police, 
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emergency medical services, or parks, playgrounds and 
open spaces. 

 
13. Commercial and Industrial Facilities – Production and Activity, Growth or Decline 

 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
Commercial and industrial facilities are located in the 
project area. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
The project will not affect existing commercial or 
industrial facilities nor affect the production of such 
facilities. 
 

14. Social Structures and Mores (example: standards of social conduct/social conventions) 
 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
Social structures can include culture, social class, social 
status, roles, groups, and social institutions.   
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
The project will not affect social structures or community 
mores. 
 

15. Land Use Compatibility (example: growth, land use change, development activity, adjacent land 
uses and potential conflicts) 

 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
Existing land use in the project area is a mix of residential 
and commercial businesses. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
No major changes in land use within the project area is 
expected.  Any new developments within the community 
is subject to existing land use plans and land use controls. 
 

16. Energy Resources – Consumption and Conservation 
 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
The project is not expected to impact energy resources. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
There will be no long-lasting adverse impacts on the 
energy supply of the area.  Energy use would increase for 
a short time during construction of the project due to the 
need for construction equipment.   
 

17. Solid Waste Management 
 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
Solid waste management occurs within the Town of 
Hingham. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
The project would not affect the generation or 
management of solid waste within the community. 
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18. Wastewater Treatment – Sewage System 
 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
Sewer mains in the project area are aging and are showing 
signs of cracking, leakage, sags, offset joints, and broken 
sections of pipe. Several of the sewer mains are blocked 
due to sags and tree root intrusion, which can cause the 
system to backup into homes and need for root cutting 
and jetting of the mains on a frequent basis. 
 
Emergency inlet piping repairs to Cell #1 and animal 
burrows around the lagoons have caused damage, 
erosion, cracks, and leakage at the lagoons. 
 
There is an outfall structure and piping in Cell #2 that leaks 
significantly when water levels get too high. 
 
The clay-liner for both cells have been routinely exposed 
due to low water levels and are cracked and leaking. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
Replacement of these sewer mains will eliminate the 
possible infiltration of groundwater into the collection 
system as well as the potential for groundwater 
contamination from the collection system.  Reducing 
groundwater infiltration to the collection system, which 
will reduce the amount of groundwater conveyed to the 
treatment facility.  Reducing the amount of groundwater 
coming into the wastewater treatment facility will 
improve treatment efficiency. 
 
Resizing, reshaping, and replacement of piping at the 
lagoons as well as removal of the sludge will allow the 
Town to continue to use the total retention system for 
wastewater treatment. 

19. Storm Water – Surface Drainage 
 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
The Town’s stormwater conveyance system includes roads 
with drainage systems, gutters, and ditches. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
The project will have no long-term effects on storm water 
and surface drainage in the area. 
 

20. Community Water Supply 
 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
Leaking sewer mains and lagoon liner will allow untreated 
wastewater to contaminate the surrounding soils and 
groundwater. 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
The reduction of leaking untreated wastewater into the 
surrounding soils by leaking sewer lagoon liner will 
prevent the nearby community groundwater wells from 
becoming contaminated. 
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21. Fire Protection – Hazards 
 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
The Town of Hingham provides fire protection to local 
residents. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
The project would have no effect on the Town’s fire 
protection system or limit the community’s fire-
fighting capabilities. 
 

22. Cultural Facilities, Cultural Uniqueness and Diversity 
 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
There are no cultural facilities within the project area. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
The project would not affect cultural facilities or the 
cultural uniqueness and diversity of Hingham or Hill 
County. 
 

23. Transportation Networks and Traffic Flow Conflicts (example: rail; auto including local traffic; 
airport runway clear zones – avoidance of incompatible land use in airport runway clear zones) 

 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
Construction of the recommended improvements may 
cause temporary disturbances to vehicle traffic on local 
streets and roads in the area. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative: 
 Traffic control plans will be implemented to ensure that 
alternate routes within the community are available and 
that work areas are marked to ensure that local traffic is 
safely accommodate during construction.  
 

24. Consistency with Local Ordinances, Resolutions, or Plans (example: conformance with local 
comprehensive plans, zoning, or capital improvement plans.) 

 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
The project is consistent with the Town of Hingham’s local 
ordinances, resolutions, and plans. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative:  
The project would not conflict with any other local 
ordinances, resolutions, or plans. 
 

25. Private Property Rights (example: a regulatory action or project activity that reduces, 
minimizes, or eliminates the use of private property.) 

 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
The project would not involve the use of private property. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative: 
 The project will not involve any regulatory actions that 
would affect private property rights. 
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26. Environmental Justice (example: does the project avoid placing lower income households in 
areas where environmental degradation has occurred, such as adjacent to brownfield sites?) 

 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
The project is not located in any area where 
environmental degradation occurs. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative: 
 The project will avoid placing lower income households in 
areas where environmental degradation has occurred. 
 

27. Lead Based Paint and/or Asbestos (example: does the project replace asbestos-lined pipes? Do 
any structures qualify as containing lead-based paint?) 

 No Impact 
 Beneficial 
 Adverse 

 Direct 
 Indirect 
 Cumulative 

 Permit 
 Mitigation 
 NA 

Current Conditions: 
Asbestos-containing materials are any materials such as 
buildings, manholes, water and sewer mains, etc. that 
contain more than 1 percent asbestos. 
 
