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STATE OF MONTANA

DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS

e P L STy oS e e o o e T T e R T T i g S
’ g iy i H J. ANDERSC
MELENA, PADH TOMNA SDE0) DIRECTOR OF MiGHWAYS

January 13, 1975 N REPLY REFER T0

RECEEVE& H. H. S. 127 (12)

Big Timber East

JAN
Tl QUALTY
R o |

Envi i ] .
ironmental Quality Council En V*RO?‘Cﬂ .

Capitol Station
Helena, Montana 59601

Gentlemen:

Attached, for your information, are two (2) co-pies of the
Agency Impact Determination for the above project, as approved by
the Federal Highway Administration.

Very truly yours,

H. J. ANDERSON
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS

/ ?%-; 7 4 (; :
Stephenh C. Kologa, P. E., Chiég
Preconstruction Bureau

32-8CK:mg
Enclosures

cc: K. F. Skoog
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STATIE oF MMONTANA
DEPATRTMIENT o AGIRICTTI//TTIRIG

GEORGE LACKMAN

COMMISSIONER
THOMAS L, JUDGE CAPITOL ANMNEX BUILDING

TR HELENA, MONTANA 59601
TELEPHONE: 406-445.3)44

Eﬂ ECE N .
1 b Y B [ W =Y

JAN 21 1875

ENVIROMIMENT 2L QUALITY
Mr. John W. Reuss CC At
Executive Director
Environmental Quality Council
1228 1ilth Avenue
Helena, MT 59601

January 15, 1975

" Re: Proposed Seed Processing Plant Regulations
Dear Mr. Reuss:

Enclosed please find copies of the Montana Department of
- Agriculture's Environmental Assessment (EA) and Agency
Impact Determination (AID) on the proposed seed processing
plant regulations.

A public hearing will be held Thursday, Rebruary 13, 1875,

at 10:00 AM. at the Highway Department Auditorium in Helena,
Montana. Comments on the regulations will be accepted at
this time. Written comments should be addressed to Mr.
George lackman, Commissioner, Department of Agriculture,
Capitol Annex, Helena, Montana 59601, and should be received
on or before February 13, 1975.

Sincergly,

NP

George Lackman
Commissioner
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January 24, 1975

John Rouss

Executive Director
Enviromental Quality Council
1228 1lth Ave.

Helena, Montana 59601

Dear Mr. Rouss:

On Thursday, February 13, 1975 at 10:00 a.m., we are
planning a hearing on the proposed Regulations governing
seed cleaning facilities under the Agricultural Seed Ware-
house Act.

The hearing will be held in the Department of Highways
Auditorium.

Please review the attached proposed regulations and pre-
pare written or oral testimony 1f you wish to comment at the
hearing.

Very Truly Yours,

Charles R. Meyer
Admipistrator
Centrallized Services

Enclosures




BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

OF THE STATE OF MONTANA

In the Matter of the Department ) NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
of Agriculture Adopting MAC Rule ) FOR ADOPTION OF RULE MAC

-2.6(1)-S630, To Implement ) 4-2.6(1)-3630 (Agricultural
Minimum Standards for Seed Clean-) Seed Warehouse Act.)
ing Facllitles and Licensing, )
Bonding, and Insurance require- )
ments for Agricultural Seed Ware-)
house persons. )

To: All Interested Persons

1. On February 13, 1975, at 10:00 A.M. a public hearing
will be held at the State Highway Department Auditorium, Helena,
Montana, to consider adoption of Rule 4-2.6(1)-S630, Agricultural
Seed Warehouse Act.

2. The proposed adoption would update the Agricultural
Seed Warehouse Act and add new material to 1t as required by
the Montana Administrative Code.

3. The proposed rule would provide guidelines for the
standards of equipment, licensing, warehouse persons, screenings,
bonding, and insurance under the Warehouse Act for the Centralized
SJervices Division for the Department of Agriculture.

4, A complete copy of the proposed rule may be obtaine
by contacting Mr. George Lackman, Commissioner of Agriculture,
Montana Department of Agriculture, Helena, Montana, 59601,

5. Interested persons may present thelr data, views cor
arguments, whether orally or in writing at the hearing.

6. Mr. George Lackman, Commissioner of Agriculture, Capitol
Annex Bullding, Helena, Montana 59601, has been designated as
hearing officer, to preside over and conduct the hearing.

7. The authority of the Department to adopt the proposci
rules is based on Section 82A-107.

By:

ommissiornter of Agriculture

Certified To The Secretary of State January 14, 1975.

MAC Notice 4-2-16




- PROPOSED -

REGULATIONS OF THE COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE

UNDER THE AGRICULTURAL SEED WAREHOUSE ACT
Second Draft

Dec. 19, 1974
Regulation 1. Minimum standards for equipment for facilities to be licensed.
A. Seed processing plants will be licensed as follows:

(1). A first class seed cleaning plant must have:

(a) The seed processing plant shall be separate from any commercial
grain handling and marketing functions.

(b) An air screen cleaner with no less than three screens.

(c) A dimensional separator or gravity type equipment that can be
readily cleaned.

(d) A treater that will apply a uniform coating of treat to the seed,
if seed is to be treated.

(e) All seed handling equipment, such as augers, elevator legs, bins
and spouts shall be accessible for cleaning and inspection to
prevent crop or variety mixtures.

(f) Equipment and procedures to uniformally blend a lot or lots of
seed, when seed is to be blended.

(g) Seed sampling probes or sampling equipment appropriate for seed
normally processed in a plant.

(2). A commercial seed cleaning plant must have:

(a) (1) An air screen cleaner with no less than two screens (scalper
and grader) and a dimensional separator:
(2) Or a dimensional separator in combination with air and
scalper attachments.

(b) A treater that will apply a uniform coating of treat to the seed
if seed is to be treated.

(c) Seed handling and processing equipment so constructed that it can
be cleaned.

(d) Equipment and procedures to uniformally blend a lot or lots of
seed when seed is to be blended.

(e) Seed sampling probes or sampling equipment appropriate for seed
normally processed in a plant.

(3). A substandard cleaning plant (this class will not be licensed after
July 1, 1978) must:

(a) Have cleaning equipment that will improve the percentage of pure
seed (not genetic purity) and will not add other crop seed or
weed seed to the grain being cleaned.

(b) Have handling equipment that can be operated to prevent contami-
nation.

B. Seed Labeler - No specific equipment requirements.
C. Seed Buyer - No specific equipment requirements.
D. Public agriculture seed warehouse:

(1) Must provide appropriate storage space and conditions so that when
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agricultural seed is properly conditioned and placed in storage it
will not be contaminated nor deteriorate beyond that normally ex-
pected during storage.

(2) Proper equipment and facilities must be provided to prevent contami-
nation and preserve identity of a lot of bulk seed.

Regulation 2, Minimum standards for handling procedures by licensed facilities.
A, Seed processing plant shall:

(1) Account to the producer for all seed lots submitted to the processor.
The processing report shall show gross weight of seed received, clean-
out (screenings and air loss) and clean seed yield for each lot.

(2) Post a basic price schedule for cleaning operations.

(3) Obtain a "dirt" or unclean seed sample at time of delivery of seed
plus a sample of cleaned seed, (a minimum of 500 grams (24 ounces)
for cereals and large seeded legumes; and 150 grams (6 ounces) for
small seeded legumes and grasses) with appropriate identification.
Samples shall be held for one year.

(4) Handle all screenings in compliance with regulation 5.

(5) Handle each lot of seed received in such a way as to maintain its
identity.

(6) Each plant shall reserve the right to refuse any material for pro-
cessing or storage when in his opinion it will be unfit for seed
purposes or will contaminate or otherwise destroy the effectiveness
or efficiency of the plant operation.

(7) First class and commercial cereal seed cleaning plants shall in addi-
tion to 1-6:

(a) Clean all seed handling equipment between lots to prevent mixing
of varieties and kinds.

(b) Operate all equipment in a manner to clean seed to acceptable
trade standards.

B. Seed labelers shall:

(1) Attach a legible label that provides the information required under
Section 3-802.2 R.C.M. 1947 as amended, to each container that is
offered for sale or is distributed to a retail seed dealer.

(2) Provide the information required under Section 3-802.2 R.C.M. 1947
as amended, along with shipping documents or bulk seed shipments or
sales and on seed lots shipped to another seed labeler.

(3) When adding new germination test data to an existing label the person
adding the new test data shall do so with a supplemental label bear-
ing his name and address.

(4) A sample label and supplemental label shall be submitted along with
the application for license.
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C. Agricultural seed buyers shall use a contract form approved by the depart-
ment. The contract must clearly state the terms of purchase and basis for
payment. Before seed is transported out of the state the percentage of
pure seed shall be determined., The seed shall be weighed at a scale desig-
nated in the contract. The seed buyer is responsible for the actions of
his employees.

D. Public agriculture seed warehousemen shall:
(1) For scale tickets and warehouse receipts:

(a) 1Issue a scale ticket for each load of agricultural seed received
by the warehouse., Scale tickets are not to be issued or held in
lieu of warehouse receipts. There shall be plainly printed across
the face of such scale tickets issued by the warehouseman in bold
type the words, "THIS IS NOT A WAREHOUSE RECEIPT BUT SHALL BE
EXCHANGED FOR A WAREHOUSE RECEIPT IF AGRICULTURAL SEED IS HELD IN
STORAGE".

(b) 1Issue each day a warehouse receipt for each lot of agricultural
seed received for storage during the day. All agricultural seed
of one kind received from one owner during any one day may be
construed to be a single lot. The numbers of the scale tickets
shall appear on the face of the warehouse receipt for which it
is issued. Warehouse receipts not picked up by the owner shall
be held in safekeeping for him by the warehouseman.

(2) Maintain the identity and integrity of each lot of agricultural seed,
when requested to do so, as it is delivered to the warehouse.

(3) Use a Public Seed Warehouse receipt form that meets the department's
specifications. Receipts shall include within their printed terms;

(a) A statement that the warehouse is operated as a public agricul-
tural seed warehouse under license issued by the Montana Depart-
ment of Agriculture.

(b) A statement showing whether it is an original, duplicate, tripli-
cate, or other copy and all copies other than the original shall
state "Non-Negotiable'.

(¢) A statement showing the name of the public agricul tural seed ware-
house.

(d) A statement showing the name of the city or town where the public
agricultural seed warehouse is located.

(e) The date the public agricultural seed warehouse receipt is issued.

(f) The number of the public warehouse receipt., All receipts shall
be numbered consecutively as issued by each warehouseman.

(g) A statement that the agricultural seed is ''Received in Store
the person or persons, or firm or corporation named.

(h) A statement of the gross weight, tare and net weight of the
cleaned lot load in pounds, the kind of seed, and any trade desig-
nation of grade or quality.

(i) A statement of the encumbrances such as cash or other advances.

(j) A statement that upon the return of the receipt properly endorsed
by the person to whose order it was issued and the payment of the
proper charges for storing and handling, delivery will be made in
accordance with the provisions of the ticket.

(k) A statement that the agricultural seed is properly insured for the
benefit of the owner.

" from

The above statements must be followed by: The name of the public warehouse
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issuing the warehouse receipt and the signature of the agent or manager of
the public warehouse.

(1

The face of the public warehouse receipt shall provide for other
statements and records such as the scale ticket numbers, or assembly
sheet numbers, and other pertinent accounting or bookkeeping data
providing that such statements or records do not in any way conflict
with any State or Federal law pertaining to public agricultural seed
warehousing.

(m) The back of the public warehouse receipt shall embody within its
written or printed terms a statement of:

1. All storage and handling charges.

2. That delivery to the holder of receipts shall be as provided
by the laws of Montana.

3. That receipt shall be issued only on actual delivery of agri-
cultural seed into the warehouse, and shall not be given to
cover agricultural seed of which the warehouseman is owner.

4., That delivery of agricultural seed to warehouseman for storage
constitutes bailment and not a sale.

5. That if receipts are made in multiple form, the original shall
be given to the owner of the agricultural seed; all copies
other than the original must be marked NON-NEGOTIABLE,

(n) The back of the public warehouse receipt may also provide for
endorsements and other statements or records pertinent to account-
ing or bookkeeping data providing that such statements or records
do not in any way conflict with any State or Federal law pertain-
ing to public agricultural seed warehouses.

The department will supply a suggested receipt format. Before printing the

receipt forms each applicant for license should have the printer's proof approved

by the department.

(4)

(5)

Legal Agricultural Seed Public Warehouse Receipt. A legal public ware-
house receipt is a receipt issued by a licensed public warehouseman
on a form containing all the provisions of regulation 2. D. (3) and
shall not be issued except for agricultural seed actually delivered
to a public warehouse for storage.

I1f for convenience the holder of two or more warehouse receipts cover-
ing like seed wishes to combine them into a lesser number, the new
warehouse receipt or receipts so issued shall state the fact that it
was issued in lieu of existing warehouse receipts and the numbers of
the warehouse receipts so combined shall be plainly shown and the
warehouse receipts so combined shall state across the face "CANCELLED
BY RECEIPT NO, " (showing the number of the new warehouse
receipt issued in lieu).

Limitation of Rulings. Nothing in these regulations shall be so con-
strued as to prevent the operation of Sections 3-223 and 3-224 govern-
ing the collection of storage charges at termination of contract
period June 30th of each year.
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Regulation 3. A commercial seed plant, licensed to process seed under pro-
visions of the act and these regulations, does not automatically qualify that
plant to process certified classes of seed. Authorization for cleaning certi-
fied seed classes must be obtained from the authorized certifying agency.

Regulation 4. Bonding and insurance requirements.

A. Seed processing plants shall show evidence of a minimum of $_300,000.worth
of product liability insurance or evidence of a like amount of assets.

B. Seed labelers "shall show evidence of a minimum of $300,000 worth of prod-
uct liability insurance or evidence of a like amount of assets.

C. Seed buyers shall provide a surety bond written on a form provided by the
department, countersigned by a duly licensed resident agent of Montana.
The amount of the bond shall be a minimum of $10,000.00 .

D. Public agricultural seed warehouses shall provide a surety bond written on
a form provided by the department, countersigned by a duly licemnsed resi-
dent agent of Montana. The amount of the bond shall be a minimum of

$10,000.00 .

In addition they shall show evidence that they carry adequate insurance to cover
the value of all stored agricultural seeds.

Regulation 5. All licensed facilities shall have their license posted in a
conspicuous place and all processing plants shall display a poster provided
by the Department designating the classification of the facility.

Regulation 6. Screenings shall be handled as follows:

A. Screenings resulting from the contract cleaning of agricultural seeds are
the property of the owner of the seeds, however since such screenings may
contain viable noxious weed seed it shall be the responsibility of the
processing plant to process or arrange for the processing of such screen-
ings so the viability of noxious weed seed will be destroyed before re-
turning them to the owner or the plant shall arrange for the disposal of
such screenings and see that they are properly processed,

B. Screenings originating at in-state processing plants including screenings
from the cleaning of commercial grain shall:

(1). Be stored in tight bins so weed seed cammot be scattered by the wind
or other means.

(2). Be processed to destroy the viability of noxious weed seed before
being used as animal feed or be used in any way in which the noxious
weed seed may propogate its kind.

(3). Be transported only in tightly closed containers that will prevent
the loss of weed seed in transit. The container must be cleaned
after unloading.

C. (1). Screenings originating outside of Montana shall have the viability
of Montana noxious weed seed destroyed by appropriate processing
before being transported into the state.
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Screenings originating outside of Montana for transport through
the state shall have the viability of the noxious weed seed de-
stroyed or be transported in a tightly sealed container that will
not allew the loss of the weed seed.

D. The viability of noxious weed seed may be destroyed by using a rotary
grinder with 6/64 inch mesh screen or through a hammer mill or by using
steam or a combination of steam and pressure.

Contact:

Commissioner of Agriculture
Capitol Annex Building
Helena, Montana, 59601
Phone: 449-3144




January 23, 1975

Mr. George Lackman, Commissioner
Department of Agriculture
Capitol Annex

Helena, Montana 59601

Attention: Mr., George A. Algard
Dear Mr. Lackman:

Our staff has reviewed the Montana Department of Agriculture's Environmental
Assessment and Agency Impact Determination on the proposed seed processing plant
regulations.

The indirect effects of the proposed regulations to conserve energy, increase
food production, and reduce the need for herbicide application are commendable.
Such preventive weed control would also lend assistance to intensive agricultural
techniques now prescribed by agronomists for controlling the spread of saline
seep.

If these regulations will be as effective at reducing weeds as indicated in
the assessment, then perhaps the Weed Control Districts and County Weed Control
Departments also should be apprised at this early date so that they may plan to
adjust their programs accordingly.

In addition the following individuals and agencies probably should be
notified of the department's Agency Impact Determination and intention to promulgate
the seed processing plant regulations 1n order to obtain the fullest possible range
of constructive public comment at the hearing:

U.S. Department of Agriculture
0ffice of the Secretary of Agriculture
Washington, D.C. 20250

Dr. Roland R. Renne

International Trade Commissioner
President Emer{tus/Adjunct Professor
Agricultural Economics and Economics
Montana State Unfversity

Bozeman, Montana 59715



Mr. George Lackman
page 2
January 23, 1975

Friends of the Earth
Attn: Edward Dobson

Box 882

Billings, Montana 59103

Student Environmental Research Center
Venture Center Room 212

University of Montana

Missoula, Montana 59801

Mr. A. B. Linford, State Conservationist
Soi1l Conservation Service

Box 970

Bozeman, Montana 59715

The Great Falls Tribune (State Editor)
Tribune Building

121 -~ 4th Street North

Great Falls, Montana 59401

Montana Chamber of Commerce
Box 1730
Helena, Montana 59601

The Bi11ings Gazette (State Editor)
Box 2507
Bil1ings, Montana 59103

Montana Farmer-Stockman
510 - 1st Avenue North
Great Falls, Montana 59401

Mont-Wyo News

Public Auctfon Yards
Exchange Building
Bill1ings, Montana 59101

The Associated Press
Attn: News Editor

Box 577

Helena, Montana 59601

United Press International Radio News
2021 - 11th Avenue
Helena, Montana 59601

Thank you for your efforts toward compliance with the Montana Environmental
Policy Act and the EIS Guidelines.

