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I
SUMMARY
ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT.

Project I 90-1 (13) 35  ST. REGIS-EAST

DESCRIPTION

A section of Interstate Highway System, Route I-90, beginning 1.5
miles east of the town of St. Regis, Montana, and continuing for a
distance of 3.6 miles southeast along U,S, 10. |
IMPACTS

Improved service for area residents, increased safety, comfort,
and speed for long distance travelers and improved access to the Sloway
Campground from the interchange on this project. Minor air and noise
pollution during construction, possible increase in deer-auto
collisions and minor acquisition of land.
ALTERNATES

Dug to limiting factors of terrain, no major alternates were
considered,

INTERAGENCY REVIEW OF DRAFT STATEMENT

The following state, local, and federal agencies were supplied
copies of the Draft Environmental Statement but did not return comments
thereto:

Montana Soil Conservation Committee
Mr. 0. M. Uecland, Execuiive Secretary
Room 224, Mitchell Building

Helena, Montana 59601

Montana Department of Planning & Economic Development
Mr. Perry F. Roys, Executive Director

Cepitol Station (1716 9th)

Helena, Montana 59601
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Montana Council of Natural Resources & Development
Mr. Richard E. Mayer, Landscape Architect

Room 420, Mitchell Building

Helena, Montana 59601

State Council of Natural Resources
Mr. George T. McGaffick, Coordinator
Mitchell ‘Building

Helena, Montana 59601

Board of County Commissiorers
Mineral County
Superior, Montana 59872

Honorable E. 0. Pike
Mayor of Superior
Superior, Montana 59872

Mrs. Anna J. Murphy
Superintendent of Schools
Superior, .Montana 59872_.

Mr. Kermit.C. Sullivan
Postmaster |
Superior, Montana 59872

Agriculture Stabilization & Research Service
112 West 13th Avenue
Helena, Montana 59601

Rural Electrification Administration
Montana Associated Utilities

Rainbow Western Hotel

Great Falls, Montana 59401

Environmental Protection Agency

Mr. Charles Fabrikant

Director of Impact Statements Office
1626 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20460

Department of Agriculture
630 Sansome Street
San Francisco, California 94111

Soil Conservation Service
4930 Ninth Avenue South
Great TFalls, Montana 59401

Geological Survey

Federal Center
Denver, Colorado 80225
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Department of Health, Education & Welfare

Environmental Health Service & National
Institute of Environmental Health & Sciences

Cogswell Building

Helena, Montana 59601 c

Department of Interior
Bureau of Sport Fisheries
Billings, Montana 59103

National Park Service
1709 Jackson Street
Omaha, Nebraska 68102

Economic Development Administration
415 First Avenue North
Seattle, Washington 98109

The following agencies were supplied copies of the Draft Environ-
mental Statement and responded as summarized:

LETTER NO. 1
U. S. Department of Interior
Bureau of Qutdoor Recreation
Pacific Northwest Region
1000 Second Avenue
Seattle, Washington 98104

"This statement, as it relates to our programs and interests,
is adequate.'" (Signed, E.E. Allen, Acting Regional Director)

LETTER NO. 2
Federal Power Commission
Regional Office
555 Battery Street, Room 415
. San Francisco, California 94111

Acknowledged review of Draft Statement and made no comment.
(Signed, M. Boyd Austin, Regional Engineer)

LETTER NO, 3
U. S. Department of Transportation
Assistant Secretary for Environment & Urban Affairs

"We have no specific comments to offer on the Statement."
(Signed, Herbert F. DeSimone, Assistant Secretary)

LETTER NO. 4
U. S. Geological Survey
Water Resources Division
Federal Building
Helena, Montana 59601
M. .. no reason to anticipate adverse lasting effects..."