Lead-based paint is not known to occur in the project 
area. 
 
Preferred Alternative Environmental Narrative: 
The project will include an asbestos identification 
inspection be completed in order to determine if there are 
any asbestos-containing materials that will be 
encountered during the project.  If asbestos-containing 
materials are encountered, the materials would be 
removed and properly disposed of by an asbestos 
abatement certified contractor. 
 
Lead-based paint will not be included in the project 
components. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL QUESTIONS 
 
 
1. ALTERNATIVES:  Describe reasonable alternatives to the project. 

 
Below describe the alternatives that were also considered for the Hingham wastewater system 
improvements and the reasons why these alternatives were rejected. 
 
Treatment System Alternatives 

 Treatment System Alternative 1 – No Action. This no action alternative for the 
treatment system does not address was eliminated from consideration because it does 
not address the issues within the wastewater treatment system.  
 

 Treatment System Alternative 2 – Upgrade facultative lagoons with land 
application by spray irrigation. This alternative includes replacing the existing total 
retention lagoons with facultative lagoons with land application by spray irrigation.  
Although this alternative would require small ponds for treatment and storage than total 
retention, a significant amount of additional land for irrigating a crop would be required 
and there currently is not land available for the irrigation site without pumping a 
significant distance.  This alternative was not selected due to the high costs for pumping 
and purchasing land suitable for this alternative, and land availability around the lagoon 
site. 

 
 Treatment System Alternative 3 – Upgrade total retention facultative lagoons by 

resizing and lining with clay liner. Similar to Alternative 4 (synthetic liner), this 
alternative includes removing sludge, resizing lagoons to meet current design standards, 
and relining ponds with clay liner.  Although this alternative is an option, industry 
standards for lining lagoons has moved to synthetic liners due to cost and ability to 
handle changes in water levels without damaging the liner.  Clay liners must be kept 
moist without drying out or they will crack.  Since there is potential for leakage in the 
sewer collection system mains as well, this alternative was ruled out because the town 
could end up with the same leakage problem at the lagoons. 

 
 

Collection System Alternatives – Phase 2 
 Collection System Alternative 1 - No-Action.  This no-action alternative for the 

collection system improvements was eliminated from consideration because it does not 
address the issues within the wastewater collection system.  
 

 Collection System Alternative 2 – Pipe Bursting. This alternative for the collection 
system improvements was eliminated from consideration because it does not fix grade 
problems or sags and services having be open dug to be reinstated adding costs to the 
project and making this alternative more expensive. 

 
 Collection System Alternative 4 – Open Dig. This alternative for the collection system 

requires open digging mains and services, and surface restoration that is more 
expensive and invasive than the (Cured-In-Place-Pipe) CIPP lining option. 
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2. MITIGATION:  Identify any enforceable measures necessary to reduce any impacts to an 
insignificant level. 
 
Employing erosion control measures is especially important in areas adjacent to surface waters 
where construction activities could occur adjacent to streams and riparian areas.  Measures to 
control runoff and erosion from disturbed areas will be required of the Contractor to minimize 
potential water quality impacts during construction. 
 
The application of water or chemicals to control dust in areas subject to heavy vehicle traffic can 
be included, if deemed necessary, during the construction of the wastewater system 
improvements.  Newly disturbed areas would be promptly reseeded or restored when 
construction activities are completed. 
 
If cultural resources are encountered during construction of the recommended improvements, 
work will be suspended in the area so the significance of the material can be investigated. A 
cultural resources survey will be completed if required by SHPO. 
 
Construction of the recommended improvements may cause temporary disturbances to vehicle 
traffic on local streets and roads.  However, traffic control plans will be implemented to ensure 
that alternate routes within the community are available and that work areas are marked to 
ensure that local traffic is safely accommodated during construction.   

 
 
3. IS AN EA OR ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (EIS) REQUIRED?  Describe 

whether or not an EA or EIS is required and explain in detail why or why not.   
 
The recommended wastewater system improvements do not have any significant environmental 
impacts or require significant mitigation. Therefore, this environmental checklist is adequate 
according to the Montana Environmental Policy Act (MEPA). 
 
 

4. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT:  Describe the process followed to involve the public in the proposed 
project and its potential environmental impacts.  Identify the public meetings – where and 
when—the project was considered and discussed, and when the Town approved the final 
environmental assessment. 
 
A public meeting was held on March 8th, 2022 and again on April 28th, 2022 to inform the 
public of the recommended improvements and any potential environmental impacts as well as 
to receive comments on the recommended improvements. The public meeting held on March 
8th was advertised in the Havre Daily News on February 28th and March 7th, 2022 and the 
public meeting held on April 28th was advertised in the Havre Daily News on April 20th and April 
27th to inform the public of the time and location of the meeting.  A newsletter was sent out to all 
utility users as a way to notify the community on possible changes to the wastewater system 
and inform users of the April 28th, 2022 public meeting on the project. 
 
A notice of the availability of the Draft Environmental Assessment was advertised in the Havre 
Daily News on March 28th and April 11th, 2022 and the public was given a 30-day comment 
period. 
 
There were no comments received on the draft Environmental Assessment. The Hingham Town 
Council approved the Final Environmental Assessment on April 28th, 2022. 
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