Sincerely,
John W. Reuss
Executive Director

by
JWR:LLB:cnc "Loren L, Bahls, Ph.D.




Dr. Johan Asleson
Dean of Agriculture §

Director of Experiment Station
Linfield Hall 202
Montana State University
Bozeman, MT 59715

Robert F. Bucher

Acting Director

Cooperative Extension Service
Linfield Hall 303

Montana State University
Bozeman, MT 59715

Glenn Moore, President
Montana Grain Growers Association
Willard, MT 59354

Lynn Stordahl

Montana Seedmen's Association
Iseman Seed Company
Fairfield, MT 59436

Ray Yort

Montana Grain Elevator Association
Con-Agra, Inc.
Great Falls, MT 59401 .

Howard Bowman

Secretary-Manager

Montana Seed Growers Association
Montana State University
Bozeman, MT 59715

Montana State Clearinghouse

Division of Planning § Economic Development
Capitol Post Office

Helena, MT 59601

The Honorable Thomas L. Judge
Governor of Montana

Capitol Building

Helena, MT 59601

John Reuss

Executive Director
Environmental Quality Council
1228 11th Avenue

Helena, MT 59601

North East Montana County Elevator Assn.

Clarence Olfert, President
Cargill Elevator
Wolf Point, MT 59201

Mr. Lyle McKeever
Montana Seed Growers Association
Loma, MT 59460

Mr. Oliver Thorvilson
Coast Trading Company
P.0.Box 1528

Great Falls, MT 59403

Mr. Art Shaw

Montana State University
Extension Service
Bozeman, MT 59715

Mr. Warren Weisener
Montana State University
Extension Service
Bozeman, MT 59715
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MEMORANDUNM

TO: Montana Seed Dealers, Seed Growers, Grain Growers and
Elevator Associations, and any other interested parties

FROM: George Lackman, Commissioner
Montana Department of Agriculture

SUBJECT: Proposed Seed Processing Plant Regulatioms.

Enclosed please find copies of the Montana Department of Agriculture's
Environmental Assessment (EA) and Agency Impact Determination (AID) on
the proposed seed processing plant regulations.

A public hearing will be held Thursday, February 13, 1975, at 10:00 A.M.
at the Highway Department Auditorium in Helena, Montana. Comments on
the regulations will be accepted at this time. Written comments should
be addressed to Mr. George Lackman, Commissioner, Department of Agri-
culture, Capitol Annex, Helena, Montana 59601, and should be received
on or before February 13, 1975.

Sincerely,

George Lackman
Commissioner




AGENCY IMPACT DETERMINATION

January 15, 1975

Department: Montana Department of Agriculture
George Lackman, Commissioner

Prepared by: George A. Algard, Environmental Planner
Pesticide Division, Department of Agriculture

Type of Action: Agency Impact Determination

A. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION

The proposed introduction of seed processing plant
regulations by the Commissioner of Agriculture. These
;egulations will be introduced under the Agricultural Seed

Warehouse Act of 1973 (Section 3-315, R.C.M. 1973).

B. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT OF THE PROPOSED REGULATIONS

The Environmental Assessment (E.A.) addresses itself to
the full range of impacts that have been determined at this
time. The long-term gains which the regulations would bring
to the producers and the State of Montana by greatly reducing
weed seed and hence improving crop productivity far over-u
shadows the short~-term economic costs to the industry.

A number of informal meetings were held with seed dealers
and seed growers last year (1974) when the regulations were
being formulated, and their suggestions were incorporafed

into the regulations. The decision by the Commissioner of




AGENCY IMPACT DETERMINATION Page 2

January 15, 1975

Agriculture to hold a public hearing in February, 1975, will
allow for any additional comments that any interested group
or individual might wish to provide. Therefore, those
individuals who will be affected by the regulations have had,
and still have, the opportunity to express their opinions.
For the aforementioned reasons, it is the opinion of
the Montana Department of Agriculture that the accompanying
Environmental Assessment (E.A.) adequately addresses the
impacts of the seed regulations and that the preparation of
an Environmental Impact Statement (E.I.S.) would merely be a

redundant exercise.

C. This action is considered: NOT SIGNIFICANT

GAA: jw




BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

OF THE STATE OF MONTANA

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
FOR ADOPTION OF RULE MAC
4-2,.6(1)-8630 (Agricultural
Seed Warehouse Act.)

In the Matter of the Department )
of Agriculture Adopting MAC Rule )
4-2.6(1)-S630, To Implement )
Minimum Standards for Seed Clean-)
ing Facilities and Licensing, )
Bonding, and Insurance require- )
ments for Agricultural Seed Ware-)
house persons. )

To: All Interested Persons

1. On February 13, 1975, at 10:00 A.M. a public hearing
will be held at the State Highway Department Auditorium, Helena,
Montana, to consider adoption of Rule 4-2.6(1)-S630, Agricultural
Seed Warehouse Act.

2. The proposed adoption would update the Agricultural
Seed Warehouse Act and add new material to it as required by
the Montana Administrative Code.

3. The proposed rule would provide guidelines for the
standards of equipment, licensing, warehouse persons, screenings,
bonding, and insurance under the Warehouse Act for the Centralized
Services Division for the Department of Agriculture.

y, A complete copy of the proposed rule may be obtailned
by contacting Mr. George Lackman, Commissioner of Agriculture,
Montana Department of Agriculture, Helena, Montana, 59601.

5. Interested persons may present thelr data, views or
arguments, whether orally or in wrilting at the hearing.

6. Mr. George Lackman, Commissioner of Agriculture, Capitol
Annex Building, Helena, Montana 59601, has been designated as
hearing offlcer, to preside over and conduct the hearing.

7. The authority of the Department to adopt the proposed
rules 1s based on Section 82A-107.

By:

ommissiorfer of Agriculture

Certified To The Secretary of State January 14, 1975.

MAC Notice 4-2-16
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REGULATIONS OF THE comﬂssmNER OF AGRICULTURE
UNDER THE AGRICULTURAL f SEED WAREHOUSE ACT

Second Draft
Dec. 19, 1974

Regulation 1. Minimum standards for equipment for facilities to be licensed.

A.

Seed processing plénts will be licensed as follows:
(1). A first class seed cleaning plant must have:

(a) The seed processing plant shall be separate from any commercial
grain handling and marketing functioms.

(b) An air screen cleaner with no less than three screens.

(c) A dimensional separator or gravity type equipment that can be
readily cleaned. ‘

(d) A treater that will apply a uniform coating of treat to the seed,
if seed 18 to be treated.

(e) All seed handling equipment, -such as augers, elevator legs, bins
and spouts shall be accessible for cleaning and inspection to
prevent crop or variety mixtures.

(f) Equipment and procedures to uniformally blend a lot or lots of

. seed, when geed is to be blended.

(g) Seed sampling probes or sampling equipment appropriate for seed
normally processed in a plant. .

(2). A commercial seed cleaning plant must have:

(a) (1) An air screen cleaner with no less than two screens (scalper
and grader) and a dimensional separator:
(2) Or a dimensional separator in combination with air and
scalper attachments.

(b) A treater that will apply a uniform coating of treat to the seed
if seed is to be treated.

(c) Seed handling and processing equipment so constructed that it can
be cleaned,

(d) Equipment and procedures to uniformally blend a lot or lots of
seed when séed is to be blended.

(e) Seed sampling probes or sampling equipment appropriate for seed
normally processed in a plant.

(3). A substandard cleaning plant (this class will not be licensed after
July 1, 1978) must:

(a) Have cleaning equipment that will improve the percentage of pure
seed (not genetic purity) and will not add other crop seed or '
weed seed td the grain being cleaned.

(b) Have handling equipment that can be operated to prevent contami-

4 nation. ;
Seed' Labeler - No spec&fi&“ 1 prent ents.
Seed Buyer - No apecific eqyigment re épis.-

yo
R

Public agriculture seed warehouse

(1) Must provide apprppriate storage space and conditions so that when
, P .




(2)

-2-

agricultural seed is properly conditioned and placed in storage it
will not be contaminated nor deteriorate beyond that normally ex-
pected during storage. '

Proper equipment and facilities must be provided to prevent contami-
nation and preserve identity of a lot of bulk seed,

Regulation 2, Minimum standards for handling‘procedures by licensed facilities.

A.

N

Seed processing plant shall:

(1)

(2)
(3)

4)
(5)

(6)

¢

Seed

¢y

(2)

(3)

(4)

the application fgr license. L

Account to the producer for all seed lots submitted to the processor.
The processing report shall show gross weight of seed received, clean-
out (screenings and air loss) and clean geed yield for each lot.

Post a basic price schedule for cleaning operations.

Obtain a "dirt" or unclean seed sample at time of delivery of seed
plus a sample of cleaned seed, (a minimum of 500 grams (24 ounces)
for cereals and large seeded legumes; and 150 grams (6 ounces) for
small seeded legumes and grasses) with appropriate identification.
Samples shall be held for one year. '

Handle all screenings in compliance with regulation 5.

Handle each lot of seed received in such a way as to maintain its
identity.

_Each plant shall reserve the right to refuse any material for pro-

cessing or storage when in his opinion it will be unfit for seed
purposes or will contaminate or otherwise destroy the effectiveness
or efficiency of the plant operation.

First class and commercial cereal seed cleaning plants shall in addi-

tion to 1-6: ;

(a) Clean all seed handling equipment between lots to prevent mixing
of varieties and kinds.

(b) Operate all equipment in a manner to clean seed to acceptable
trade standards.

labelers shall:

"Attach a legible label that provides the information required under

Section 3-802,.2 R,C.M. 1947 as amended, to each container that is
offered for sale or is distributed to a retail seed dealer,

;Provide the information required under Section 3-802.2 R.C.M. 1947
:as amended, alongfwith shipping documents or bulk seed shipments or
‘sales and on seed lots shipped to another seed labeler.

t

. When adding new germination test data to an existing label the person
?adding the new test data shall do so with a supplemental label bear-

ing his name and hddress.
i

A sample label an¢ supplemental label shall be spbmitted aloug with
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e C. -Agricultural seed buyérs ah&ll use a’ contract fotm approved by the depart- -
: .+ ment., The contract mdst clearly state the terms of purchase and basis for
payment. Before seed'is transported out of the state the percentage of
pure seed shall be determined. The seed shall be weighed at a scale desig-
nated in the contract. The-seed buyer is responsible for the actions of
his employees. "

; D. Public agriculture seed warehousemen shall:

(1) For scale tickets and warehouse receipts:

by the warehouse, Scale tickets are not to be issued or held in

lieu of warehouse receipts. There shall be plainly printed across

. the face of such scale tickets issued by the warehouseman in bold

' type the words, "THIS IS NOT A WAREHOUSE RECEIPT BUT SHALL BE

M EXCHANGED FOR A WARFEHOUSE RECEIPT IF AGRICULTURAL SEED IS HELD IN

o ‘ STORAGE".

R (b) . Issue each day a warehouae recefipt for each lot of agricultural
seed received for storage during the day. All agricultural seed
of one kind received from one owner during any one day may be
construed to be a single lot. The numbers of the scale tickets
shall appear on the face of the warehouse receipt for which it
is issued. Warehouse receipts not picked up by the owner shall
be held in safekeeping for him by the warehouseman.

4 _ (a) 1Issue a scale ticket for each load of agricultural seed received
i
1

(2) Maintain the identity and integrity of each lot of agricultural seed,
when requested tq do so, as it is delivered to the warehouse.

R S
a2 B

(3) Use a Public Seed Warehouse recelpt form that meets the department's
specifications. Receipts shall include within their printed terms;

i (a) A statement that the warehouse is operated as a public agricul-
' ' tural seed warehouse under license issued by the Montana Depart-
ment of Agriculture.

(b) A statement showing whether it is an original, duplicate, tripli-
cate, or other copy and all copies other than the original shall
state '"Non-Negotiable".

(c) A statement showing the name of the public agricultural seed ware-

- house,

(d) A statement showing the name of the city or town where the public

agricultural seed warehouse is located.
~ (e) The date the public agricultural seed warehouse receipt is issued.
- (f) The number of the public warehouse receipt, All receipts shall

be numbered consecutively as issued by edch warehouseman.
: (g) A statement :that the agricultural seed is 'Received in Store" from
o the person or persong, or firm or corporation named.

(h) A statement of the gross weight, tare and net weight of the

‘ cleaned lot load in pounds, the kind of seed, and any trade desig-
nation of grade or quality. '

(1) A statement of the encumbrances suct as cash or other advances.

" (j) A statement jthat upon the return of - receipt properly endorsed

: by the persQn to whose order it was . 3ued and the payment of the

proper charges for storing and handliag, delivery will be made in
accordance with the provisions of the ticket.

(k) A statement that the agricultural seed is properly insured for the
benefit of the owner,

-_::'::_

S
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The above statements muat.be followed by: The name of the public warehouse
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?fissuing the warehouse receipt and the signature of che agent or manager of

the public warehouse. f :

(D)

The face of the public warehouse receipt shall provide for other
statements and records such as the scale ticket numbers, or assembly
sheet numbers, and other pertinent accounting or bookkeeping data
providing that such statements or records do not in any way conflict
with any State or Federal law pertaining to public agricultural seed
warehousing.

(m) The back of the public warehouse receipt shall embody within its
written or printed terms a statement of:

1. All storage and handling charges.

2. That delivery to' the holder of receipts shall be as provided
by the laws of Montana,

3. That receipt shall be issued only on actual delivery of agri-
cultural seed into the warehouse, and shall not be given to
covér agricultural seed of which the warehouseman is owner.

4. That delivery of agricultural seed to warehouseman for storage
constitutes bailment and not a sale. :

5. That if receipts are made in multiple form, the original shall
be given to the owner of the agricultural seed; all copies
‘other than the original must be marked NON-NEGOTIABLE.

(n) The back of the public warehouse receipt may also provide for
endorsements: and other statements or records pertinent to account-
ing or bookkeeping data providing that such statements or records
do not in any way conflict with any State or Federal law pertain-
ing to public agricultural seed warehouses.

The department will supply a suggested receipt format. Before printing the
receipt forms each applicant for license should have the printer's proof approved
by the department. .

(4)

(5)

Legal Agricultural Seed Public Warehouse Receipt. A legal public ware-
house receipt is B receipt issued by a licensed public warehouseman

on a form containing all the provisions of regulation 2. D. (3) and
shall not be issupd except for agricultural seed actually delivered

to a public warehouse for storage.

1f for convenience the holder of two or more warehouse receipts cover-

- ing like seed wishes to combine them into a lesser number, the new

warehouse receipt or receipts so issued shall state the fact that it

- wags issued in lieu of existing warehouse receipts and the numbers of

the warehouse receipts so combined shall be plainly shown and the
warehouse receipts so combined shall state across the face "CANCELLED

' BY RECEIPT NoO, " (showing the number of the new warehouse
- receipt issued inm lieu).

Limitation of Ruﬁings. Nothing in these regulations shall be so éon-
strued. as to prevent the operation of Sections 3-223 and 3-224 govern-

" ing the collection of storage charges at termination of contract

period June 30th of each year.




‘3

B

IR R

® o 2

et B
F e i

13

¢ i

R oo TC LSS T Y U

i
L

‘

e o me

o
X
3

: ?Regulation 3. A‘comméréiai'ﬁéed plﬁﬁtgflicéhséd to process seed under pro-

visions of the act and these regulations, does not automatically qualify that
plant to process certified classes of seed. Authorization for cleaning certi-
fied seed classes must be obtained from the authorized certifying agency.

Regulation 4. Bonding and insurance requirements.

A, Seed processing plants shall show evidence of a minimum of $ worth—— -

of product liability insurance or evidence of a like amount of assets. -~

B. Seed labelers 'shall show evidence of é minimum of $ worth of prod-
uct liability insurance or evidence of a like amount of assets. .

C. Seed buyers shall provide a surety'bond written on a form provided by the
department, countersigned by a duly licensed resident agent of Montana,
The amount of the bond shall be a minimum of § .

D. Public agricultural seed warehouses shall provide a surety bond written on
a form provided by the department, countersigned by a duly licensed resi-
dent agent of Montana. The amount of the bond shall be a minimum of

$ .

In addition they shall show evidence that they carry adequate insurance to cover
the value of all stored agricultural seeds.

Regulaﬁion 5. All 1icensed facilities shall have their license posted in a
conspicuous place and all processing plants shall display a poster provided
by the Department designating the classification of the facility.

Regulation 6. Screenings shall be handled as follows:

A. Screenings resulting from the contract cleaning of agricultural seeds are
the property of the owner of the seeds, however since such screenings may
contain viable noxious weed seed it shall be the responsibility of the
processing plant to process or arrange for the processing of such screen-
ings so the viability of noxious weed seed will be destroyed before re-
turning them to the owner or the plant shall arrange for the disposal of
such screenings and see that they are properly processed.