(Signcd, Thad G. licLaughlin, Regional lydrologisi)






LETTER NO. 5
U. S. Department of Transportation
Regional Envirommental Coordinator
Portland, Oregon

The comments comprised of a list of additions and corrections
to the Draft Statement which were incorporated in the Final
Statement. (Signed, Donald H. Potter, Acting Regional
Environmental Coordinator)

LETTER NO, 6
U. S. Department of Agriculture
Forest Service
Lolo National Forest
2801 Russell Street
Missoula, Montana 59801

"The Statement is satisfactory as written..." (Signed, Jack
Large, Forest Supervisor)

LETTER NO, 7
Montana Water Resources Board
Sam Mitchell Building
Helena, Montana 59601

The letter acknowledged their review of the Draft Statement
and made comments about signing, alignment, and vegetation.
(Signed, Douglas G. Smith, Director)

LETTER NO, 8
Department of the Army
Seattle District, Corps of Engineers
1519 Alaskan Way South
Seattle, Washington 98134

... no adverse impacts...
Engineering Division)

(Signed, Sydney Steinborn, Chief,

LETTER NO., 9
State of Montana
Department of Fish and Game
Helena, Montana 59601

Acknowledged review of the Draft Statement and made no comments
critical of the conclusions. (Signed, James A. Posewitz,
Chief, Environmental Resources Division)

LETTER NO. 10
U. S. Department of Interior
Bureau of Reclamation
Box 8008
Boise, Idaho 83707

Acknowledged review of the Draft Statement and commented on

possible wildlife losses. (Signed, Norman H. Moore, Regional
Directoxr)
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St. Regis
1 60-1(13)35

Final Environmental Statement
Additional discussion of letters of comment on Draft Statement:

Letter No. 5

Comment number (2)

‘ The earthwork for the project is planned to be balanced, so borrow excavation
is not involved. However, should it be found necessary during construction to
“borrow" the resultant scarring will be properly reshaped, topsoiled and seedced.

Water polluticn during construction will be held to a minimum as establiched
by State law and highway specifications.

Noise poilution will no doubt increase in proportion to increased traffic
voumes. This should ke minimal, however because of the few pecple who reside
iclose to the projects limts.

Comment number (6)

No relocation problems are foreseen.

Comment number (7)

No 4(f) situations are foreseen.

Letter No. 7

Comment number (1)

‘ Adequate signing will be provided to direct the traveling public from the
Sloway Interchange to the Sloway Campground.

Comment No. (3)

Existing trees will be saved where possible to provide screening.

Comment number (4)

Signing will be provided as deened appr%briate to alert travelers to wildlife
crossings. Location of signs should probably be designated subsequent to construc-
tion when the determination can be made more accurately for proper placement.

Letter No. 10

Last paragraph of letter

Signing as mentioned above will be provided to help minimize wildlife Tlosses.

iv a.






LETTER NO, 11
U. S. Coast Guard
13th Coast Guard District
618 Second Street
Seattle, Washington 98104
M. .. no foreseeable, significant impact..."
(Signed, J. J. McClelland, Rear Admiral, U.S.C.G.)

LETTER NO, 12
U. S. Department of Interior
Bureau of Mines
Denver Federal Center
Denver, Colorado 80225
"... anticipate no conflict..." (Signed, 0. M. Bishop, Chief,
Intermountain Field Operations Center)

LETTER NO. 13
State Department of Health
Helena, Montana 59601

", .. acceptable without further comment." (Signed, John S.

Anderson, M.D., Executive Officer)

LETTER NO. 14
Department of Housing and Urban Devel opment
Federal Building

19th and Stout Streets
Denver, Colorado 80202

"... no basis for reservation or comments..." (Signed, Robert

J. Matuschek, Special Assistant)
The Design Public Hearing was held in Superior, Montana, on
June 2, 1971. Requests were heard from several persons owning property
in the vicinity of the project for additional access. Subsequent study
by the Highway Department determined that there was insufficient need
to justify the additional construction costs.

AVATTABILITY OF DRAFT STATEMENT

The Draft Environmental Statement was mailed for interagency review

on April 22, 1971.






II.

DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AND ARFA

This project is in the western part of Montana approximately 30
miles from the Tdaho border, and about midway between the north and south
borders. More specifically, the project begins 1.5 miles east of the
town of St. Regis and continues south and east along existing U. S.
Highway 10 a distance of 3.6 miles.

The area can be described as a forested river valley in a
mountainous area. The terrain is rolling hills with thick, coniferous
timber throughout. A river, the Clark Fork, runs roughly parallel with
Highway U.S. 10:. There are no public parks,'recreation areas, historic
sites, wildlife or waterfowl refuges within the project limits. However,
access to a campground is planned from the project. Present land use
consists of timber growing and some cattle gra;ing. The man-made aspects
of the environment consist of the two-lane P.T.W.%, a single track
railroad along the river and local access roads. There are no dwellings,
businesses, or other structures adjacent to the existing roadway, which
is U. S. Highway 10.

St. Regis, the nearest town to the project, has a population of
600, while eight miles to the east lies the town of Superior with a
population of 993. The nearest large center of trade is Missoula,

65 miles to the southeast.

The project is a four-lane divided highway with independent
alignments, both horizontally and vertically. The westbound roadway
closely approximates the existing U. S. Highway 10 alignment with the
eastbound lanes located closer to the Clark Fork. The distance between

e

centers horizontally wvaries from 100 feet to 450 feet. The charpest curve

% Present travelled way







is 2° 00' and the maximum grade is 4.79%. The superelevations, sight
distances, and other related criteria have been designed to a 70 m.p.h.
speed. .

Due to the separation of roadways, the right-of-way width varies
from 543 feet to 850 feet over the length of the project. This includes
the existing right-of-way for U. S. Highway 10. Access is to be
controlled throughout.

The average daily traffic volume for this segment of U. S, Highway
10 was 1887 vehicles in 1967. 1In 1992, the design year of this project,
the average daily traffic volume is projected to be 5850 which is
a daily hourly volume of 760.

The Sloway Interchange, originally planned for an adjoining project
to the east, was relocated in this project to save the Forest Services'
existing Sloway Campground. This interchange is to be a diamond inter-
change located near the easterly end of the project. It will provide
access to the surrounding lands and the Sloway Campground. The cross-
road beginning at this interchange continues along the west side of the
new highway until it connects with the existing P.T.W. near the east
end of the project.

In ;hat this project closely follows the existing U. S. Highway 10,
no significant alteration of the area's character will occur. A
desirable amount of existing trees and vegetation will be left in the
median and the effect on back slopes will be held to a minimum. Embank-
ment protectors will be used where necessary to control erosion, and

drainage has been designed to perpetuate existing drainage flows.

Topsoil and seeding is to be provided for vegetating disturbed areas.






As a segment of T 90 between Missoula and Spokane, Washington,
this project is required by law to complete the four-lane system of
Interstate and Defense Highways. Designed in accordance with the Montana
Highway Commission's Field and Office Standards, and the A.A.S.H.O.
Standard Specifications for Interstate Highways, its purpose is to
provide safe, efficient means of surface transportation of maximum
quality.

I11

PROBABLY IMPACT OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

The residents of the surrounding area will find that the higher
service facility provided by the Interstate to the larger trade centers
like Missoula will permit a freer movement of their goods. TLikewise,
as part of the four-lane Interstate Highway System, the long distance
travelers will benefit from the increased safety, comfort, and speed
of travel.

Access to the Sloway Campground from the Interstate Highway will
be from the Sloway Interchange in this project. Since the improved
Interstate Systém will encourage more travel, an increase in the use
of the facility can be expected.

Iv

PROBABLE UNAVOTDABLE ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

Air and noise pollution, attendant with any major construction
activity, will of course be unavoidable. This will be held to a
minimum by proper supervision and enforcement of existing statutes.

