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1.0 PROJECT INTRODUCTION  

Dakota Access, LLC (Dakota Access), is proposing to construct the Dakota Access Pipeline 

Project (Project).  Dakota Access Pipelineī Energy Transfer Crude Oil Operations Management, 

LLC will operate the Project.  The overall proposed Project is an approximate 1,150-mile-long, 

12-inch to 30-inch diameter pipeline that would connect the rapidly expanding Bakken and 

Three Forks production areas in North Dakota to existing crude infrastructure in Illinois.  The 

Project originates in the northwest portion of North Dakota and traverses southeast through 

South Dakota, Iowa, and Illinois and terminates at the existing Patoka, Illinois hub (Figure 1).  

The pipeline is proposed to transport approximately 450,000 barrels of oil per day (bopd) 

initially, with an anticipated capacity 570,000 bopd or more.  Once the crude arrives at the 

existing tank farms in Patoka, shippers would be able to access and distribute their crude to 

multiple markets, including Midwest and Gulf Coast markets via existing and proposed pipeline 

infrastructure. 

Dakota Access has secured binding long-term transportation and deficiency contracts from 

multiple committed shippers to support development of the Project with a crude oil 

transportation capacity of approximately 450,000 bopd, with ninety percent (90%) of the 

transportation capacity subscribed by those committed shippers and the remaining ten percent 

(10%) of the transportation capacity reserved for walk-up shippers.  Transportation service on 

the Dakota Access Pipeline shall be provided by Dakota Access pursuant to the Interstate 

Commerce Act of 1887 in accordance with the rules and regulations of the Federal Energy 

Regulatory Commission (18 CFR Parts 341-349) for common carrier crude oil pipeline 

transportation service, and the Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration 

(PHMSA) (49 CFR Parts 190-199) regulations thereunder.  Subscriptions from committed 

shippers were obtained by Dakota Access in connection with an initial open season that ran from 

March 12 to May 23, 2014, and an expansion open season that commenced on September 23, 

2014, and concluded in mid-December of 2014.  
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Figure 1.  Vicinity Map of Project area.



USFWS EA WETLAND AND GRASSLAND EASEMENTS  DAKOTA ACCESS PIPELINE PROJECT      

7 

 

2.0 PURPOSE AND NEED 

The Project crosses regions in North Dakota and South Dakota that contain grassland and 

wetland easements managed by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) National Wildlife 

Refuge (NWR) System.  Ten USFWS wetland management districts (WMDs) are within the 

state of North Dakota and five districts are within South Dakota.  The proposed Project crosses 

two districts within North Dakota and four districts within South Dakota.  Dakota Access is in 

the process of acquiring permits from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) for crossing 

jurisdictional waters of the U.S., and the respective State public utility agencies to construct the 

Project.   

This Environmental Assessment (EA) was developed specifically to address potential impacts to 

the USFWS wetland and grassland easements within the Project area.  A significant effort was 

made to avoid USFWS easements; however, due to the length of the project and the vast 

presence of easements in the area avoidance of all easements was not feasible.  This EA is in 

accordance with section 102(2)(C) of the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. § 4321) 

and the National Wildlife Refuge System Administration Act of 1966, as amended (16 U.S.C. § 

668dd-668ee), to obtain a Special Use Permit (SUP) to construct.  The permitting requirements 

and conditions are set forth in 50 CFR Part 29.  

 Scope of Analysis 2.1

The Project crosses both grassland and wetland easements within North Dakota and South 

Dakota.  Grassland easements are an agreement between the landowner and the USFWS to keep 

their land in grass and limit the time of year for mowing, haying and grass seed harvest.  Wetland 

easements are an agreement between the landowner and the USFWS to protect wetlands from 

being drained, leveled, filled, or burned.  The USFWS has jurisdiction of the surface of the 

grassland included in the boundary of the grassland easement and the USFWS defined wetland 

basins within the wetland easements.  Based on the USFWS jurisdiction, the scope of analysis 

within this EA is limited to the grassland easements and wetland basins crossed by the Project, 

which encompasses less than 1% of the total North Dakota and South Dakota Project area. 

3.0 PROJECT SUMMARY  

North Dakota 

Based on USFWS easement location data obtained by Dakota Access in July and November 

2014, and February 2015, the North Dakota Project area is in an area of the state with a relatively 

low concentration of USFWS easements (Figures 2 and 3).  The Project in North Dakota totals 

approximately 358 miles of pipeline and six tank terminal sites.  There are two main 

underground pipeline components, the Supply Line (148 miles), which connects the six tank 

terminal sites, and the Mainline (210 miles).  The Project begins in Mountrail County and heads 

west through Williams County then continues in a southeast direction through McKenzie, Dunn, 

Mercer, Morton and Emmons counties.  The diameter of the pipeline increases incrementally at 

designated tank terminals from 12 inches to 20, 24 and ultimately 30 inches.   

At the discharge site of the Johnson Corner tank terminal and pump station, the 30-inch diameter 

Mainline commences and heads into a generally southeast direction.  The Mainline portion of the 

Project within North Dakota is approximately 210 miles long before exiting the state in Emmons 

County.  In North Dakota, the Project traverses two WMDs; Lostwood and Long Lake.  
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South Dakota 

The eastern half of the state of South Dakota where the Project crosses has a high concentration 

of easements (Figures 2 and 4).  The Project enters South Dakota in Campbell County 

approximately 17 miles east of the Missouri River, and continues southeast through McPherson, 

Edmunds, Faulk, Spink, Beadle, Kingsbury, Miner, Lake, McCook, Minnehaha, Turner, and 

Lincoln counties for a combined total of approximately 272 miles.  The Project crosses the Big 

Sioux River approximately 14 miles south of Sioux Falls, and continues in a southeast direction 

through Iowa.  The Project spans four WMDs in South Dakota: Sand Lake, Huron, Madison, and 

Lake Andes. 
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Figure 2.  USFWS Easement Density Map of North Dakota and South Dakota with Project centerline.
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Figure 3.  North Dakota USFWS Easements Overview within Project Area.  
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Figure 4.  South Dakota USFWS Easements Overview within Project Area.
































