B. Screenings originating at in-state processing plants including screenings

from the cleaning of commercial grain shall:
: o

(1). Be stored in tight bins so weed seed cannot be scattered by the wind

~ or other means. '

(2). Be processed to destroy the viability of noxious weed seed before
being used as animal feed or be used in any way in which the noxious
weed seed may propogate its kind.

(3).° Be transported only in tightly closed contairers that will prevent
" the loss of weed seed in transit. The container must be cleaned
" . after unloading. ,

C. (1). Screenings originating outside of Montana shall have the viability
of Montana noxious weed seed degtroyed by appropriate processing
befure being transported into the state.

/%/,
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(2). Screenings originating outside of Montana for transport through
the state shall have the viability of the noxious weed seed de-
stroyed or be transported in a tightly sealed container that will
not allow the loss of the weed seed.

D. The viability of noxious weed seed may be destroyed by dsing a rotary
grinder with 6/64 inch mesh screen or through a hammer mill or by using
steamor a combination of steam and pressure.
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Stillwater S8SH¥an’s Association
Columfgsy Hfpntana 59019

MOME Gbas 74
ARICULTUREDELy

Mr. George Lackman
Commissioner of Agriculture
State of Montana )
Department of Agriculture
Helena, Montana 59601

Dear Mr. Lackman,

The Stillwater Seedmen's Association reviewed the proposed regulations for Agri-
cultural Seed Warehouse Act. This act does set up criteria for cleaning plants;
however, we felt there should be an additional classification to cover certified
on-farm plants.

AN

This would be inserted after "commercial" and before “euhatagdard":
l. A first class seed cleaning plant must have;
2. A commercial cereal seed cleéaning plant must have;
3. A certified standard cleaning plant must have:

e An air screen cleaner with at least two (2) screens.

b. A treater that will apply a uniform coating of treat
to the seed.

ce Seed handling and processing equipment so constructed
that it can be cleaned.

d. Seed sampling probes or sampling equipment appropriate '
for seed normally processed in a plant. ‘

4. A substandard cleaning p%ant.'

Some elevators meeting the requirements of Class (2) will not clean seed as well as
a certified grower who had adequate equipment set up on his farm. Care is taken to
clean slowly and do a good job.

The Stillwater Seedmen's Association is a gfower-oriented group that is incorporated
as a warehouse service. We are composed of 17 active grovers of cereals, legumes, and
grass seed. Quality seed if of great importance to this association.

We appreciate your consideration of this change in seed processing plant licensing.
I would be available to meet with you for further discussions at your convenience.
Possibly, i{f you are in Billings some time we could get together.

Sincerely,

ltomee T SDn ,[ /’

William ¥, Brinkel Jre
Broadview, Montana 59015 v
WFB:cc

¢c: Mr. Howard Bowman
Montana Statae University

TR o 5 e D% G ¥ L ¥ P
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SUGGESTED CHANGES FOR SEED PROCESSING PLANT REGULATIONS
Submitted by Montana Seedmens Association.
Page 1
1. (a) An air screen cleaner with no leas than three screens.

1. (d) All seed handling equipment, such as augers, elevator legs, bins and....
a vaccum cleaner or blower will be required for cleaning seed handling

equipment.
2. (a) An air screen cleaner with no less than two screens.
3. July 1, 1976.

Page 2

Regulation 2

3. On custom cleaning, the seed processor shall obtain a "dirt" or unclean seed
sample at time of delivery of seed plus a sample of cleaned seed, (7 oz. for

 cereals and 4 oz. for grasses and legumes) with appropriate identification.

Samples shall be held for one year.

7. Delete: First.....l-6; '
Make (a) 7. ...clean all seed....kinds.
Delete (b)

Page 3 .

C. Agricultural seed buyers shall use a contract which clearly states the terms
of purchase and basis for payment and conforms to Montana Contract Codes.
Before seed is transported out of state the percentage dockage shall be

: determined. The seed shall be weighed at a State approved scale.

D. Line 4..delete..specializes in and which he is equipped; and add: agrees to
handle. ,

D. (2) Delete - There shall be plainly printed across......in storage."
D. (3) Issue upon request a warehouse receipt for each lot of agricultural seed
received for storage. All,.,.
Page 4, Page 5, Page 6 are okay.

Page 7 Line 2.

Change...for the purchase of such screenings to ~=
for the disposal of such screenings.

ol
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2277 GRALY ELEVATOR ASSGCIATION
. | July 24, 1974
0

. b T
/klevator Association Members

To: Montana Gtéin

From: Oliver Thorvilson/Sec.-Treasurer

THe Board of Directors of the Montana Grain Elevator Association met on
Monday July 15th at the Town House in Great Falls.

Those in attendance were: R.F. Denison, President; Committee on Seed
Processing regulations: Stan Halvorson, Ray Aman, Ben Stomberg. Also,
Ray Fisher, Jack Hemmingson, Clarence Olfert, Lowell Babcock, Ray Yort, .
George Eoos, Kent Norby, Oliver Thorvilson, and Burt Ginther, from MSU in
Bozeman. :

The meeting was held for the purpose of reviewing and discussing the First
Draft Seed Processing Plant Regulations: ‘

Mr. Ginther explained that the reason for writing up a set of regulations is to
enable the execution of a law covering seed cleaning and processing which went into
effect July 1, 1973. Much of the discussion was negative because the opinion
of most of those present was that the cleaning done at the grain elevators
while not ccmpletely satisfactory has not in itself been any significant
factor in contaminating the land either with weeds or undesirable mixtures of grain.

It was recommended that Sec. (1) under Regulation 2 A which required
that all seed lots must be accounted for, and a processing report shall be made
showing gross weight received, clean out and clean seed yield for each lot
should apply to lst class seed plants only and that a new section should
be written to apply to commercial or sub standard cleaning plants. Sec. (3)
which refers to holding samples for one year should apply to lst class seed plants.

It was agreed that there are not enough lst class seed processing plants
to come close to meeting the needs for cleaning servieces required in the state.

If severe regulatfons are placed upon the Country Elevators, it might be
a disservice to the farmers and many would be unable to get their grain cleaned
for deeding due to lack of facilities.

Most of those present agreed that they would welcome having enough
‘seed cleaning houses in Montana to take care of cleaning needs.




MONTANA #/%
GRAIN ELEVATOR ASSOCIATION

Mr. Ginther stated that the recommendations afid views that were“discussed
‘today would be taken into condideration when the regulations are again reviewed
which will probably be some time in August. He will send sufficient copies of
the next draft to the secretary so that all directors and committee members
can have a copy of same. Mr. Ginther also agreed to keep the committee posted and
should it be advisable they can meet with the Department of Agriculture to ™
make further recommendations. - :

There will ultimately be a hearing but prior to that it is the intention to 0
have an open meeting to which all interested parties will be invited.

o
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To Whom It May'Coneern jv
ﬂ érn
From: Lund Seeds - Ben L. Lund xﬁ%dv ;Z(;é%/ﬂ 'HMQ Uéf E’T
.5‘;23

After studying the proposed seed proeessing plant regulations,
I have several guestions and ideas which I would like to '
express from a proeessors point of view,

With the ever inereasing eost of attofneys' fees, of amount of
red tape and paperwork involved to do business, I would hope the
pro»osed regulations eould be very short and simple,

Regulations 2 A - (1)
Can you Ihagine a little one man processing plant like I
. have ncking 5 - 600 reports to the state per yeaxr? If a pro-
cassor is going to report all commercial lots cleaned, as a
processor, I would like one of the following in order of pref-
erence:;
l. Lo repocrt nocessary = but all procescsors keep a record for
two years of each lot eleaned,
2. The state acecept a copy of the processors scale ticket with
the required information on ite. ( my tickets now have all of
the info required) : .
3. The state require a eertain format for scale ticket and
acecept a copy of these as a report.

‘ ‘ Reg;latlon 2 A - (2)

5 A price schedule is quite compbex for a processor who tiies
to do a good job., Some lots of seed need to be run several
di fferent times over several different types of cleaners, Some
lots of seed (especially grasses but also barley) come in so
trashy they won8t go tkrough a scalper and some lots are very
elean, A price schedule is nice for inspectors etc. but I don’t
think they are followed to closely. .

. -
‘ v ’ . i
Regulation 2 A - (E) eeeels very important R

Regulation 2 B - (4) and Regulation 7 C ,

Tre Department of Agriculture has enough things to approve .
egnd get involved in. The department should set their standards,
simply and coneise, and the licensee be required to meet these
standards. :

Requlation 2 = D (1) :

Do I understand this correctly? A public warehouseman
shall be required to accept anyone’s seed that is in condition
fcrdstorage. What about seed thst is contaminated with noxious
weeds? ‘ ¢

As a processor of commercigl seed I would not be in favor of

these regulations as written. With very little change and refine-
ment I feel these regulétions.would be in the best intexests of
the future of the agri-community. :
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ENVILC (- QuALITY

Department: Montana Department of Agriculture
Action initiated by: Centralized Services

Prepared by: George A. Algard
Environmental Planner

Type of Action: Assessment of Proposed Seed Processing Regulations.

A. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION:

The Commissioner of the Montana Department of Agriculture proposes
to introduce regulations outlining minimum standards for several classes
of seed processing plants in Montana. Also included are regulations
concerning public agricultural seed warehouses, seed warehousemen, seed
labelers, and the handling of screenings. These regulations will be
introduced under the Agricultural Seed Warehouse Act of 1973 (authority:
Section 3-315, R.C.M. 1973). A copy of the proposed regulations is

attached.

B. PURPOSE OF THE REGULATIONS:

The proposed regulations have several primary objectives. They

are:

1. To prevent the further expansion of objectionable and noxious
weeds onto presently uninfested lands in Montana. (This includes
crop, range, and forest lands in the state.) This will mean
that the present level of production will be maintained and
should assist in the eventual eradication of these weeds by

chemical and cultural practices on currently infested lands.




(2)

This should have two positive effects: a reduced cost to the
producer because of the reduction of needed herbicide; and,
a reduction in pesticide use will reduce the presence of these
chemicals in the surrounding air, water, soil, and in the plant
and animal tissues. The net result should be an increase in
productivity and an improvement in the quality of the crops
produced. In general, it can be stated that the reduction of
weeds is an energy conservation measure. The reasons for this
are:

a. Fewer weeds found in a field crop will reduce the

tillage requirements both before and after seeding.

b. Fewer weeds will reduce the need for herbicides.
This will result in a fuel savings of either gasoline

or diesel fuel or both.

¢c. Once the regulations are in effect, the energy
requirements for cleaning seed will be reduced as
the amount of foreign material to be removed is g

minimized.

To prevent (or greatly reduce) varietal seed mixtures and other
crop mixtures. These regulations will result in a general
upgrading of seed processing facilities which will result in a
reduction of varietal seed mixtures which will reduce competition
between different seed species. This will increase the quality
of the crop and also the productivity of the crop which.will be

of direct economic benefit to the producer.



(3)

3. To prevent the planting of large quantities of all types of
weed seeds. The regulations on adequate handling of screenings
will prevent the re-introduction of weed seed back into the
environment. These regulations may have a secondary effect in
that with adequate control of screenings, even urban areas may
be positively benefitted by the reduction of weeds which
normally appear in lawns, gardens, roadsides, and vacant lots
and fields.

It is a well established fact that weeds can be an aggressive

competitor for food, water, and sunlight with other plant species.
In addition to this type of competition, it has been found that a

species such as quackgrass (Agropyrum repens) produces a toxic

substance in its roots (rhizomes) that inhibits the growth of
several crops (Krommedahl et. al., 1959, Weeds 7: 1-12).

To give some idea of the impact of weeds on crops, several
pages containing estimates of the effects of wild oats in
agricultural crops have been included (pp. 4, 5, 6). As can be
seen from these estimates, the loss from just wild oats can be
substantial. In addition to this, the amount of money allocated
by the Weed Control Districts in the state for the control of

noxious weeds was approximately $2,300,000 in 1973.

Public Health

A secondary, but certainly an important consideration, is the
human health side of the picture. Each spring and fall many Montanan's

are adversely affected by the presence of weed pollens in the air.
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- percentages can be considered as heavy infestations,

(4)

PROPOSAL FOR AREA WILD OAT CONTROL PROGRAM
M. J. Jackson and Arthur F., Shaw, Agronomists
Cooperative Extension Service

Situation:

Wild oat infestations occur generally throughout the dry and irrigated
croplands of the state, They result in more total crop loss in yicld due
to competjition for moisture and nutrients than any other annual, biepnial
or perennial weed, Wild oats reduce the quality of the crop due to ing¢reased
foreign material, thereby increasing transportation, marketing and progessing
costs for commercial grain or seed, Studies have shown that as few as 10
wild oat seedlings per square yard can reduce crop yields, two bushels per
acye. More recent studies indicate that 20-40 plants per square yard can
reduce the yield of spring wheat as much as four bushels per acre from both
fertilized and unfertilized ground, Infestations up to 160 wild oats per
square yard reduced yields approximately 20 bushels per acre.

Reduced yields of two bushels per acre can mean a loss of §1,580 per
acre for barley and $2.60 per acre for wheat on past prices. Consgidering

- more yecent prices of grain, a two bushel yield loss greatly emphasizes thls

loss

The extent of wild oat infestations in Montana can best be expressed
in per cent of total acreage. From observations made throughout the state
a conservative estimate of 50 per cent can be quoted on dryland acreage
and 75 per cent on irrigated lands, A estimate of 50 per cent of these

Acreages of wild oat infestations in cereal grains,

Wheat Winter ~ Dryland - 900,000 acres.
Irrigated - 17,000 acres,
Spring =~ Dryland - 1,100,000 acres, . -

Irrigated - 30,000 acres,
Durum -~ Dryland - 80,000 acres.
Ixrigated - 750 acres,
Barley - Dryland - 750,000 acres.
Irrigated - 75,000 acres,
Oats - Dryland - 90,000 acres.
Irrigated - 20,000 acres.

Some drill box surveys have indicated that 45 per cent of the seed
being used by farmers is infested with wild oats. The degree of infestatida
will vary with the area and availability of seed for that particulay year.
Field infestarions also will vary with the availability of moisture in the
area, The production of pedigreed seedstock in sufficient quantity to serve
Montana's conmercial producers is in jeopardy because of the extensgive
wild oat preblem,

Chemicalg are available which are effective in controlling wiid oats
if used correctly. Cultural and seed use practices can likewise be improved
through -a closer liason with technical personnel serving the farmers,




A ab e % e e < 4 A

Approximate Wild Qat losscs in 1973

Winter wheat -
Spring wheat -
Durum -
Bafley : -
Oats -

bryland
Irrigated

Dryland
Irrigated

Dryland
Irrigated

Dryland
Irrigated

Dryland
Irrigated

TOTAL LOSS

(8)

$7,200,000
272,000

8,800,000
480,000

960,000
18,000

3,000,000
600,000

540,000

200,000

$22,070,000

Based on two bushel loss for wheat and barley on dryland and four
bushel on irrigated land at a value of $4,00 and $2,00 per bushel for
wheat and barley respectively, $6.00 per bushel for durum and thre
and five bushel losses for oats at $2.00 per bushel. ‘
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Table 2. Effect of Wild Oat Populations on Yield.

LOSS WHEN WEED FREE YIELD IS 30 BU/A

W. 0./Ft. Wheat. Barley

0 0 0

1 3.2 2.2

2 ' 4.5 3.1

3 5.6 3.8

5 7.2 4.9

7 8.5 5.8

10 10.2 6.9

15 12.5 8.5

20 14.4 9.8

(4. A. Friesen, 1973. Identifying Wild Oats Yield

Losses and Assessing Cultural Control Methods, Pro-
ceedings Wild Oats Seminar, Agriculture Canada and

United Grain Growers, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan).

Duration of competition also determines loss of yield. D.A. Dew, of
the LaCombe, Alberta Research Station has calculated an index of competition
for wheat and barley which is unique for each weed and crop combination and
is independent of the estimated weed free yield of the crop. Using his
index of competition for barley and wheat he prepared a graph (Figure 1)
which shows the effect of 10 wild oat plants per square foot on their yield.
No further yield loss occurs 45-50 days after energence. The need for
eliminating competition early is obvious. Using this graph it is possible
to predict the return from using a herbicide. Assume an infestation of
10 wild oat plant/square foot and an anticipated wheat yield without weeds
of 30 bushels per acre. From the graph grain yield would be 707 or 21
bushels if the wild oats were not removed. Suppose carbyne was applied 10
days after energence and was 100% effective. It would increase yields by
.95 X 30 minus 21 or 7.5 bushels per acre. Since carbyne is only about
80% effective the yield increase would only be .80 times 7.5 equal 6.0
bushels per acre. The return with wheat at $4.00 per bushel can be readily
calculated. With the carbyne costs around $3.00 plus application, the
benefit-cost ratio seems quite favorable.

Wild oat control is possible as evidenced by the fact that some growers
are successfully producing wild oat free small grains. However, control
is not easy. It involves careful management, attention to details and co-
operation with the weatherman. The following suggestions have been shown
to be helpful after removal of the crop.

Fall tillage

1f weather is dry for 2 to 3 weeks after harvest, shallow tillage will
promote early germination of wild oats in the spring.

If weather is wet, tillage may not help. In any case fall tillage® must
be shallow.
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Any reduction of the weed seed in the State will bring some relief
to the many Montanan's suffering from sinus and respiratory problems

caused by the seed pollens produced by many of our common weeds.