Presently, deer travel between the river and the hills across
the P.T.W., with the increase from two to four lanes in width and the
attendant rise in night time speeds, an increase in road kills is
possible. The use of'signing to warn motorists of this hazard could

-3 -






Addendum to page 3 of
. o x
Final Environmental
ﬁtatement)

Under existing conditions, wildlife movement censists mostly of white-tail
2er and some mule deer crossirng the highway intermittently throughout the pro-
act limits including the area of the Sloway Interchange. Major migratory move-
ents at any particular spot or spots do not tcke place and it is expected that

ildlife habits will remain essentially the same following construction of the

nterstate highway.

The Montana Department of Fish and Game and the Department of Highways have
tudied the entire corridor throughout the St. Regis Canyon relative to methods
f control to make game movements and traffic movements compatible with one an-
ther. In cooperaticn with the Fish and Game every effort will te made to mini-

ize the hazards resulting from big game movements in and around the project area.

Controls such as lighting and underpasses were considered but in view of the

ype of game movements, are not warranted because of their questionable usage.

%
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minimize this. Since an interchange is planned in this project, a way
under the Interstate will exist where presently all crossings must be
made on the highway.

As mentioned earlier, the Sloway Interchange was originally located
in the Sloway East and West Project just east of the St. Regis Project.
During planning it became apparent that the Sloway -Campground would be
lost with the construgtion of this interchange. It was therefore
decided to move the interchange to the St. Regis Project and thus save
the campground. TIn that the procurement of land area and the loss of
existing trees and vegetation represents an unavoidable adverse effect
on the environment, the.additional land required for the interchange
increases this effect on the St. Regis Project. In return, hovever,
the adverse environmental effects to the Sloway ﬁéét and West Project
are greatly reduced.

\

ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT

Brief consideration was given to a corridor south and west of
the river. But the rugged terrain plus the difficulty foreseen in
connecting to the adjoining segments of. the Interstate precluded
serious study.

The choice of alternates within the proposed corridor for this
project is limited since terrain somewhat dictates the feasible location
for the facility. Also, utilization of the existing highway is of
prime concern in minimizing the impact on the environment. As a
result, alternates for this project consisted of minor horizontal and
vertical changes, the most extreme of which was the use of the existing
highway for the eastpound roadway rather than the westbound roadway.
Variations in the environmental impact of this project as a result of
these minor changes is insignificant.

-






In the light of the benefits to be derived by the travelling
public from this project, the '"do nothing" alternative does not appear
practical., The need for highways does exist and, consistent with environ-
mental considerations, should be ponstructed. To do nothing would be
regressive.

SHORT TERM USE VS. LONG TERM PRODﬁCTIVITY

The prior establisﬁment of tﬁis'portioﬁ of the environment as
beneficial to man's needs for highways is in accordance with man's
needs today. It is apparent that the need for highways will continue
into the foreseeable.future. Thus.the maintenance of thié portion of
the environment to’seFYéMman's trgnsportatibn;needs is a long term'-
productive use of the land. Sho£t-term uses of man's environmen; ;uch
as construction and the taking of trees are mécessary for the maintenance
and enhancement of thié long term use.

VII

TIRREVERSIBLE AND TRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENT OF RESOURCES

Land and bﬁilding materials such as earth and gravel are resources
which are comuitted for the life of the project. However, these are
not in sufficient quantities to be significant. As a segment of the
Interstate System, this project contributes to the overall commitment
of that system. Again, however, the amount of commitment of resources
by this project is insignificant.

VIII

MINIMIZATION OF ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

Highway construction necessarily results in the alteration of the
environment. The de;ign of this project has included study of methods
of minimizing harmful effects of highway construction. Split alignment
has been used to the fullest extent possible. Variation in grades has been

made to decrease cuts and fills.







It must be noted that much of the existing vegetation and ground
cover will be destroyed during construction. However, as stated earlier,
in the areas outside the actual roadbed, topsoil and seeding will be used
to restore as much cover as is practicable. Existing trees and vegetation
will be preserved outside of the construction limits particularly in the
median strip between roadways.- Tree screens have been planned bétween
the roadway, frontage rbadé;-énd raiiroads‘where possible. .

