
,. 

September 4, 1975 
C·" 

QUALITY 
., 
., \ 

I,!, 

State Library, Helena 
Board of County Commissioners, Ravalli County Courthouse 1 Ha~ilton 
J. Fredrick Bell, M. D., County Health Officer, Rocky Mountain, Hamilton 
~tr. Frank Gessaman, R. S., Co. San" Courthouse, Hamilton 
Environmental Quality Council, Helena 
Department of Fish and Game, Helena 
Mr. Orville Eubank, Route #1, S~evensville 
Mr. Richard Everson, Route #1, Stevensville 
Mr. Bud Nentwig, Route #1, Stevensville 
Mr. Don Schaub, Route #1, Stevensville 
Mr. Paul Stoner, Route #1, Stevensville 
Mr. Bob Haacke, Route #1, Stevensville 
Mr. Joe Plohartz, Route #1, Stevensville 
Mr. Jim Kaiser, Route #1, Stevensville 

A NEGATIVE DECLARATION 
FOR 11-IE 

JIM KAISER SWINE OPERATION 

Pursuant to the Montana Environmental Policy Act, the following 
negative declaration has been prepared for the Department of Health 
and Environmental Sciences concerning the Kaiser Swine Operation and 
a request by Mr. Kaiser for a waste discharge permit for his proposed 
animal confinement facility modification near Stevensville, Montana. 

The purpose of this negative declaration is to inform all interested 
governmental agencies and public groups of the Water Quality Bureau's 
intent not to write an environmental impact statement. This declaration 
will be circulated for a period of ten days at which time a decision 
will be made as to whether or not a waste discharge permit should be 
issued. If you care to comment on this application for a permit, 
please do so within that allotted time. 

Mr. Kaiser has operated since 1970 a confined swine operation 
located approximately seven miles northeast of Stevensville, Montana. 
During 1973, Mr. Kaiser made application for a permit for an animal 
confinement facility in accordance with state regulation. Following 
the circulation of an environmental assessment, such a permit was 
issued. Mr. Kaiser now proposes to relocate and improve this animal 
confinement facility. The operation will be located in the SE~,- SIIf-1l, 
Section 32, T. 10 N., R. 19 W. of Ravalli County. The site is approx
imately ~ mile west of the existing animal confinement facility. The 
approximate location of this facility is indicated on the attached 
map. 
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The proposed facility will be a total confinement operation 
where the majority of livestock will be held within buildings. The 
only exception will be small pastures for holding sows. The operators 
plan to farrow uventy-five sows every three weeks and the pigs which 
are produced fed to market weight. Waste material which is produced 
by the livestock held in confinement will drop through slatted floors 
into liquid manure pits located beneath the buildings. This waste 
material will then be periodically removed and spread on adjacent 
agricultural land. As cropping practices permit, the liquid manure 
will be incorporated with the soil the same day that it is spread. 
The waste control facility will be managed such that there is no direct 
discharge of waste material to state waters. Flies around the animal 
confinement facility will be controlled through a spraying or baiting 
program as necessary. Dead animals will be disposed of by burial at 
an acceptable location. 

Any animal confinement facility can have an effect on the 
surrounding environment. Adverse affects can, however, be minimized 
through implementation of a good waste management program. Odors 
around the animal confinement facility will be minimized through 
good housekeeping within the confinement buildings. 

The proposed operation is located in an agricultural area and 
the adherence to the waste management program which has been also 
proposed should result in minimal adverse environmental effects. The 
alternatives available to the applicant would be as follows: 

1. Continued operation of the existing facility without 
major expansion. 

2. Selection of an alternate site for the relocation of 
the animal confinement facility. 

3. Issuance of a waste discharge permit for the proposed 
relocation. 

The area around the existing and proposed confinement facilities 
would be classed as agricultural land and such facilities should not 
interfere with the best usage of those areas. Our office has never 
received a complaint of either air or water pollution from the existing 
animal confinement facility. The waste control facilities and waste 
management program proposed for this relocated operation should provide 
adequate environmental protection. It is our opinion that alternative 
number 3 provides the most realistic option. 
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