Cooperation

It is recognized that these regulations will aid in accomplish-
ing the above-named objectives only if there exists complete cooper-
ation between and among the Montana farmers and ranchers, the seed
industry people, the weed control people, the agri-business people,
and the Montana Department of Agriculture.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED REGULATIONS ON THE SEED
PROCESSING INDUSTRY:

Primary Impact: Economic

- It is recognized (by the Montana Department of Agriculture) that
many of the existing seed cleaning facilities do not meet the standards
for either a first class or commercial plant classification. It is
also recognized that plant improvements will require both time and
money. The cost of plant improvement will vary considerably depending
upon existing facilities, type of plant classification desired,
availability of desired equipment, etc. It is hoped that the cost of
plant improvement will not be beyond the means of any individual who
sincerely wishes to remain in the seed processing business. On the
other hand, to reject the regulations merely on a cost per plant
basis is unrealistic when one considers what unclean seed is costing

individual producers (and the State as a whole) on an annual basis.
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It is the Department's intent to allow sufficient time for any
plant modifications that need to be made. For this reason, a

sub-standard plant will be allowed to exist until July 1, 1978.

Secondary Impacts

a. There may be some isolated sections in the State where
there is only one plant in the area. If this plant closed
down, it would force producers to truck their seeds for
cleaning perhaps many miles. It is recognized that this
is a possibility and is another reason for allowing three

and a half years to update existing facilities.

b. Additional record keeping. The additional records to be
kept will require a small amount of additional time. The
intent of the additional inclusions is for the protection

of both the processor and the producer.

c. Additional space and time for sampling. A comparison of
the sample taken before cleaning with the one taken after
cleaning provides an accurate measure of the degree of
cleaning that has actually taken place. The sample could
prove to be important to the processor if a question ever
arose about his ability to provide ''clean seeds'" or his
ability to maintain the integrity of a lot of seed. Most
viable businessmen keep their records at least a year (in
many cases three years for tax purposes), and since the

sample is a record, it too should be kept for a year.



(9)

d. The regulations regarding screenings are for the
protection of the producer and the processor, and the
regulation regarding screenings coming from outside the
state is for the protection of the entire state. For
many years, Montana has been the dumping ground for
out-of-state screenings (containing weed seed) while
our neighbors, North Dakota, Wyoming, Idaho, and
Washington, because of their regulations, prevented
the importation of unprocessed screenings. Hopefully,
this regulation will stop the flow of weed seeds from

surrounding states into Montana.

D. ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSAL:

The alternatives of no new regulations or watered-down regulations
would merely be a continuation of the status quo. If Montana producers
ever hope to increase production and decrease noxious weed populations
in the state, these regulations will at least provide a beginning. Again
it should be emphasized that seed processing plants which are presently
inadequate by the new regulations will have three and a half years to

upgrade their facilities.

E. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:
Most of the seed and grain associations in the State have had an
opportunity to review the proposed regulations, and copies of their

comments have been attached.
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F. PUBLIC HEARING:

A public hearing on the proposed seed regulations will be held
Thursday, February 13, 1975, at 10:00 A.M. at the Highway Department
Auditorium in Helena, Montana. Written comments on these regulations
should be directed to Mr. George Lackman, Commissioner, Department
of Agriculture, Capitol Annex, Helena, Montana 59601, on or before

February 13, 1975.




FHOMAS L. JUDGE

GOVERNOR

DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS
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. ) - - H J ANDERION
HELEMNA, MONTALAMNA SDECH DIRECTCR OF HIGHWAYS

January 21, 1975

IN REPLY REFER TO

~FCTIVED
SRS -k
. RF 144(10
JAN 22 1975 Glasgow Lighting
ENVIRONI "I QUALITY
c

Executive Director
Environmental Quality Council
Capital Station

Helena, Montana 59601

Gentlemen:

Fnclosed for your inforuation are two {(?) copies of the Aqency
Impact Delenninalion lor the above subjecl project, as approved by the |
lederal Highway Administration.

Very truly yours,

H. J. ANDERSON \
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS

o Yoo (7 Hlpfn
/} //1/ I 4.. &; >
Steph@h C. Kologi, ot 7
Chief-Preconstruction Bureau

36-SCK:AGZ:DVS:sk
Enclosure
GEORGE VvuUCAMNDWICH, CHarRMAN
HELENA
A i L iRl Bk SOONE Y F L BACHELLER JAY LA LONDE

BILLINGS SIODNEY




THOMAS L. JUDGF
GOVERNOR

‘”,.. ) )
3 STATE OF MONTANA

DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS
” , . s .
HELENA, MONTALMA 59601 : o»nsréfddo:\rggsjgs;jus

January 2, 1975

IN REPLY REFER TO:

36-SCK

RF 144(10)
Glasgow Lighting
U. S. Department of Transportation REF: 08-30.1
Federal Highway Administration

Helena, Montana 59601

Gentlemen:

This Agency Impact Determination is being submitted for your concurrence
that an Environmental Impact Statement or Negative Declaration is not required for
this non major action.

1. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENT AND ITS SURROUNDINGS

A. location and Description of the Project

The Tocation of the project is at the intersection of U.S. 2 and Secondary
247, approximately 1.4 miles east of Glasgow, Montana. A two lane to four lane |
transition is located 600 feet to the east of the intersection. The four Tane
portion of the roadway presently has raised median curb installed on it.

The work to be completed will consist of installing seven 250 watt sodium
~#apor luminaries. The light level obtained from the seven luminaires will be 1.0
<-average maintained foot candles as AASHO recommends. An eight inch amber flashing
deacon will also be installed on this project.

The land use in the immediate area of this project is agricultural.

B. Purpose of the Project

This project was requested by City Officials. Their concern for this
project is indicated in the enclosed letter.

At the present time there is no existing lighting at this intersection. The
principle purpose of street and highway lighting is to produce quick, accurate,
and comfortable seeing conditions at night. These qualities of seeing combine to
safeguard and facilitate vehicular traffic.

Seeing is done with eyes, muscles, nerves, and mind. The drivers internal
condition depends upon and is effected by the external seeing conditions provided
for highway travel at night. Easy, quick, and accurate seeing conditions tend to
lessen fatigue, decrease muscular and nervous tension, and improve driver efficiency,

GEORGE VUCANOVICH, cHaAIAMAN
HELENA

. Wm.M KESSNER, viCE CrHAmMAN G.R. COONEY (Cont'd) ‘P L. BACHELLER JAY LA LONDE
8L AaCK EAGLE auTTE BILLINGS SIONEY

e e e T e T Iy S IS eyaae e X & W = =
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U.S. Department of Transportatio
RF 144(10) ‘
Glasgow Lighting

and improve driver efficiency, confidence, reaction judgement, and behavior.

Generally speaking, good lighting encourages night use of streets and highways,
particularly major arteries and allows a higher night speed then would be practical
on unlighted routes. Economic benefits include improved business activity and
reduced night accident frequency.

Visability distances at night are materially increased by the installation
of fixed lighting. The contour and alignment of the roadway and the location and
identification of objects in the drivers path are revealed to the driver at
a substantially greater distance than his own headlights would penatrate. At
these distances the lighted roadway also serves as a background to minimize the
effect of oncoming vehicle headlamps and to improve judgements of speed and
direction of vehicles.

Objects may be discerned by contrast in brightness with background, by recog-
nition of surface detail and glint, or by combinations of these. The degree of
seeing is effected by size, shape, and color of object, time for observation glare
and the drivers adaption level.

2. PROBABLY ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

This lighting project is located in an agricultural area, therefore we can
foresee no significant environmental impact. As pointed out earlier, there are
many advantages to lighting of an area, thus making the roadway safer for
motorists.

The power used by the Tuminaires and flasher will be slightly less than the
power used by the average home per month. This will be approximately 503 kilo-
watt hours per month.

3. PROBABLE ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS WHICH CANNOT BE AVOIDED

We can foresee no significant adverse environmental effects which will be
caused by this project.

4. ALTERNATIVES

The "No Build" alternative was considered, but it was decided that the
insufficient Tighting in this area with raised median would continue to be
hazardous to motorists.

5. THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SHORT-TERM USES OF MANS ENVIRONMENT AND THE
MAINTENANCE AND ENHANCENENT OF LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY

The traffic pattern should not be changed during the construction phase of
the work, as all of the work can be completed on the edge of the roadway.

No natural or man made features of the surrounding land will be changed.

Wildlife will not be effected by this project, and no water or air pollution
problems are foreseen.
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6. IRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENTS OF RESOURCES

There will be no significant effect upon the natural and cultural resources
of the area.

7. REGIONAL AND COMMUNITY GROWTH

Land use will remain essentially the same, i.e., a agricultural area.
Lighting can increase the nighttime safety of an area.

8. CONSERVATION AND PRESERVATION

Soil erosion, park, recreational areas, wildlife, waterfowl refuges, historic
and natural landmarks are not involved in this project.

9. PUBLIC FACILITIES AND SERVICES

Religious, health, educational facilities, fire protection, and other
emergency services will not be affected directly; the 1lighting project will make
the roadway safer for anyone involved in these facilities and services.

10. COMMUNITY COHESION

No additional right-of-way will be required by this project.

Land value should not increase due to this project and, therefore, will not
increase the tax base.

11. DISPLACEMENT OF PEOPLE, BUSINESSES OR FARMS

There will be no displacement of people, businesses or farms due to this
project.

The project is not expected to significantly affect the employment situation
except for a possible temporary increase in employment for the duration of
constructiop.

12. AIR, NOISE, AND WATER POLLUTION

Some air and noise pollution may occur during construction of this project,
but it should not be significant.

This project does not meet the requirements for review of projects as
established by the Environmental Protection Agency. Their concern for air quality
generally begins when the 10 year projected daily traffic counts increase 10,000
vehicles per day.

This project is not in conflict with the State's Implementation Plan for
achieving Federal ambient air quality standards and we concur with the Department
of Health and Environmental Sciences determination that this project will not have
-a significant adverse effect upon air quality of the area.

(Cont'd) o




U. S. Department of Transportation vl .fﬁh»’
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PPt 272 states that noise studies are not renu1red on 11r&txn Jprojects.
However, a preliminary noise study was conducted for this.prowzct uSinc. the
"Internetaticn of PFI® 90-2" dated “ay 4, 1073. The Transporta-iwut Zystams
Center's 'lomoaraph was used to determinec that-afl bu1]d1hgs in the arza of the
project aro located far enouch from the roadway to be below the cormercial 1eve1
of Lyp = 75 ¢BA and the residential level of Lyg = 70 dBA. -

13. PESTHETICS ™D NTHER YPLULS - RS

"V{ew cf the Pead" and "Yiaw from the ! oad“ will te dmaroved cueiac tha
dark hours. '"otorists will be able to see the rcad:ay and 1ntersecL1on rore

clearly, thus irproving sicht distancz and safety.

The cost of the nroject will be far out weighed by the advantages gainad
frogmz facility with such nreatly irproved qualities as safety and efficiency.

BASIS FOR ARENCY 1“PACT DETERMINATION _ L

Basad on the forecoinc, it is felt that the proposed project will not
simificantly affect the environment and does not warrant the oreparation of an

Environrental Impact Staterent or a Megative Declaration.

Your early return of a sioned copy of this Determination witl be appreciated.
Véry truly yours, A

H. J. ANDEPSNN
DIRECTGR OF HIGHWAYS

// ‘ "'BY:_‘éé?ié;rj —aﬁA2?§2;iZ%;ZL{
A Stephefi C. Xologi, P.E

Chief-Preconstruction Bureau

“MB-SCK:AGZ : DVS :sk

Znclosure _ - -

Y Division Engineer -
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My. 1L J. Andeprson
Director of Hichways
State of Montana
Helena, Montana 50601

i

Re: Intersection UL 5. Highway No. 2
and State No. 247 near Glasgow

Dear Mr, Anderson:

In response to repeated requests Trom loca? cifizens and civie organizations,

the City of Glasgow wishes to call your atiention to an extremely dangerous
inlersection Tying least of Glasgow on U, S, Iishway No. 2 where it intersects
with Mooiana State flichway No, 247, Once fotality and innumerabic collision :
accidents and "near misses' demonstrate that it is imperative that this inter-
section be well JHghted during all hours of darkness,

Al the present time a [Tashing caution light is in operation so, elcciric power
15 available at the site.

Hichway No 247 carrices very heavy traffic twelve months of the year at all
hours of the doy. It serves international fraflic flowing into Canada; & large
agriculture community in northern Valley and Doniels Courdics; conmauter
(rallic to Gphenn, Montanas, Ovphein Radar Stadion aud Glasoow Aly LJoree
Base, Jtlihewisce intersects with Route No, 24 ihrough 171, Peck 1o other points
1 Montano,

Conliguration of this interscction is such that it constitutes a continuing threat
to highway travelers whether they he strangers to the arcea or local citizens.

We beliove correction of this situntion descrves highest pogsible priority, and
will Toolk forward to cooperating with you io instituling corvective measures as
cquickly as possible, ’

.V(‘/ly truly yours,

R //
r - ‘.;“, / / [}
L s :
e AP R R : N .
P ‘.l Teswdent, Cily Couedt :
J1 T rmes e 1
.l/ -/'/

P R -1 L B I A ‘
(.:&C,I’u?v'«'t.,l\/ Fo Forr Pecle Pocraotion Arco ;



Department of Heathand E-¥ronmenid Sciences

ATE OF IVIONTANA HELENA, MONTANA 55601

John S. Anderion M.D.
SMICTOR
December 11, 1974
Stephen C. Kologi, P.E. .
Chief, Preconstruction Bureau Re: 36-SCK Flasher, Sign
Department of Highways and Lighting Projects

Sixth and Roberts Streets
Helena, MT 59601

Dear Mr. Kologi:
We concur that flasher, signing and/or lighting projects
should have no adverse effects on air quality. Until further

notice, we will not need to be advised of action on these

projects.
Sincerely, \\\
‘ Q
R. Clark Neilson
' : Air Pollution Control Specialist
,/ Air Quality Bureau
RCN:dmg
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September 20, 1974

36-SCK
RF 144(10)
Glasgow Lighting
o Intersection of
I/ 4 U.S. 2 & Mont. 247
ENVIROM UL Letter of Intent
<ALITY

Environmental Quality Council
Director

P. 0. Box 215, Capital Post Office
Helena, Montana 59601

Dear Sir:

This is to inform you of a lighting project near Glasaow, Montana, The
project is located at the intersection of Highways U.S. 2 and Montana 247
approximately 2 miles east of Glasgow. The work to be completed will consist
of installing seven 400 watt mercury vapor Tuminaires. The nominal luminaire
mounting height will be 40 feet. An 8 inch amber flashing beacon will also be
installed on this project.

The land use in the immediate area of this project is agricultural.

Our purpose in writing you is to let you know about the project and to ask
that you advise us of anything which you know of about the area or of anything
planned for the area that might help us in our design. Any views or opinions
either for or against the project wili also be appraciated. It is our opinion
that the project should not adversely affect the environment to any great extent.
We plan to prepare a Negative Declaration rather than an Environmental Impact
Statement. However, any information or comments relating to environmental
matters that you might furnish would be appreciated and utilized.

The enclosed map shows the Tocation of the proposed project and the
imiediate area surrounding the project.

(Cont'd)
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Letter of Intent
September 20, 1974

RF 144(10)

Glasgow Lighting
Intersection of
U.S. 2 & Mont. 247

fhe enclosed 1ist indicates those agencies and individuals to which this

letter is being sent.

If you are aware of other agencies or groups that might

be affected or concerned and are not on the 1list, please let us know and we
will contact them.

36-SCK:AGZ:DVS:sk

Enclosures

CCl

H.

RN = T 0 L

. R
L.
D.
D.
F.
. W
L.
G.