Deer and étﬁer wildlife ékist in thé{area, and cattle graze the
area north of U. S. Highway 10.‘ A woven wire fence is planned which
will keep cattle off the hiéhWay. Signing could be used where -

warranted to warn motorists,of deer and help minimize this hazard,

. e
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Dear lir. Powesc:
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REGIONAL OFFICE
SSS BATTERY STREET, ROOM 41
FRANCISCO, CALIF.

94111

.\.\l\ May 14, 1971

ILewis M. Chittin, P.E.
State Highway Engineer
Montana Highway Ccrmmission
Helena, Montana 59801

Dear Mr. Chittim:

coEo

In your letter of April 22, 1971, you recquested our zev1ew of
your ‘draft Environmental otutemenc for your Project I - GO -~

(13)35, St. Regis rast, dated March 1971. You indicated that your
‘statement was prerared in ccmpliance with the lational Enviromaental
Act of 1969, which reguires that conmenis concerning the statement
be solicited {rom agencies authorized to develop and eniorce environ-
uental standards

Ui D o

Regarding such environmental statements,
concern with immnrovements arffecting

this ofi{
land a

fice's princiral
nd vater resources is the
possible effect of such improvements on the construction and operation
of bulk electric power facilities, including pouonulal nydroelectric
dcvelopments, and on natural gas vivelines.
vould pose no major obs

tacle to the cons
fuch facilities,

{ the highway project

truction and operation of

we believe that it would not be necessary for us
‘0 comment on such statements.

'\ \‘A

1

However, we would appreciate receiving
h statements as a matter for our informaticn
“1y review them.

nd also so that we

: Sincerely yours,

VT Z //4//7/
T

M. Boyd Augt)n
}; i'rT—T~] Regional Engineer
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UMITED STATES GOVE™ MENT ' ©ODEPARTRIENT O TRANS

OICE OF THE SECEETARY

]V[c:rzormw]z.mz

oare. UL 16 1N

Draft Environmental Impact Statement: project In reply

susstcr: + 90-1(13)35, St. Regis Last, Montana A R W12

feone o Assistant Secretary for Environment

10

and Urban Systems

: Ho N. Stewart, Division Engincer, FHWA,
Helena, Montana "= -

Ve appreciate the opportunity to review and comment on this draft
environmental impact statement. We have no specific comments to
offer on the statement.

Ve look forward to receiving the final environmental iwpact statement,

including the comments received from other public agencies and the
general public on the draft statement,

3) 1
'7%( ,éumufz./s/.-vﬂ\
Herbert F. DeSimone
/7f\ Acsistant Secretary
a

cc:  Regional Federal Highway Administrator
Portland, Oregon
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Division Engincer = e
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X. C. L]owd Regional Eavinounmeatsal Coordinator
By: D. H. Potter, Acting Reg. Envivonmental Coordinator
Yortland, Orcgon

Montana I 90-1(13)35 St
Draft Environwental Sta

The Regional Environmental Cemaittee has revicved the draft]
statewent for the subject project. 7The following comuwents .1“
for your congideration in preparing the final envirounm nta]l Lu;v

CR

(Jk:

WA
Aeles v TR
(1) &4 descripzion of the existing natural and man-wade environment is
Jacking. Thils would norarlly fo&luv Projcct Loscription and wvould allov
revicw agencics to better visuvalize the arca davolved.

pact on the envivonment fram cxcavating for boyrow materiol, air
}o.?ution during construciion, and poteantial noise problcns

&7

itional items that should be discussed under THE PROJALLIE JITPACT
e

l

- rranemy
1} Ol. .;.u\l..

and \
are ad
ORN Thi &

ag
d

v

(2) Reference is made to ouv May 24, 1971 wcuworandum concerning Montana
P:o,(ct\ I 80-1(13)3% and I 90-1{40)53. The iact that the interchansa

was wmoved from tne Slouay Project to the St. Regis Project to scave the
Forcsu f rvice campproune chouid be nentioncd in the final eavirvomuiontal
statcacnt for the Slovay Zast and Vest, and for the Superior West projects.
This would leand additional positive value to that .final envivonmentel
gtateaent,