Beckert
Champion
Anderson
Borden
Skoog
Anderson

Cloninger

Wheeler

Robert Hall

Very truly yours,

H. J. ANDERSON
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS

,x,'a'~ . e 7 >
BY: Q/é%é;éy%i;)ﬂw* . /%22;22/
Stephen C. Kologi, P.E. ¥

Chief-Preconstruction Bureau




Montana Automobile Association
Box 1703
Helena, Montana 59601

Ashley C. Roberts

State Liaison Officer for the
Preservation of Historic Sites

Department of Fish and Game

Sam Mitchell Building

Helena, Montana 59601

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration
501 North Fee

Helena, Montana 59601

U. S. Coast Guard

Conmander (mep)

Thirteenth Coast Guard

618 Second Avenue

Seattic, Washington 48104

Director

Department of Natural Resources
and Conservation

32 South Ewing

Helena, Montana 59601

Envivonmental Quality Council
Director

Box 215, Captial Post (ffice
Helena, Montana 55601

Department of Anthropology
Montana State University
Bozeman, Montana 59715

Department of Anthropology
University of Montana
Missoula, Montana 53801

Department of the Army
Omaha District
Corps of Ingineers

7410 U.S. Posl Oflice and Courthouse

Omahia, Nebraska 65102

Comtiss ioner
Depey tiont of State londs
State Cenitol Ditlding, Room 130

Holooo, Montana 5,900
Montane Chanber of Toooree
P. 0. Dox 17306

Helona, ontane 5O

Department of Transportation
Federal Aviation Administration
FAA Building, Room 2

Helena Airport

Helena, Montana 59601

Friends .of the Earth
ATTENTION: Ed Dobson

Box 882

Billings, Montana 59102

The State Clearinghouse

Office of Budget and Program Planning
Capital Post Office

Helena, Montana 59601

Montana League of Conservaticn Voters
Box 80

ATTENTION: William Tomlinson
Missoula, Montana 539801

Department of Health, Education and Welfare
8017 Federal Office Butlding

19th and Stout Street

Denver, Colorado 80202

Economic Development Administration
Chicago Title Building

909-17th Strect, Suite 505

Denver, Colorado 80202

Assistant Secretary-Program Policy

Department of the Interior

Washington, D.C. 20240

ATTENTION: Director, Environmental
Project Review (9 Copies)

Center for Planning & Development
Montana State University
Bozewan, Montana 59715

Environmental Protection Agency
Lincoln Tower

Suite 900 - 1860 Lincoln Street
Denver, Colorado 80203

Departnent of Intergovermental

Relations - fieronautics Division
Capital Station
Helena, HMontana 59601

Student Lnvironmeatal Hescarvch Contor
University of Mootana

Room 212, Vionturo Conter

Missoula, Fontana Has01



Dept. of Health & Environmental Sciences

Environmental Sciences Division
Administrator

Cogswell Building

Helena, Montana 59601

Department of Fish and Game
Assistant Administrator

Environment and Information Diyision
Sam ¥W. Mitchell Building

Helena, Montana 59601

Federal Housing Administration
Housing and Urban Development
Director

616 Helena Avenue

Helena, Montana 59601

Montana Broadcasters Association
213 5th Avenue
Helena, Montana 59601

Montana Stockgrowers Association
Secretary

P. 0. Box 1679

First National Bank Building
Helena, Montana 59601

Montana Wildlife Federation
Chairwoman, Highway Committee
1015 Peosta

Helena, Montana 59601

Regional Air Pollution Control, Director

Consumer Protection & Environmental
National Air Pollution Control Admin.
9017 Federal Office Building

Denver Colorado 80202

The Wilderness Society
4260 East Evans Avenue
Denver, Colorado 80222

U.S. Department of Agriculture
Office of the Secretary of Agricuiture
Hashington, D.C, 20250

U.S. Department of Agriculture
State Conservationist

Soil Conservation Service

P. 0. Box 970

Bozoewmar, Montana 59715

U.S. Federal Power Comgiission
LESH Battery Strect
San Francisco, California

Board of County Commissicners
Valtey Counuy
Glasgow, Monlana Y230

Small Business Administration
Power Block
Helena, Montana 59601

Sierra Club

% Mrs. Judy Reynoso
150 Henry

Helena, Montana 59601

Mountain Bell
447 North Park Avenue
Helena, Montana 59601

Documents Department
Montana State Library

930 Lyndale

Helena, Montana 59601

Montana Dakota Utility Company
239 4th Street
Glasgow, lMontana 59230

Montana Power Company
Electric Building
Butte, Montana 59701

School District #]

Mr. Gary F. Martin
Superintendent

Glasgow, Montana 59230

Chamber of Commerce
P. 0. Box 832
Glasgow, Montana 59230

City County Planning Board
P. 0. Box A
Glasgow, Montana 59230

Glasgow Courier
Glasgow, Montana 59230

Honorable James 0. Christinson
Major of Glasgow
Glasgow, Montana 56230

United States Postmaster
Valley County
Glasgow, iontana 56230
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January 21, 1975 32:8CK

I 94-5(18)174
Terry-Fallon

RECE"\, E@ Safety Corrections

Environmental Quality Council N 22’ﬁﬂ5
Capitol Station Jp LY
Helena, Montana 59601 iiﬁ\M_QUA

ENVIRON COUNCIL
Gentlemen:

Attached, for your information, are two (2) copies of
the Agency Impact Determination for the above project, as
approved by the Federal Highway Administration.

Very truly yours,

H.J. ANDERSON
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS

= //i—"‘a'“j f A A ( :\\ /f:&ff
Stephgn C. Kologi, D. E , Ch&éf
Preconstruction Bureau

32-SCK:KFS:JG:mb
Enclosures

cc: K. F. Skoog
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ST/‘:TE OF MONTANA

YA DYTR ACRLY ~ g- AN -
DEPARTMENT OF hs HVWAYS

e w——lT et I T

January 15, 1975

I 24-5(12)174
1lon Safe

U. 8. Departrent of Transportstion
Pederal Hizhvay A ati

501 leorth Fee

Heleng, Montana 59501

2
P
o8]
o
in
r
+

apw

08-30.22-2
Reply requested by 1/22/75

Centlenmen:

This Agency Iopact Dotermindtion {g being submitted for vou approval on
I 94-5(183174. Thuis project is lecated im Pralrie County om I1-94 bezinning
cone mil:s east of tevrrsy end exterding 6.5 miles easterly.

© The work will consist of cazfety imprevements to eliminate hazer
other itens on a previously comsiructed four lana Intersiate W
gection,

It iz cur cpinwcn that this project is not a msjor sction and 1t will

not significantly affect the emvironment. The project should not signifi-
eantly sffect the efr, noise or water quality of the area.

The work ' will vot affect other public workd asctivitics or recult in
guny alter: “lcn of land use of traific fleow peiterns. Ko new right-of-way
will be required. The major impact of the project will be to provide safer

2

gnd more efficienr tramsportaticn for the traveling pudblic.

Ve glso request the walver of g public hearing, location and design
notificaction requirements and clearinghouse approval. N

Very truly ycours,

H. J. ANDERSON N
' 32-SCK:KFS :JG :ub . DIRFCTOR OF KIGEWAYS

cc: S. C. Rolegi ’ j&é;L, s
By, LTS (/7 /’4/7’\-&)/
2L

B. Rusgell

K. 7. Skoog Stephen C. uolohx. P. ., Chieg
. D. D. And srEon b4 ecbnstruction Bureau

e AT 12 S SA R LT e peny - B B A LT it i S

ety Corres t cns

T concur 2/ ‘7 »\/'2/{—//& . JaN 1>~ i

/
nuua : DATE

¥

e

JT'*‘-m--w--‘-.AM-'--... -
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32:5CK
January 21, 1975

t;%\g €D 1 94-6(28)209

Glendive East &
West Safety

5
JAN 22 N TN
. . ; \
Environmental Quality Council T AL
Capitol Station EN“RONEOUNNL

Helena, Montana 59601
Gentlemen:

Aattached, for your information, are two (2) copies of
the Agency Impact Determination for the above project, as
approved by the Federal Highway Administration.

Very truly yours,

H.J. ANDERSON
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS

(a2t . CL =z
Stephen C. Kologi, P. E., Chlef
Preconstruction Bureau

32-SCK:KFS:JG:mb
Enclosures

cc: K.F. Skoog
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I %4-6(23)209
€lzudive East & West Safety

Gentlemen:

hiz Lgency Imnset Determivstien ig beins submitted for your zopproval
cn I 84-5(23)209. - This project & Davegon County on I-94 be- j
gioning sopromimately 2.5 milzs w naive gnd eszending 7.9 miles :
easterly to a polut gpproximately 2 a8t of Glendive. . i

., . T 1 £ P4 .
The work vill o oomelat of safegw
e

other items on & yrevicusly coust
section.

thst this proj ct is not 2 major zetion and it will
3 envircnment. 'Ihie project should pot signifi-
or

not significantly ail
water quality of rle ares.

It 18 our cpinimﬂ
egutly cffecct the ai

@l

The virk %ill not zffect other public works activities or result in

guy slteration of land use or trafiie flcow pstterns. lo new right-of-way
will pe required. %he major impsct of the project will de to provide safer
snd more efficient tramsportation for the traveling pudlic.

0

alzo request the weiver of a public hearing, locstion gnd design noti-

Iica?ian vequirezments and clcovinghouse gpproval.
Very truly yours, .
E. J. AIDIRSOR _:

32-SCr KPS : 3G :mb DIKECTOR OF HIGHWAYS

S. C. Kologl P .

B. Rusggell : d} > 7 /})‘, - N ’;-/*«.;’./‘

K. ¥, Skoog ,:;te:ﬁbeu C. kolc,ﬁ, P. E., Chief
//Pr"“cndtru’cion Eureau

. D. D. Andersca
(/'7///( JAN 17 1275

‘\\\\ Date

I concur
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John S. Anderson M.D.
DIRECTOR

January 23, 1975 JAN 23 75

ENVIRG! 7277 L QUALITY
Coa

Board of County Commissioners, Ravaili County Courthouse, Hamilton
County Planning Board, Ravalli County Courthouse, Hamilton
Mr. Frank Gessaman, R.S., Co. San., Courthouse, Hamilton
~/ Environmental Quality Council, Helena
Department of Fish and Game, Helena
State Library, Helena
Mr. Bent Laursen, Florence
Mr. James Simpson, Florence
Mr. Harry Theorod, Florence

A NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FOR THE
LAURSEN SWINE OPERATION

Pursuant to the Montana Environmental Policy Act, the following
negative declaration is prepared by the Department of Health and Environ-
mental Sciences concerning the Laursen Swine Operation and a request by
Mr. Bent Laursen for a waste discharge permit for a proposed animal con-
finement facility south of Florence, Montana.

The purpose of this negative declaration is to inform all interested 'i
governmental agencies and public groups of the Water Quality Bureau's b
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.

Messrs. Martin and Bent Laursen are currently in the process of
constructing a total confinement swine operation which would have maximum
annual capacity for approximately 1,200 pigs. This operation will be
located in the NWy, NE4%, Sec. 35, T. 10 N., R. 20 W., of Ravalli County.
The approximate location of this facility is indicated on the attached
map.

The livestock associated with this animal confinement facility will
be totally confined within buildings on the premises. The operation will
consist of farrowing sows and feeding to market weight the pigs which are
produced. The waste material which is produced within the building will
be scraped daily into a pit located beneath the floor and running the
entire length of each building. This waste material will then be perijodi-
cally flushed to a retention pond located south of the animal confinement



Laursen Swine Operation
Page 2
January 23, 1975

facility. Storage capacity in this retention pond exceeds the minimum

120 day storage requirement. The retention pond will be lined with clay
to prevent parcolation of this waste material into the groundwater. The
waste control facility will be managed such that there is no direct dis-
charge of waste material to state waters. It may be necessary to
periodically remove waste material from this facility and dispose of it

on adjacent agricultural land. Provisions for such disposal are currently
being made.

Any animal confinement facility can have an effect on the environment.
Adverse effects can, however, be minimized through implementation of a
good waste management program. Odors around the animal confinement facil-
ity will be minimized through good housekeeping within the confinement
buildings and if necessary, the addition of chemicals to the retention
pond. Flies will be controlled through a routine baiting and trapping
program. Dead animals will be disposed of by a local rendering service.

Adherence to the waste management program which has been proposed
should result in minimal adverse environmental effect on the area involved.
The only alternative available to the applicant would be the selection of
an alternate site. As leng as this operation will not result in a dis-
charge of waste material to state waters and can be operated without
creating nuisance conditions for the surrounding environment, such relo-
cation does not seem justifiable.

é &

Steven L. Pilcher
Agricultural Wastewater Specialist
Water Quality Bureau

Environmental Sciences Division

SLP:v1f
Attachment
cc: Ben Wake
Dan Vichorek
Air Quality Bureau
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Deparimentot Healthono “Monrentol Sciences

STATE OF MONTANA HELENA, MONTANA 59601

KALISPELL REGIONAL OFFICE-Box 1031-Kalispell, MT 59901  lohSjidesenMD.

E e
January 9, 1975

B“ 2,1

. P
“UP\\'\T\( L9 ClCM,{ﬁ .
COPIES TO: 5
: EB’“(‘ ¢

Mr. E. C. Granrud, Rt. 1, Kalispell

Mr. D. K. Marquardt, P.E., 1031 S. Main, Kalispell
“~uMontana Environmental Quality Council, Box 215 Capitol Station, Helena

Montana State Fish & Game Dept. Attn: Mr. Jim Posewitz, Mitchell Bldg., Helena

Montana State Dept. of Health & Env. Sciences, Water Quality Bureau, Helena

Montana State Dept. of Intergovernmental Reltions, Div. of Planning & Economic

Development, Capitol Station, Helena

Mr. Ben Wake, Administrator, Environmental Sciences Division, Helena

Flathead County Commissioners, Courthouse Annex, Kalispell

Areawide Planning Organization, 3 Ford Bldg, Kalispell

B. C. McIntyre, M.D., Flathead County Health Officer, Box 427, Whitefish

Flathead County Sanitarian, Mr. Elwyn Garner, Box 919, Kalispell

Honorable Larry Bjorneby, Mayor, City of Kalispell

Flathead Tomorrow, Box 173, Bigfork

Gentlemen:
Enclosed is a Negative Declaration that has been prepared for the Stillwater

Terrace No. 2, a small subdivision in Flathead County, Montana. This is being
sent to you for your information and understanding.

The subdivision has been submitted to the Department of Health for the approval
of plans for water supply system and sewage disposal. This statement defines the
project and specifies those reasons the subdivision has been recommended for
approval without the development of a complete Environmental Impact Statement.

In doing so, the declaration is intended to assure all groups and agencies

that this approval is being sought within the intent of both the Montana
Environmental Quality Act and the Montana Subdivision Law.

Sincerely,
\\,/55%447(/7ﬂ<;>¢é£2—
Wilur 0. &fkin, P.E.

Public Health Engineer
Environmental Sciences Division

WOA : jh

Enclosure



A NEGATIVE DECLARATION

! FOR
STILLWATER TERRACE NO. 2.
v A Proposed Subdivision in Flathead County, Montana
DIVIBION: Montana State Dept. of Health and TYPE OF ACTION: Subdivision Approval
Environmental Sciences plus Water System Approval for both phases
PREPARED BY: Wilbur O. Aikin, P.E. of Stillwater Terrace project.
Public Health Engineer DATE: January 7, 1975

Kalispell Regional Office
LOCATION AND STIZE: 3 lots on approximately 2.0 acres, two miles north of Kalispell on the west
edge of the terrace which separates Whitefish and Stillwater Riwvers. Stillwater River is
contingent to, and 35 feet lower than, the Stillwater Terrace No. 2 subdivision. Lot sizes
17,500, 17,300, and 23,300 square feet in size. .. :
LAND USE: Existing use hay and pasture land. Can be used sucessfully for dry land farming
including grains. Agricultural capability is 100% Class II. The phase 1 Stillwater Terrace
subdivision on the south is occupied by mobile homes.

WATER QUALITY PLAN CONCEPTS:

Water Supply: Community system with drilled well source. System will include earlier phase 1
Stillwater Terrace subdivision---approved June 6, 1974; E.S. 15-74-K131; 7 lots on 5.5 acres---
and will be owned and operated by the developer, Mr. Edgar Granrud. The drilled well source
has been completed at 135 feet with a (bailed) yield of 15 gpm. A 6,500 gallon storage tank
will be installed to meet peak flow requirements; a hydropneumatic tank battery will be
incorporated into the system to provide pressure and volume to the individual users.
Distribution piping is 2 inch p.v.c. System capability will meet only requirements of domestic
water supply. Irrigation water and adequate fire protection flow potential is not physically
possible with the source and pipe indicated in this plan.

Sewage Disposal: By septic tank and drainfield. Soil is amenable to an application rate of

1 gallon per square foot per day. Individual sewage systems, properly installed should not be
troublesome at any of these sites.

Solid Waste: Ultimate disposal to Flathead County Landfill Site.

Storm Runoff: Flooding from Stillwater River is not reasonably possible.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS :

Subdivision is atop flat terrace surface. No wet areas, ravines, or watercourses lie in

plat area. No cut and fill sections or stream crossings are indicated. Area is also void

of all vegetation except grasses and grains. Access to two lots will be provided from
existing county road, and a private road now developing to other other subdivision projects in
area will provide access to the third lot.

Soils are Kalispell loams; Soil Conservation Service evaluations on all subdivision use
categories is slight to moderate.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

Plat is on west center of an extremely large phase subdivision project now under review as
Village Properties. Both the Stillwater phases and the larger Village Properties projects are
developing on Class II agricultural land. A variance in this matter will be required for both
from local planning jurisdictions. 1In its own small way the one adverse impact from this
project can best be summed up as an incremental loss of agricultural land.

Data required by regulation and law was provided this office by D. K. Marquardt, P.E.,
Civil Engineer and registered Land Surveyor.

THIS DIVISION ACTION IS CONSIDERED TO BE: NOT SIGNIFICANT

The Stillwater Terrace No. 2 subdivision will be examined publicly by means of a summary
review procedure because the 'summary review' is both a preliminary and final review. A
recommendation will not be made by the local planning board until the State Dept. of Health
and the Flathead County Health Dept. has approved or disapproved in writing the water supply,
sewage disposal, and solid waste concepts. It is the intention of this office to produce

such a statement as soon as a board review date has been set by the Flathead Areawide Planning
Organization.
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Depariment of Heathand Er'¥ronmenial Sciences

STATE OF VMIONTANA HELENA, MONTANA 5@ @
KALISPELL REGIONAL OFFIC%@W @SW gl MT 59901 %SAMM D

/”27‘973-———»’—‘“ January 9, 1975
JAN —
e uALTY
..T”{“ B . L Q 3 (
COPIES TO: ENV\RO“-'E;. R 1S C\ oS

Mr. Bill Brass % The Brass Lantern, Lakeside, MT

Doyle and Associates, Glacier Bldg., Kalispell

Montana Environmental Quality Council, Box 215 Capitol Station, Helena

State Fish & Game Dept., Attn: Mr. Jim Posewitz, Mitchell Bldg, Helena

Montana State Highway Dept., Kalispell Div., 6th Ave. E.N. & Montana, Kalispell

Montana State Forestry, Kalispell Div. 93 North,Kalispell

Montana State Dept. of Health & Env. Sciences, Water Quality Bureaj, Helena

Montana State Dept. of Intergovernmental Relations, Div. of Planning & Economic
Development, Capitol Station, Helena

Montana State Library, 930 E. Lyndale, Helena

Mr. Ben Wake, Administrator, Environmental Sciences Division, Helena

USDA Forest Service, District Ranger, Swan Lake Ranger District, Bigfork

Flathead County Commissioners, Courthouse Annex, Kalispell

Areawide Planning Organization, 3 Ford Bldg. Kalispell

B. C. McIntyre, M.D., Box 427, Whitefish

Flathead County Sanitarian, Box 919, Kalispell

Mr. Wayne Herman, President, Flathead Wildlife, Inc. Box 4 Kalispell

Flathead Lakers, Inc. Mr. Bourke MacDonald, Box 314, Polson

Polson Outdoors, Inc. Box 1432, Polson

Student Environmental Research Center, Room 212 Venture Center, Missoula

Regional Planning Assoc. of Western Montana, 133 W. Main, Missoula

Flathead Tomorrow, Box 173, Bigfork

Gentlemen:

Enclosed is a Negative Declaration that has been prepared for the Sunrise Acres #2,
a small subdivision in Flathead County, Montana. This is being sent to you for
your information and understanding. P

The subdivision has been submitted to the Department of Health for the approval of
plans for water supply system and sewage disposal. This statement defines the
project and specifies those reasons the subdivision has been recommended for
approval without the development of a complete Environmental Impact Statement.