¥
‘

(4) ALpparently, the scale of wmzp used did not allow shouing the various

1 3

alternates considered, since these alternates consisted rnainly of wminor

veytical and hovizoatal asisnments Co the proposal. VWas an alternate
CONﬁincr(d.using U.8. 10 fox th cazsthound yerdway? Lt ds desirable to
discuss the envivormental dwpact of cach altornate in detail.  Touis would

assist reviewing ageancices to better uscerstand why the proposed project

-36 the nost feasioie onc.

(5) Paragraphs 5 and 0, top of page 4:  Noth paragraphs could be anplified
gowcwhat,  Uader (5 attentdon should e given to the aatural cavivonmoant,

3
.as vell as the wan-uade cavivonuont.  Uader (6), it should be recognined

that land, wmaterials such as cavta, gravel, etc. will be comnitted {or the
life of the project. liowever, those oadssde aveas oulside the actual

roadbed will be cvailzble for revenctation, cither by natural regencretion
of native plant species or by landscaping wicre feasible and desired.

S e
BUY U.S. SAVINGS BONDS REGULARLY ON T PAYROLL SAVINGS PLAN

12 _ /.57_‘7/:/? #5 Gro eot.e)4

QOGS 00 059 0O - Eoaiyve -







Mr. H. N. Stewart . -2~ Yay 26, 1971

Q :
(6) A statcuent should be included concerning displaccement of fauilies,
businesscs, etc. X there are people to be relocated, then mention of
the State's relocation assistance program is desirable. If no relocation
is forescen, this should be so stated.

(7) A commeat concerning Section 4(f) lands should be dncluded. If
there ave none within project limits, this chould be decumented.

(8) The Lhvironment2l Protection Agency was not inclucded in the list of
agencies’ to whom the draft statement vas sent for review and comment.

cc: D. H. Yotter







voosr

VAN 5 L

7,_

SULTURE

OFr  fu

STATES DOPARTIATNT
FOREST SLRVICE
1971

UNITED
Lolo National Forest
2801 Russell Strecet
June 4,

e L

Yro: 7700 Transportation

WUECH Interstate 90 - St, Regils~-Eacst

!
41
.'[ N
g 70: Yir. l.ewis Chittim, State Highway Enginecer
/ Montana Highway Conmission
ltelena, Montana 590601
The

We have revicwed the environmental statement for this project.,
National Torest.

17 leer A

pate Rec'd

statcement Is satisfactory as written to the Lolo

A, Ao

_AJLCK LAVGE
Forcst Supervisor
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STy,

Vir., Leuwig M, Chittin

Fonlanz Highwey Comeinsion
(&0

Nelena, Fontuna 59801

Pear rMr, Chittim:

Y2 heave

Bt, Repis ~- East, Sloway Eacl and Vesl and

sparent Lhat all Lhzce projects

therefore, should be reviewed logelhor,

The follouing arc corments our M,W,R.B. Fnviyronmoar

Gomaitice has developed:

™ 4

pl, Reeje Fuet

Praicet

1, Since ihe &
f]‘O'Tl the

ovey Campground is located approxir
AnULOTC Interchange, we hope adeguatle Slgning

N RS O G

()()U(Inc( 0
EVERSTTE REDEEN
"”1] P 9 """(}4"""-’f‘

VIOLF 1O T J()

seph B,

reviecued your drafl of the Environmential Stalern H1',

have an impacl on e

)yvrrnxmguﬁL,h; L
:\L; Jln(,) ’\ l\] "'