In doing so, the declaration is intended to assure all groups and agencies that
this approval is being sought within the intent of both the Montana Environmental
Quality Act and the Montana Subdivision Law.

Sincerely,

z%ﬂ Qé
Wil .

Public Hea th Englneer
Environmental Sciences Division

WOA : jh

Enclosure wsighiioe 2




A NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FOR

SUNRISE ACRES #2

A Proposed Subdivision in Flathead County, Montana

Pursuant to the Montana Environmental Policy Act, Section 69-6504 (b) (3),
the act controlling both public and private water supply and sewage disposal
for subdivisions, Section 69-5001; and the act to control water pollution,
Section 69-4801 to 4827; the following Negative Declaration is prepared by
the State Department of Health and Environmental Sciences, Environmental
Sciences Division, concerning the proposed Sunrise Acres #2 subdivision,
located % mile west of Lakeside, in Flathead County, Montana.

SIZE

The Sunrise Acres #2 subdivision plat shows 17 lots on 13.6 acres of which 2.5
acres is to be committed to roadways and other facility siting. Individual lots
range from 0.5 acres to as much as 0.86 acres in size. The tract is reasonably
regular in shape with the plat laid out in a manner designed to provide a logical
extension of roadways which already exist or are planned in the contingent
Lakeside community. Interior roads will be laid out according to county standards
and the right-of-way will be dedicated to the county for ultimate operation and
maintenance.

LOCATION

The Sunrise Acres #2 subdivision lies along the west side of the unincorporated
community of Lakeside, Montana. The town itself is a linear recreational-
residential buildup which has been controlled primarily by the congruency of
Highway 93 with a flat open portion of the Flathead Lake shoreline. Xalispell,
Montana is approximately 15 miles to the north while Somers, Montana is only

5 miles to the north near the top of Flathead Lake. Access into the subdivision
will be from a complex of county roads which enter into the general area from
pre-existing Highway 93 turnoffs in the vicinity of the commercial part of town.

LAND USE

Hillside land along the west rim of the Lakeside community has had little or no
economic use following the early day removal of merchantable timber. Highest use
has been to present a forested scenic background for the shoreline community,
since the agricultural potential is nil and the forestry potential is no more
than moderate. The existing community of Lakeside unfortunately developed

around an area which is in both a ground water recharge area (Bierney Creek and
to some extent Stoner Creek) and an area of clay rich lakebed deposition.
Continued development is virtually impossible without the creation of community
sewer services to serve any high density population. As a result new development
has begun moving into the foothills area where the soil is reasonably amenable

to the use of septic tanks, and the ground water table is at considerable depth.
Troutbeck Rise, a subdivision of some 80 lots on 63 acres has already been reviewed
and approved by this office within the past 90 days. This earlier project
occupies the south % of the southeast % of section 12 directly west of and
contingent to Sunrise Acres #2. See map enclosure.



A Negatlve peclaration January o, Lv/>
Sunrise Acres #2 Page 2

Land on the east and the north is already nominal low density residential use.
Land to the south remains in large block timberland state.

WATER QUALITY PLANNING CONCEPTS

Water Supply: Water is to be supplied to the development by the Lakeside Water Co.
Inc., a public utility. This is perfectly feasible since the surface storage tank
serving the Lakeside Water Co. is already sited within the Sunrise Acres #2 tract
and the owner of the water supply system is also the subdivision developer.

Plans and specifications for this extension of the existing system were not
provided with the preliminary data, however, planning schematics have been
discussed and an engineering firm is now preparing those documents necessary for
review.

Sewage Disposal: Sanitary sewage is to be disposed of by means of individual
septic tank and absorption fields. Since the lots are to be served by a
community water supply, the required minimum lot size of 20,000 £t2 of usable
space is met and in some cases exceeded. Percolation rates were found to be
reasonably uniform and in the 1 inch to 5 or 6 minute range; indicating septic
effluents can be safely impressed on this soil at the rate of 1.5 gallons per
square foot per day.

It has been the desire of the developer to reach agreement with the local planning
agencies for approval to designate part of the development for possible multi-family
utilization. Specifically Lot 1 thru 7 inclusive, the west side of the subdivision,
would be designated for either single family or duplex residential construction.
Inasmuch as the protective covenants stipulate that any ''duplex" would have no

more than 5 bedrooms, it is apparent that this type of multi-family unit would be
only slightly larger than the usual single-family residence. A single septic tank
would accept waste from either residential types, and a single drainfield would be
required, based as before, on the established design rate of 1.5 gallons per square
foot per day. Properly constructed, this Department can see no significant
difference between a 4-~5 bedroom duplex and a 1-4 bedroom single family residence.

Slope is the sole field condition which might provide some difficulties. Overall
the irregular hillside terrace slopes as high as 15-to 25%; however, with the lots
in the % acre size range all lots also have flatter sections which offer drainfield
sites in an acceptable 7 to 15% range. Waste disposal in such ground should not
create a public health hazard....If waste system sites are approved by the County
Health Department prior to the actual commencement of construction.

Solid Waste: Lakeside is now being served by containerized field service site.
Homeowners will be able to utilize this facility themselves or they can make
use of the route pickup already available in the area. 1In either case ultimate
disposal of solid waste will be made to the Flathead County Landfill site.
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Storm Runoff: Except for the possibility of the ''peak 48 hour ten year storm
runoff', surface waters from storms or snow melt is not a serious consideration.
Most precipitation will be recharged into the subsurface. Roads are also to be
constructed in such a manner as to intercept most excess runoff both from this
project and from the new subdivision further up the slope. Direct discharge

into surface water simply cannot be foreseen as an adverse impact. It is
prossible however, that any massive runoff of storm water could discharge out

onto the flat area at the toe of the slope, and pond on property other than that
owned by the people in the project area.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS

Geogrphically the entire area is simply a terraced hillside which has been shaped
out of glacial debris, lake bed and alluvial fan material which has been laid
down over a massive limestone. Soil is thin, but the subsoil debris of silty
sand and gravel is thick enough that bedrock is not visible by field examination,
or encountered in the mandatory test pits which were opened up to investigate
bedrock/ground water occurrances.

The area has been long since logged of any good merchantable timber, and the
ground cover is now a mixture of patchy fir and brush (20-257%) with many grassy
shruby slopes (50%). 25-30% of the area has already been cleared in incremental
amounts down through the years in order to provide impromptu roads, trails, fire
breaks, or facility sites.

The owner has also maintained a park like quality through the area by removing as
much dead wood and brush as possible in order to control the degree of fire
hazard. This area can and does become very dry on occassion, and fire danger,

a direct function of rainfall, should be a consideration.

No flood plain violations, ground water table encroachments, or water channel

road crossings are anticipated as a result of this development. Roadway and access
routes have been given careful scrutiny by the Areawide Planning Organization, and
recommendations made by this group are being followed in order to control access,
improve safety, and minimize disruptive site impacts.,

No surface water of any kind should be effected except to speculate as to the
ultimate fate of nutrients discharged into the soil system from hillside absorption
fields. Direct surface contamination or slope runoff into surface water is very
nearly impossible in comsidering the topography and field conditions.

ADVERSE TMPACTS

A public hearing was held on October 12, 1974 following notification by the
Areawide Planning Organization of the Sunrise Acres #2 proposal to those groups

or organizations required to provide public or social services to the eventual
homeowners. From this procedure it was determined that the available facilities
in Lakeside make it very likely that the impacts on schools and other services
such as fire protection, police protection, would be minimal and within acceptable
limits. »
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Conflicts with the maturally occurring uses of the ground for winter game range
or timber management were also considered to be nominal and within acceptable
adverse impacts. Aesthetically the project is difficult to fault because much
of the ground is open space and capable of utilization without gross removal

of the existing vegetation.

Because the proposal has passed through the various local planning board
procedures, and because the concepts for the development of water supply,
sewage disposal, and solid waste are within acceptable limits; it is the
intention of this office to make a statement of approval as soon as the
engineering aspects of these systems have been submitted and accepted as
satisfactory.

Therefore, This Division Action Is Considered To Be: NOT SIGNIFICANT
A statement of approval defining the conditions will be attached to the plat

at the proper time. A letter concurring with the action has already been
received from the Flathead County Health Department.

This Negative Declaration was prepared by Wilbur O. Aikin, P.E., a Public Health
Engineer on the staff of the Kalispell Regional Office, Water Quality Bureau,

Montana State Department of Health and Environmental Sciences. That data required
by law was provided by the Doyle Enterprises Surveying firm in Kalispell, Montana,

and from Mr. Bill Brass, owner and developer of the proposed subdivision tract.
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James H. Miller Box 1037, Polson

Putnam & Associates 119 Main, Kalispell

Montana Environmental Quality Council, Box 215 Capitol Station, Helena

State Fish & Game Dept., Attn: Mr. Jim Posewitz, Mitchell Bldg, Helena

State Highway Dept. Kalispell Div., 6th Ave. E.N. & Montana, Kalispell

State Dept. of Health & Env. Sciences, Water Quality Bureau, Helena

Dept. of Natural Resources and Conservation, Environmental Coordinator, 32 S.
Ewing, Helena

State Dept. of Intergovernmental Relations, Div. of Planning & Economic Development,
Capitol Station, Helena

Montana State Library, 930 E. Lyndale, Helena

Mr. Ben Wake, Administrator, Environmental Sciences Division, Helena

USDA Forest Service, District Ranger, Swan Lake Ranger District, Bigfork

Flathead County Commissioners, Courthouse Annex, Kalispell

Flathead Areawide Planning Organization, 3 Ford Bldg, Kalispell

B. C. McIntyre, M.D., Flathead County Health Officer, Box 427, Whitefish

Flathead County Sanitarian, Mr. Elwyn Garner, Box 919, Kalispell

Flathead Wildlife, Mr. Wayne Herman, President, Box 4, Kalispell

Student Environmental Research Center, Room 212 Venture Center, Missoula

Swan Citizens Conservation Counci}, Mr. Bryce Wiscarson, Seeley Lake

Trout Unlimited, Box 858, Kalispell

Regional Planning Assoc. of Western Montana, 133 W. Main, Missoula

Flathead Tomorrow, Box 173, Bigfork

Mr. Joe Potocozny, East Shore-Swan Planning Advisory Group % Bigfork Elementary
School, Bigfork

Gentlemen:

Enclosed is a Negative Declaration that has been prepared for the Marken Point
-\.Eracts, a subdivision in Flathead County, Montana. This is being sent to you
for your information and understanding.

The subdivision has been submitted to the Department of Health for the approval
of plans for water supply system, and sewage disposal. This statement defines
project and specifies those reasons the subdivision has been recommended for
approval without the development of a complete Environmental Impact Statement.
In doing so, the declaration is intended to assure all groups and agencies that
this approval is being sought within the intent of both the Montana Environ-
mental Quality Act and the Montana Subdivision Law.

Sincerely,

e /

wnpﬂ. Alk(
Public Health r‘ngineer
Environmental Sciences Division

b WOA : jh
Enclosure



A NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FOR

MARKEN POINT TRACTS

A Proposed Subdivision in Flathead County, Montana

Pursuant to the Montana Environmental Policy Act, Section 69-6504 (b) (3), the
act controlling both public and private water supply and sewage disposal for
subdivision, Section 69-5001 to 69-5005; and the act to control water pollution,
Section 69-4801 to 4827, the following Negative Declaration is prepared by the
State Department of Health and Environmental Sciences, Environmental Sciences
Division, concerning the Marken Point Tracts Subdivision which is herewith being
reviewed for administrative approval.

INTRODUCTORY NCTE

The Marken Point Tracts subdivision is a land division project which has been
conferred upon, submitted, reviewed, and temporarily withdrawn for cause several
times in the last two years. The original plat showed 56 lots in the same area
which is now being reviewed as a plat of 10 lots. Flood plain encroachment,

high ground water tables along the river frontage, and relocation or outright
elimination of an included Swan River overflow channel were problems difficult to
overcome on previous proposals.

LOCATION AND SIZE

The undivided Marken Point Tracts has a gross area of 69.9 acres. Tncluded in
this acreage is a common area of 18.1 acres, an access right-of-way area of 3.5
acres, 10 lots on 46.4 acres, and a public access area of 1.0 acres. The largest
lot is 5.2 acres and the smallest is 4.3 acres. The common area is a single
contiguous block which forms a buffer strip or green belt between all of the
lots and the river. Under normal stream conditions none of the lots will have
frontage directly on the river.

A single lot of 4.0 acres is included within the plat as an exceptiom to the plat.
This lot does have river frontage, and the lot so defined contains the original
residence of the individual owning the entire 69.9 acre tract.

Geographically, the subdivision is on the inside bend of a large meander in the
lower Swan River at a point about 3 miles downstream from the Swan Lake outfall
into the lower Swan River. Bigfork, Montana is approximately 6 road miles east
along State Highway 326 and 209. Access into the subdivision is directly off
Highway 326 onto an existing county road which will provide immediate access to
3 of the proposed lots.

ACCESS

With 3 of the lots already accessible it will be necessary to provide only 1700
linear feet of 60 foot R.0.W. to provide access to the remaining lots as well
as to the public access site along the river. This interior road will be built
to Flathead County standards and dedicated to the county as a public road.
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LAND USE

This area has heen designated as having a Class IV agricultural capability and a
marginally moderate timberland potential. More specifically, it has also had a
recent history of having been used as a grazing site of poor value and as a
Christmas tree plantation which was allowed to lapse because of production
difficulties and cost of management. The Christmas tree plantation project was
conceived and managed by a reputable and experienced local firm and covered a
span of 10 years of operation. The difficulties encountered appear to be well
substantiated, and it would appear that real value for such a purpose as this

is not realistically valid.

An evaluation by the forester on the staff of the Areawide Planning Organization
also indicates that this ground might be suited for utilization as a Grand Fir
tree farm; however, this is purely speculative and no specific recommendation
has been made stating that the subdivision project be refused in favor of
recommending such an experimental designation.

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

The Marken Point Tracts subdivision is unique in that it is the first proposal
this office has received which falls within the boundaries of a 15,000 acre
Flathead County regional study which was documented in a report prepared by

the Montana Department of Natural Resources and Conservation under the title of
"A_Resource Inventory Method for Land Use Planning in Montana" (1973).

As a result, an unusually large amount of information is available for purposes
of outlining environmental conditions in the small local area which is under
consideration in this statement.

(1) Ownership-Mostly large (over 5 acre) blocks privately owned; across the
river, to the west, the ground is extensively subdivided into small
tract ownership.

(2) Land Use-Mapped as mixed forest land-agricultural with the '"common ground",
defined on the enclosed map, classified as a water area. The decrepency
between this classification and the actual experience in land use has been
discussed earlier.

(3) Historical Values-None postulated for this precise area.

(4) Geology-Quaternary glacial lake deposits with minor quaternary alluvium.
The nearest significant fault line is 3/4 mile to the east along the
mountain front.

(5) Land Form-Flood plain and valley floor. It will be noted on the enclosed
map that a "flood line'" has been indicated. This is the approximate 1974
flood line, a height that was surprisingly close to the projected 100
year elevation. From this it can be seen that lots 4 to 10, inclusive,
project out into the 1974 flood area.
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However, all of the lots also have large amounts of ground outside

the accepted high water mark. The declaration of restrictive covenants
also states that all structures will be built on ground of elevation of
3026 or higher and that no septic tank drainfields will be on elevations
less that 3027 or higher. Flood plain problems appear to have been
brought under control by this lot layout configuration and the accom-
panying land use provisions.

(6) Geological Resources-None noted.

(7) Climate-24 to 26 inches of precipitation with an average of 110 days per
year of freeze-free weather. Maximum seasonal temperatures are about
the same as Bigfork, Montana, however, seasonal minimums are 3 to 5
degrees fahrenheit cooler.

(8) Hydrology-No surface stream or ground water recharge zones discharge into
this area from the mountain front. Area is within a very small % square
mile drainage basin of its own between two larger drainage basins. Except
for flooding along the river frontage, storm runoff will not be a significant
hydrologic limitation.