:‘n!‘.Y At 197‘-

cssvmras

R
ga0000 5P (@08
FORSTTH

Meitty

Reber, Holeno

May™ 24, 1971 :

or the

Superior -~ Veat Fréjocts,

43" other

112l Coordinating

>

) .
v 2y niles
for ine

Praveling public will be available,
N ’
1
2, Ve 1like the idea of a split alignuent bolh herizsontelly and

yertically eaprcizlly to the 50

1 ovvee
[TAS S

0 1. e

st possible and still give bhoilh lances the idea that
another set of adjecent lo them,
3, Ve like the utiliralion of PP from

the existing
Ling vegotation

Lhe &L, Ropin

mental aspeel of
and Fills.  On

vmv‘nn

O:‘:] N
rc‘vn of‘

1 {'U

traclive Lree sertens have beon plaanag”, It prolably ch
vritlen lo indicate thut thev will : ; ;

their project such ur bcLWan'ihq\
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oS //z- C Loy /

W=ireER T
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Statenent 1t o

I protubly s ihe

ihere ig
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a. hewis M. ChiLLiF
My 24, 1971
Pagoe 2

1 / g - . .- .
/ 4. Since JL is staled in the report ihere will be some wildlife
i crossing the inlersiale at scre localions, pocaibly sone signing

10 alerl the lraveler thal this hazard may exisl is appropriate.

Slovay Facd and Vool z2nd Sniverior Voot

1. Good ulilization of the lechnigue 1o use retluining walls
along the Clark Fork Niver during construciion co thal the river

v

isn't pollutcd and dislurbed.

2. Trom station 20 + 00 lo about 100 + 00 ilere appeare Lo be
exlensive riproap weeaod for the interstaite i1o b develovcd. Ve
vonder if techmicues con be used to mike this riprapping natural
along the Clark Fork.

3. Ve do feel that there should be some steps taken Lo prevent

erosion on stecep fill and cut areas.

4. Looking al the overall alignment of ithesc {uo projects, it

secms fairly stiff cormpared 1o ihe naiural environrent. Ve know
it is loo late, at this point, to change ihic busic alignmel
we hope thal on future i0a> you can brozden ihe curves and try lo

shorten the straight langentis as nuch as possib)

<7
s
=
91
=
—

5. Ye wish to re-emphusize the theory of avoiding agricu
dand with the inlersliic system where possibie AIO”LH
mast be acconplished «t very early project sizges.

In general, we feel these three projecls fit inlo ihs environmeni and

have been well studied to be compatible with theidr surroundings. The ficld
supervision is the part of the projecl that can make these enviroamentally

acceplable projecls but they all musl begin at the early stages on ihe

A}
*

draving bourds. Thank you for thls opportunily to revicw the projecis.
Sincerely,

MORT/IIA WATZR RESOURCHS BOARD

Dinsnaadiid ot T S YOS

St HH A | G 4 N 0/
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DEPARTMENT OF THL ARMY 7 -7 sd -7
SEATTLE DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS /;) _""3_..,. -

1519 ALASKAN WAY SOUTH
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98134

.! .""{)‘IT o~ . \ o
KPSEN-PL-ER / fﬂ R 24 M D
' .r'.\‘ .'{' C'T‘.\\* .
J._.: ‘i ‘;750"/55‘/0/*"/)
May -
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. Q T .75/ [Foos
Lewis M, Chittim, State Highway Enginecy : ﬂfnﬂ7,:' /
- Montana Highway Commission = _ o _ ] /

Helena, Montana 59601

Deay Mr. Chittim:

We have reviewed the draft Environmental Statement for Project
190-1(13)39 and 190-1(40)43 transmitted by your letter of 22

Aprxil 1971. We assume the three river crossings have been ana-
lyzed for water way openings and other possible infringements to
overbank flow. The proposed project would have no adverse impacts
in environmental areas under the jurisdiction of the Corps of
Engineers.

¥e appreciate the opportunity to review the draft statement.
Sincerely yours,

/..