(9) Agricultural Capability-The Department of Intergovernmental Relations map
indicates that the flood plain is in Class V=-VIII (severe limitation), with
that area outside the flood plain in Class I and IT (slight limitation).
Again, such a high value classification of the non flood plain portion is
at odds with the experience gained in the past 10 years. This fact led
the developers staff to question the capability classification shown. The
Soil Conservation Service was contacted, and a series of new pits were
opened for investigation. A new statement was issued by the Soil Conser-
vation Service concurring that the soil in the area was actually mostly
Class IV-VIII (a gravelly loam), and 907 of the previous Class I-I1 area
remapped into a category of lesser agricultural value.

(10) Slope-Flood plain area is on a 0-2% slope. The area outside the flood
plain is on a 2-47 slope. All slopes are toward the river.

(11) Road Limitations-Given as severe to moderate because of frost heave
potential and gravel, cobble, stone content.

(12) Residential Building Limitations (with basement)-Listed as moderate to
slight depending on proxemity to flood plain line.

(13) Septic Tank Drainfield Soil Limitations-Given as slight in that area above
the flood plain to severe within the flood plain and along the narrow
band contingent thereto.

The test holes dug for the purposes of soil reclassification were also
used to document ground water elevations. During the spring of 1974,

a ground water elevation of approximately 3020 was noted. Since
residences will not be constructed below elevation 3026, it is apparent
that a home constructed at or near this elevation probably could not
use gravity disposal from a septic tank as a means of eliminating
sanitary system waste waters.
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Only ground at elevation 3027 or more is capable of utilizing the
typical septic tank system, while still maintaining regulatory

gspacial relationships with the maximum yearly high ground water table.
Homes located at or near the 3026 elevation would therefore be required
to pump effluents back onto the eastern margin of their property and
disposal trenches will be required to be buried no deeper than 24 inches
relative to such a surface. There is a satisfactory amount of ground
available for disposal purposes on all lots; however, it is localized
along the east edge of the lot 4-10 block, and it is small compared to
the generally large size of the lots.

(14) Vegetation-Below the flood plain, crown cover ranges from O to 40%,
above the flood plain crown cover vegetation equals 40-80%. Broadly
the area is classified as a Grand Fir/green cup beadlilly category.
Species could or do include Douglas fir, lodgepole pine, larch, spruce,
hemlock, and birch.

(15) Wildlife-Interestingly enough this subdivision plot area is said to be
both a '"small mammal area' and a white-tail deer feeding area. The
significance of this small mammal category is not clear, however, it
was noted that this small area was one of the largest, if not the largest,
such area in the entire 15,000 acre study block.

(16) Visual Resources-The area of the subdivision is well screened from the
main State highways. The flood plain portion of the river bend (common
area) is considered to be a minor landscape feature with a so-called
"'short view' value looking west across the Swan River.

(17) Recreational Analysis-The shoreline band---meaning most of the area

' set aside as common ground---is classified as a natural environmental area.
That portion of the plat containing the lots has no value as a historical
culture area, a natural environmental area, or a general outdoor recrea-
tional area. N

(18) Land Capability Composite-That area along the river is in the severely limited
category; that within the subdivided lot area is primarily in an area of
very, very few limitations.

WATER QUALITY PLANNING CONCEPTS

Water Supply-Water is to be supplied to the individual homes by means of individual
drilled wells. An existing well now producing within the tract was completed at
124 feet with a yield of 150 gpm. After considering the well log and the apparent
geological configuration, there is very little question that similar drilled wells
will provide satisfactory results. It will be stipulated, however, that while
shallow wells in the flood plain aquifer are possible, they will not be accepted
as a source of domestic water unless a satisfactory disinfection system is
included. This is mentioned only because it is an option probably open to owners
on most of the lots. The common area green belt is also reasonable insurance
against installing water supply intakes in the river bed itself.
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Sewage Disposal-Individual septic tank and drainfields are to be the method of
choice. The soil/ground water elevation has been discussed in prior sections .of
this report. Percolation rates submitted with the proposal indicate an application
rate of 1 gallon per square foot per day is a satisfactory design rate for the
discharge of effluents into the soil system.

Solid Waste-Containerized green box disposal sites are available within 5 miles on
both the highway routes to the west, toward either Bigfork or Kalispell.

Storm Runoff-Area has no reasonably forseeable problems on this matter provided
the restrictive covenants are adhered to.

Stream Bed Modification-Previous subdivision proposals for this project also
contained a complex series of stream bed and flood plain modification concepts
which caused considerable comment and opposition from those people now living
near the river and below the tract area.

The proposal now being submitted has abandoned all such ideas, and with a
community owned park land occupying all of the land between the lots and the
river, a green belt has been created which should be difficult to disturb to the
detriment of downstream land owners. It also protects against drinking water
system intakes being installed in the stream which would be adverse to either
the fishery or water quality in that stream

ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS AND THE CONSIDERATION OF ALTERNATIVES

The adverse effects possible from the new subdivision configuration are now very
minimal. These include the possible loss of agricultural/forestry management
potential, and probably adverse effect to the small mammal and/or white-tail

deer range.

No alternatives were considered once it was firmly established that the ground
water flood plain problems had been compromised and that individual water system/
septic tank systems could be installed within regulatory limitation on a low

density basis.

Considered purely on the basis of the facts as they now appear to exist, the action
of this division has to be considered to be: NOT SIGNIFICANT.

Concurrance on this action has not yet been received from the Flathead County
Health Department. The proposal is still under study by this local agency and
final approval cannot be made by this office until written agreement has been
received. The public hearing of the Flathead Areawide Planning Organization is
also scheduled for February 12, 1975 and the P.C.A. building in Kalispell, Montana.
This office is prepared to write an approval statement on the Marken Point Tracts
subdivision provided the proposal receives Planning Board approval and County
Health Department approval.
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This Negative Declaration was prepared by Wilbur O. Aikin, P.E., a Public
Health Engineer of the staff of the Kalispell Regional Office, Water Quality
Bureau, Montana State Department of Health and Environmental Sciences.

That data required by law was provided by Putnam and Associates, a registered
land surveying firm in Falispell, Montana and from Charles D. Olson and James
H. Miller developers from Polson, Montana. Mr. Jack Cloninger of the Soil
Conservation Service in Kalispell, Montana provided special studies data on the
agricultural status and soil condition at the subdivision site.

As was noted in the body of the report the staff of the Flathead County Areawide
Planning Organization contributed to the environmental assessment study and the
Montana Department of Natural Resources and Conservation contributed, indirectly,
to the evaluation of this environmental assessment.
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January 23, 1975

N REPLY REFER T

RF-183(14)
St. Regis Bridge

Environmental Quality Council
Room 366 State Capitol Building
Helena, Montana 59601

Dear Sir:
Enclosed herewlth for your information and files are two copies of the

Agency Impact Determination for the above project as approved by the
FHWA Division Engineer.

Very truly yours,

B. J. ANDERSON
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS

S WS

Gerald L. Anders, Supr.
Consultant Design Sectlon

39-GLA:JGS:dt
attachment

cc: G. L. Anders

GEORGE WO ATV IGH, SHAIRMAN
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STATE OF MONTANA
DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS

January 16, 1975

RF 182(14)
St.Peuis Bridge

U.S.. czpartmant of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration
Helena, liontana 59601

06-30.22-A1

Gentleien:

This Acency Impact Determination is submitted for your concurrence
tham an environmental impact statement or negative declaraticn is not
needed for this ncrmajor action.

We are proposing to repair the existina bridae over the St. Reois
River on U.S. 10 at St. Reais as statea in the attached memo of
October 31, 1974 to tir, Beckert. Copies of the referenced mewmo's
of Octobter 21st and October 23rd are also included.

As stated in FHPM ¥ransmittal 107, Volume 7, Chapter 7, Section 2,
Paragraph 10C, a nonmajor action which is a FHWA action will not
require an EIS or a negative declaration.

Paragraph 10e(5) further states that one type of action crdinarily
considered to be nonmajor is reconstruction of existing strcam crossings.

Voluue 7, Chapter 7, Sectfon 5, Paragraph 6C indicates that a public
hearing 1s not required for a proposed project such as this.

In view of the above we request your concurrence in our determination
that a negative declaration is not necessary and we also reaunst
design approval for the project at this time. Our Public iz>rinas
Unit will advertise our request for design approva1 in the\croner

media,
] | H ' u\l U\ fx
EJ ] [ ] R
NIE , ’
M ’
1
thm____%_ i
af o [V
SRR




U.S. Department of Transportation

llelena, tontana
January 16, 1975
page 2

We feel this information adeauately addresses the comments comtained in
your letter of October 15, 1974 pertaining to this matter.

Attachments

39-SCK/GLA/JIGRS/ads

cc: D.0. Anderson
6.C. Hiller
H.E. Stratton
G.L. Anders

I concur . *22£1g
Cv!

//7/ /) i

Very truly yours,

H.J. ANDERSOH
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS

/7/% / ’ /( ,f,?i/’ -‘,,/ .

-

Stnphen C. hO]Oﬁl P.E. ,b118f
Preconstruction dureau

Date / jé ~/V

/q/ ;rt uivi sion Engineer
]f/ Federal Highway Administration

j
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Mr. H. J. Anderson
Director of Highways
Department of Highways
‘Helena, Montana 59601

Attention: Gerald L. Anders
Dear Mr. Anderson:

This correspondence concerns your Agency Impact Determination
for project RF 183(14), St. Regis Bridge.

I do not recall having received any information concerning
this project. Would you please supply us with a description of the
proposal so that we may determine whether or not we concur that
this project does not constitute a major action and does not,
therefore, require an impact statement or a Negative Declaration.

Sincerely,

K oI —

Ralph W. Boland, Assistant Administrator
Environment and Information Division

RwB: jd
cc: James Ford
Attn: Staff
H. N. Stewart
John Reuss

1 ¥
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January 23, 1975 N REPLY REFER Ti

I 94-3 (31) 89
Forsyth West
Safety

08 30.22 B3
Environmental Quality Council
Capitol Station
Helena, Montana 59601
Gentlemen:

Attached, for your information, are two (2) copies of
the Agency Impact Determination for the above project, as
approved by the Federal Highway Administration.

Very truly yours,

H. J. ANDERSON
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS

By / “;7-1"_ //Z

Stephen C. Kologl, P.E., f
Preconstruction Bureau

32:SCK:KFS :mb
Enclosures

cc: K,F, Skoog
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: SRLAEEE
£ “'ﬁ(;:f 2145 ||  gamuary 10, 1975
; slz(38] &
i NENENEL I 94-3 (31) 89
8 ‘ Forsyth West
.2 HEIEE -  Bafety
U. S. Department of Transportation 08 30.22 B3

Pederal Higlway Administration
501 North Fee Street -
Helena, Montana 539601

Gentlemen:

This Agency Impact Determination is being submitted for your arproval on
I 94-3(31)89. This project is located in Rosebud County on I-94 beginning ap-
proximately 7.2 miles east of the Treasure-Rosebud County Line ard extending 7+

‘miles easterly, although the project may be lengthened pending addition test results.

"~ The anticipated work to be performed will be an appropriate remedy to correct
the slippery condition on this section of interstate.

It is our opinion that this project is not a major action and it will not

significantly affect the enviromment. The project should not significantly affect

the air, miseorwaterqualityoftheareas

'me work will not affect other public works activities or result in any
alternation of land use or traffic flow patterns. No new right-of-way will be
required. The major impact of the project will be to provide safer and more ef-
ficient transportation for the traveling public.

i | _ Very truly yours,

S H. J. ANDERSON
' DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS

32-SCK: KFS : WHW:mg | By - %ﬁ/ Z’ p % A7 o /

Stephen-C. }\olocrl, P, E., Chief /

oc: S. C. Kologi . _Preconstruction B.xrealﬁ
XK. G. Rapp ‘ /
R. E. Hall ' I concur n/ﬁ 1/ 4/
D. D. Anderson 2 B< N. Stewart
F Federal Higtway Administration

Date . /-/5- 7

e T aeed oo el T R a2, et A At b ¢ T T
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January 21, 1975

Honorable Thomas Judge, Governor, State of Montana, Helena

Ann Marie Hagel, Route 1, Box 87, Butte

Butte - Silver Bow City County Planning Board, Prudential Towers, Butte

Leo Balanger, Box 3342, Butte

Leonard Vainio, Miners Bank Bldg., Butte

Consumer Advocate, Governor's Office, Helena

Environmental Quality Council, Helena

Fish and Game Department, Helena

Department of Intergovernmental Relations, Division of Planning, Helena

Montana State Library, Helena

City-County Health Dept., Silverbow County Courthouse, Butte

Environmental Information Center, Box 12, Helena

Paul T. Richards, 902 North Park, Helena

Student Environmental Research Center, University of Montana, Room 212 Venture Ctr.,
Missoula

Department of Natural Resources and Conservation, Helena

C. W. Gonder, 823 East Call St., Livingston

Mrs. Winifred Lucky, 420 South Sixth, Livingston

Mrs. Vel Jansen, 430 South Sixth, Livingston

Northern Rockies Action Group, #9 Placer Street, Helena

Doris Milner, Montana Wilderness Assn., Route #1, Box 1410, Hamilton

Larry Uman, Environmental Studies Dept., University of Montana, Missoula

Rick Graetz, Box 894, Helena




MONTANA DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH
AND
ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCES

.

An Aggncy Impact Determination h January 21, 1975
T for
GREEN ACRES;
a proposed subdivision in Silver Bow County, Montana

Pursuant to the Montana Environmental Policy Act, Section 69-6405 (b) (3); the act
controlling both public and private water supply and sewage disposal for subdivisions,
Section 69-5001 through 69-5009; and the act to control water pollution, Section 69-4801
through 69-4827, the following agency impact determination is prepared by the Department
of Health and Environmental Sciences, Environmental Sciences Division, Water Quality
Bureau, concerning Green Acres, a proposed subdivision in Silver Bow County, Montana,
for which a submittqlmhg§wb§§gMng¢ived requesting subdivision plat approval.

e

The purpose of thga\pegative declaratioﬁ\ik to inform all interested governmental agen-
cies and the concerneéd-public of the Water Quality Bureau's intent not to prepare a full
environmental impact statement. This document will be circulated for 15 days. A com-
prehensive environmental assessment is available at the Butte - Silver Bow City County
Planning Board and the Helena office of the Water Quality Bureau.

This proposed development is located approximately six miles south of urban Butte,
Montana in Section 16, Township 2 North, Range 7 West, MPM. The land is bordered
on the west by U. S. Highway 10, on the east by Blacktail Creek and a haymeadow and
on the south by suburban residential tracts of one to ten acres each. Native range-
land lies north of the proposed development.

The 70.91 acres would be divided into forty-eight residential lots. Most of the land
area is part of a subdivision known as Green Acre Home Sites. A plat was filed and the
DHES removed the sanitary restrictions in 1968. This in effect is a replatting of that
subdivision with additional land being added on the south. A public park of 4.6 acres
would be dedicated with this subdivision.

Water Supply

Water would be supplied through individual wells. Five wells have been drilled on the
property and range from 80 to 120 feet. All wells have a satisfactory discharge.

Sewage Disposal

Sewage would be treated in individual septic tanks and disposed of through subsurface
drainfields. Soil profile descriptions, percolation tests, and groundwater data
indicate the lots are suitable for this purpose.

Solid Waste Disposal

It is proposed that solid wastes be disposed of in the Silver Bow County landfill.
Commercial pick up service is available.

Utilities

Electricity and natural gas will be provided by Montana Power Company and telephone
service by Mountain Bell Company. All utilities would be installed underground.
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Roads

Every lot will have access and frontage on a street or cul-de-sac. Streets are proposed
with a minimm right-of-way width of 50 or 60 feet, and all with a weather gravel sur-
face of 24 ft. width. Access to the subdivision will be from three ingress-egress points
with U. S. #10. Entrances and roads will be constructed at the expense of the developer.
All street rights-of-way in the subdivision will be Dedicated-To-Public. It is antici-
pated that 275 daily vehicle trips will be generated by this project on U.S. Highway #10,

Services

The area is not currently served by a fire district. This growing suburban area to-
gether with Terra Verdi Heights and Ridgeview Acres will create a need for a volunteer
fire department.

The area will be served by the Silver Bow County Sheriff's Department. Medical services
are available in Butte.

Schools

If all lots are fully developed the estimated impact on the local schools would be:

Elementary School 42
Margaret Leary

Junior High School 14
East Junior High

Senior High School 14
Butte High

It should be remembered that many potential residences are existing Butte residences who
would be displaced by mining activities.

Tax Revenue

The land on which Green Acres is proposed generated about $40.00 for Silver Bow County

last year. It is estimated that $3,130.00 would be generated with this land classed as
suburban tract land. Assuming the value of a home to be in the $30,000.00 neighborhood
the county could expect around $40,000 in tax revenue.

Environmental Impacts

A long-term adverse impact to the flora and fauna occurs with the development of any
residential subdivision. However, the land area that would become Green Acres sub-
division has no unique species, is not highly productive agricultural land and is not
considered big game habitat. Native plant species would be replaced with ornamentals
with the subsequent effect on birds and small terrestrial species.

There would be a slight alteration of landforms due to slight grading operations and
road construction. There would also be the usual construction disruptions with the
associated dust, smoke, noise, and disposal of construction wastes.
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There are also other envirommental impacts associated with suburban residential develop-
ment. These would generally be:

a) A change from a rural pastoral landscape to a suburban landscape.

b) Increase in traffic.

c) Long-term burden on the school system.

d) ‘Long-term increase in needed community services.

e) Decrease in air quality.
Since this is intended to be a primary home residential development and not a secondary
home subdivision, the severity of the above mentioned impacts would be reduced as the
potential property owners would reside somewhere in the greater Butte area if not at

Green Acres.