'\\}./’Z//{}.J. AN \/j\ 'LI)"/PA—/ '\*
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Helena, Montana 59601
i May 11, 1971

Mr. Grover O, Pouers

Preconstruction igineer , .
Montlana Hipghway Depariment o \{,/ N
Helena, Montana 59601 '”\u,\\\i il

Dear Grover: =

As requested in your letters of April 22, we have reviewed the Enviromaental
Impact Slatements on several projects. These projects are:

Project I 90-1(13)35 St. Replo-Easi . :
Project I 90-1(13)39 - Sloway-Fast and’wcstl//
Project I 90-1(40)43 =~ Superior-Veste

It would a@ppear from the review of the above nrentioned vrojeclts thatl sone
standaraizsiion of reporiing procedwres regording mnvirenrenial Iopaclt Stauviuents
is necessary, The statczent vrepared for St. Regis--bBzet is much less ceomprohensive
than the stateaent prepared for Slovay-Bast t and Superlor-liesi, In Fact,
in our opinicn it aprears to be & very superiicial {reaziment of such a major
enviromaentsl altcration as constructicn of an interstctce highuey. The cilher
report on Slovay-Iast and West and Surerior-lest, wnile attormpling 1o treat the
enviromaenial impacit Lo a more significant depilh, I believe makes scne sizioments
that would be difficult to subsiantiate with dala, particularly as il relaices to
the cffecl of the interstate on wildlife populaticns., Ve are nol nccessarily
disputing the findings in these reports; hovcever, we do question the existence

]

of biological data that would corrobvorate the cpinions expressed.

“

-—

Since the process of preparing these Envirennental Iepact Statcmenls for
highway consiruction projocis is relatively now, I believe we should came to sene
mdcrastanding concerning the preparation and input Srom various slate wgencics
into Lhese reporis.

It has been our experience that wost consulting firns preparing Fnvirommental
Statauents frequently show up at Fish and Gune offices rojuesting a '

which is then uscd to prepare these reports. I do not Jmew whai these rejpc
the Highway Department; however, it would appeer inat Uhere is the poseibil

Ps
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nittim

State Hi r'“’.w.‘/ ,T‘““,Lfl"]ocv
Vontana L_L'f“ oy Cormiission

Helena, lMontana

Dear Mr. Chitt

o )C/‘;()Ol .5"71_ /.Oc ‘?’/ S

im;

We appreciate the opportunity to review your Inviromn:ental Impact State-

nent covering
Vontzna. A3 p
vay can and doz
forage and hob
and ground wat
areas where mu

struction. “To a

Ve nole {nal your siu

ihe adverse vi
screens betdee
In this connec
the overall im
envixonrment,

and local users

-~ . .
@ .

In the ld&i DA
voven wire Ten
there is nothi
get onto the n
are ‘L;cin\'; cons

the construction of a fou;«luu“ civiced highway in western

ointed oul in yowr statemcnt, conscruction of a rajor high-
2o affect ecologic systems through nodirication ol wildliL'e
itat, changes in soil slability, =nd diciturvance of surluce
e relavionships.  finis 1o uﬂlulcularly e iw Torested

¢n of ithe natural vegetation must be aisturbed curing con-

lesser extent it is also truc for range arcas.

inclugios pessured et worlle halp o iinhesae

sual dmpacts throuzh use of revegetation and plannced tree

n rosdwsys, froniage roads, and fuil ~ouds where pessivle.

tion, we noi,n th2{ while there ere undesirable ani(vs,

pacl of the nzguvay vrogralr is benei'icial to the hwan

Highwoy transporizvion is & comrmodity upon which the tourist
have beconme vitally dependent.

agraph of your statement on nege 5, you indicute that

ce will jieep the cattle off ihe highway. By infcorence,

ng being done lo wprevent tbu loss of wilalife that could
ighway, If there are any measures that coula be taken, ov
idered, vo mindmize wilalife losses, a short discussion on

this point 11u be helviul.

5 '”"f*’

Thank you for

.
.

the )Dorouaiu, to carmmenl on this staterncent.

oo S Sincerely, \
R o B o ‘ \‘f
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