Relationship Between Local Short-Term Uses of Man's Environment and the Maintenance and
Enhancement of Long-Term Productivity

The project's demand on natural and scenic resources such as water, non-renewable energy
(fossil fuels, etc.), views and open space amounts to unavoidable adverse effects. How-
ever, many of these demands occur whenever and wherever construction takes place; they
are merely symptoms of the expanding or shifting population problems.

The proposed use is in conformance with commnity policies previously established. The
cumulative effects of decreased air quality, additional traffic, effects on water quality,
additional public services required by this and other similar small developments will
reduce the future productivity and environmental quality of the Green Acres area.

Given a need for such development in the area, it is necessary to seriously consider
methods of reducing cumulative adverse effect, so that such developments, both past and
future, may be made more compatible with future environmental quality.

Irreversible and Irretreivable Commitment of Resources

The project will irreversibily commit resources as it is developed; land-forms and the
ecosystem will be permanently changed; land uses will be allocated for the long-term
by virtue of dwelling and utility construction; money, power, construction materials
and labor will be irrevocably used in the project, as well as continual supplies of
services such as power, water, gas, waste treatment, police and fire protection and
schools. Transportation facilities and other county maintenance services will also be
allocated to this development on a long-term basis.

Alternatives to the Project

Many alternatives are always available regarding land use decisions. It would be
possible to discuss the no action alternative, a lower density alternative or a higher
density alternative. In the case of Green Acres there are just two alternatives
available, since most of the land was previously platted. They are to proceed with the
current plan or to revert to the previous plat and proceed. The property prefers to
pursue the current plan.
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Alternatives Available to this Department

There are two alternatives available to this department:

a) Approve the plat as submitted in light of the environmental considerations
previously discussed.

b) Not approve the plat thereby having most of the subject property developed
according to the plat that was filed in 1968.

Conclusions

It has been established that the requirements for water supply, sewage disposal and
solid waste disposal can satisfy the laws and regulations of the Montana DHES. A
certificate of approval will be issued fifteen days after the issuance of this document
unless evidence is presented detailing heretoafore unknown adverse impacts. This
department's action is not considered to have significant adverse environmental impacts.

This statement has been prepared by Alfred P. Keppner, B.S.F., M.S., Soils Scientist,
Water Quality Bureau, Environmental Sciences Division, Utilizing information presented
by the developer.
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‘Mr. Dan Vichorek *
Department of Health and Environ

Sciences
Hclena, Montana 59601 : .

_have rev:lswad
e agency impact d on for the Green Acres subdivisigm

Silver ‘Bow County.

Wa have no comenta to make on this statament.

Sincerely,

Jamea A. Posewitz, Administrator
Environment and Information Division

JAP/.d

eet v Envirenmennl Qual:lt.y Couneil
Don Bianchi
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. STAT&WONTANA T
EWWKWMENT OF HIGHWAYS

H. J ANDERSON

e Y ie A= =1
e L EMA, PACHNY TARE U DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS

January 24, 1975

IN REPLY REFER TO

36-SCK

RF 191(17) uU-90

Somers & Lakeside
Overhead Flashers |

Executive Director
Envivonmental Quality Council
Capital Station

Helena, Montana 59601

Gentlemen:

Fnclosed for your information are two (2) capies af the Aqency
fupact Detevmination for L above subjecl projecl, au opproved by Che {
lederal tlighway Administration.

Very truly yours,

H. J. ANDERSON
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS

BY: /’//,4« {,;.L,(//ZY/Z[
Steplign C. Kologi, P.E. E
Chief-Preconstruction Bureau

36-SCK:ABZ:DVS:sk

Enclosure

GEDORGE wuUCAMNDWICH, CHAIRMARN
HELEN&

AR A G R COONEY F L BACHELLER JAY LA L\.J HDE
=18 '| TE Bl L INGS SIDNE ¥

NS T ey Wﬁw o s 5 " i e RO mmwwwﬂﬁ
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To

INTER-DEPARTMENTAL MEMORANDUM

DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS

From

J. R. Beckert, P.E., Administrator-Engineering DivisionADate January 22, 1975

Stephen C. Kologi, P.E., Chief-Preconstruction Bureau gupject RF 191(17) U-90

Somers & Lakeside
Overhead Flashers

This Agency Impact Determination is being submitted for vour concurrence
that an Environmental Impact Statement or Negative Declaration is not required
for this Non-Major Action.

The proposed project is located in Somers and Lakeside, Montana. Flashers
and two 400 watt mercury vapor Tuminaires will be installed at the intersection
of U.S. 93 and Main Street in Somers. A similar installation will be installed
at the intersection of U.S. 93 and the main street to Lakeside.

This project has been requested by local civic groups, the County Commissioners,
and concerned citizens. There was recently a pedestrian death at the Somers
intersection.

The power that will be used by the flashers and luminaires at the two
intersections will be 712 kilo-watt hours per month. This is approximately the
same amount of power used by the average home per month.

There will be no significant effect upon the natural and cultural resources
of the area. Soil erosion, park, recreational areas, wildlife, water fowl refuges,
historic and natural landmarks are not involved in this project.

The water quality of the area will not be affected. The Department of Health
and Environmental Sciences has reviewed this project and assured us that this
project will not affect the air quality of the area. The noise levels should
not change due to this project.

Based on the foregoing, it is felt that the proposed project will not
significantly affect the environment and does not warrant the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement or a Negative Declaration.

Your early return of a signed copy of this Determination will be appreciated.

/
/ e .
36-SCK:AGZ:DVS:sk V) . A /
, ji;/ié?;%;iféﬁéayzf/<f::f/,;zg%j;%Z;a
Enclosure “Stepkén C. Kologi, P.E. '
Chief-Preconstruction Bureau

I Concgj//(ZW.M/ Date .~ 25” 7..{/

J. R. Beckert, P.E.
Administrator-Engineering Division

Avoid Verbal Instructions
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Depor’fment of Healthond Er¥ronmenid Sciences

STATE OF VIDNTANA. HELENA, MONTANA 59601

John S Anderson M.D.
SmEcTOR
December 11, 1974
Stephen C. Kologi, P.E.
Chief, Preconstruction Bureau Re: 36-SCK Flasher, Sign
Department of Highways and Lighting Projects

Sixth and Roberts Streets
Helena, MT 59601

Dear Mr. Kologi:
We concur that flasher, signing and/or lighting projects
should have no adverse effects on air quality. Until further

notice, we will not need to be advised of action on these

projects.
Sincerely,
R. QQ@&WQL —
R. Clark Neilson
¢ Air Pollution Control Spec1allst
/ Air Quality Bureau
RCN: dmg

D.fe Recd~ Preconst. / - /ﬂ’f
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Department of Healihond Eﬁ%ﬁronme%‘ Sciences

STATE OF VMIONTANLA HELENA, MONTANA 5901

John S. Anderson M.D.
DIRECTOR

~January 27, 1975

Re: Golden West Addition No. 1,
Missoula County

Honorable Thomas Judge, Governor, State of Montana, Helena

Golden West Development Co., Box 782, Missoula

Sorenson and Co., Box 3418, Missoula

The Missoulian, Missoula

City-County Planning Board, Courthouse, Missoula

City-County Health Department, Courthouse Annex, Missoula

Department of Intergovernmental Relations, Division of Planning, Helena
Department of State Lands, Helena

Department of Fish and Game, Helena
Northern Rockies Action Group, #9 Piacer Street, Helena
»Environmental Quality Council, Helena
Student Environmental Research Center, Room 212, Venture Center, University |
of Montana, Missoula |
Montana State Library
Doris Milner, Montana Wilderness Association, Route 1, Box 1410, Bozeman ‘ |
Missoula Public Library, Missoula
Environmental Studies Department, University of Montana, Missoula
County Assessor, Courthouse, Missoula
County Sheriff, Courthouse, Missoula
County School Superintendent, Courthouse, Missoula
Environmental Information Center, Box 12, Helena
Paul T. Richards, 920 North Park, Helena
Dan Smith, Citizens Alert for Guided Growth, 812 So. Eighth, Bozeman
C. W. Gonder, 823 East Call Street, Livingston
Mrs. Winifred Lucky, 420 So. Sixth, Livingston
Mrs. Vel Jansen, 430 So. Sixth, Livingston
Montana Wildlife Federation, 410 Woodworth Avenue, Missoula

Department of Natural Resources and Conservation, Helena /a /ac¢:6/;é;/l
Department of Highways, Helena 7 IE
Rick Graetz, Box 894, Helena A - €7£j7§y"
Mary Lee Reese, 29 South Alta, Helena ' '

Enclosed is a negative declaration that has been prepared for Golden West
Addition #1, a proposed subdivision in Missoula County, Montana.

Subdivision plans and specifications have been submitted to the Depart-
ment of Health and Environmental Sciences for approval of water supply,
sewage disposal, and solid waste disposal systems. This declaration
defines the project and specifies those conditions under which the
subdivision will receive approval without the development of an
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) \
environmental impact statement. This declaration is intended to assure S”
all interested governmental agencies and public groups that this approval ;
is being sought within the intent of both the Montana Environmental
Policy Act and the Montana subdivision Taws.

Sincerely yours,

DA loistee )

D. G. Willems, P.E., Chief
Water Quality Bureau
Environmental Sciences Division

DGW:AJG:v1f

Enclosure

cc: Ben Wake
Terry Carmody
Jim Peterson
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Montana Department of Health
and
Environmental Sciences
January 27, 1975
A NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FOR
" Golden West Addition #1,
a proposed subdivision in Missoula County, Montana

Pursuant to the Montana Environmental Policy Act, Section 69-6504(b)(3),
R.C.M. 1947; the act controlling both public and private water supply and
sewage disposal for subdivisions, Section 69-5001 through 69-5009, R.C.M.
1947; and the act controlling water pollution, Section 69-4801 through
69-4827, R.C'M. 1947, the following negative declaration is prepared by
the Department of Health and Environmental Sciences, Environmental
Sciences Division, Water Quality Bureau, concerning Golden West Addi-

tion #1, a proposed subdivision in Missoula County for which a request has
been received requesting subdivision plat .approval.

The purpose of this negative declaration is to inform all interested
governmental agencies and the public of the Water Quality Bureau's

intent not to prepare. an environmental impact statement. This document
will be circulated for 15 days. A general map showing the exact location
of this subdivision is attached to this declaration.

The proposed Golden West Addition #1 Subdivision is located in the

NW3 of Section 23 and the NE%, of Section 22; the EX% of Section 15 and
the W4 of Section 14; Township 13 North, Range 20 West, MPM. It con-
sists of 114.94 acres divided into 35 lots. The development will take
Tow productivity agricultural land out of production.

Individual wells to be drilled by individual lot owners are proposed.

A lagoon will be used. The consulting engineer states that the lagoon
has been sized to provide for elimination of all wastewater through
evaporation and percolation, and therefore will have no overflow into
any stream or surface water. A homeowners' association will provide for
the operation and maintenance of the systems.

Depth to water table is noted as 75 feet. Solid waste disposal is
available through a private disposal company.

The land in this subdivision is noted by the developer as a clay soil
and has very marginal dry land farming and pasture use.

An alternate would be to use the land as small acreage tracts with

“individual wells and individual sewage plants. Septic tank systems are

not acceptable in the soils in this area. Individual sewage plants
have not had enough operational experience to assure acceptable systems
within the financial ability of the lot buyer. Larger lots would also
be required under this alternate. Larger lots will not utilize the
land as well as the proposed subdivision with individual water and
centralized sewer systems,
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The remaining alternate is to not allow this subdivision. Some other
land at another location would need to be provided to satisfy the need
for lots for-homeowners. This land as submitted is well suited for this
purpose. Plans and specifications for the water system, sewerage sys-
tem, and the solid waste disposal facilities will be in compliance with
the Montana Department of Health and Environmental Sciences standards.
This department's action is considered not significant.

This negative declaration was prepared by Albert J. Gasvoda, Architect,
Water Quality Bureau, from information submitted by the Golden West
Development Co., and Sorenson & Company, consulting engineers.
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January 29, 1975 32-SCK
It REFLY REFER T
I 90-8(76)439
Mossmain

Weigh Station
South Frontage
Road

Environmental Quality Council
Capitol Station
Helena, Montana 59601

Gentlemen:

Attached, for your information, are two (2) copies of
the Agency Impact Determination for the above project, as
approved by the Federal Highway Administration.

Very truly yours,

H. J. ANDERSON
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS

By ! 7/ -C{’r':*ﬂ?’%t'--i'b- C;/\/” Zird 2
Stephten C. Kologi, P.E,,”Chief
Preconstruction Bureau

32:SCK:KFS:mb
Bnclosures

cc: K, F. Skoog
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This project is located in Yellowstone County 4.5 miles east of Laurel
at the location of the existing duel weigh staticns on I-90.

_The prcposed project will consist of designing and coenstructing an
additional welgh station with access to and from the scuth frontage road.

The project will not affect other public works activities or result
in any alteration of land use. It will affect the traffic flow pattern
g5 it is anticipated that the large percentage of trucks mow using the
south frontase road to by-pass the weich stations will return to the
interstate as soon as this weigh station is opened. It zppears that no
new right-cf-way will be required. The major impact of the project will
‘be the expected deeline in truck velume con the south fromtage rcad thereby
returning it to a safer route for local traffic and schoel children to use

as it was originally intended.

Ve feel that this preject is not a major action and will not signifi-
cantly affect the environment, air, noise, or water quality or the area.

We also request waiver of a public hearine, location and design noti-
fication requirerents and clearinghouse approval.

32-SCK.KFS.WHW.GRS mb Very truly yours,

k cc: S.C. Rologi ‘H. J. A¥DERSON
- C.W. Klimper DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS

K.F, Skoog

D.D. Anderson ,,Aé%é ’\//2} .. //’7 ﬁ;%//>/’

R.E. Hall
/7 /(;7 Stephen C. Koleri, P. E., Chief /
I concur /’,-' Preconstruction Rureau
fr:m*A =
L= ;’42;;\5
Date
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STATE OF MONTANA
E_NV\RONMENTMJQ%!(W MFNT OF HIG W ‘WS
CQUN

January 31, 1975

36-SCK
M 1206(1)
Bozeman Couplet

Cxecutive Director
Environmental Quality Council
Capital Station

Helena, Montana 59601

Gentlemen:

Fnclnsed for your informelion ave two () copies of the Agency
Iapact Detevwination for the above subjccl project, as approved by the
lederal lighway Administration.

Very truly Yours,

H. J. ANDERSON
DIRECTOR QF HIGHWAYS

i e

BY: . / / R /Lé A L: 6. /\’
Stephen C. Koqu1, P.E.
Chief-Preconstruction Bureau

36-SCK:AGZ:DVS:sk

Enclosure

A
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January 28, 1975

36-SCK

M 1206(1)

Bozeman Couplet
REF: 08-30.22-B1

U. S. Department of Transportation
Federal Highways Administration
Helena, Montana 59601

Reply Requested by:
February 4, 1975

Gentlemen:
This Agency Impact Determination is being submitted for your concurrence
that an Environmental Impact Statement of a Negative Declaration is not required

for this nonmajor action.

1. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENT AND ITS SURROUNDINGS

A.. Location and Description of the Project
This project is located in Bozeman, Montana. Work to be completed will
consist of installing a one-way couplet on Babcock Street and Mendenhall Street.
The couplet will start at Rouse Avenue and follow Mendenhall westerly to 11th
Avenue. The other portion of the couplet will start at 8th Avenue and follow
Babcock Street easterly to Rouse Avenue. The two portions of the couplet will
both have two lanes of travel.

Two intersections will be signalized. The intersections are North 7th Avenue
with Mendenhall Street and Babcock with South Willson Avenue. North 7th Avenue
with Mendenhall Street will have a full-actuated controller with pedestrian push
buttons and pedestrian heads. Babcock Street with South Willson Avenue will
have a fixed time controller with pedestrian push buttons and pedestrian heads.
Service and all wiring will be instailed underground.

B. Purpose of the Project
This project was included in the Bozeman TOPICS Report. City Officials,
The Chamber of Commerce and the Downtown Parking Commission have all requested that

this project be built as soon as possible in order to eliminate congestion on Main
Street.

Presently, Mendenhall Street is carrying an Average Daily Traffic Volume (ADT)
of approximately 3900, Main Street has an ADT of 17,000, and Babcock Street has
an ADT of 4400. After the couplet is operational, Mendenhall Street will have an
ADT of approximately 7300, Main Street will have an ADT of 11,000, and Babcock

by N O A
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U.S. Department of Transportation
M 1206(1)
Bozeman Couplet

Street will have an ADT of 8400. The present traffic congestion on Main Street
will be reduced siagnificantly by the installation of the couplet.

Experience has indicated that properly designated and controlled one-way
streets will improve the operation of vehicular and pedestrian traffic by:

Increasing Capacity. Because delays due to turning movements are minimized

and because full use can be made of streets which are an odd number of Tanes in
width, the capacity of a street under one-way operation may increase from 20 to 50
percent, with the greatest advantage occurring on narrow streets.

Increasing Safety. The safety of moving traffic is increased by one-way operation
because pairs of one-way streets essentially provide a "divided highway". Pedest-
rian crossings are more orderly and safe. Vehicular grouping and speed control
can be more easily maintained. Better gap frequency is present for vehicles or
pedestrians crossing or entering from such cross streets, driveways, pedestrian
crossings, etc., as may exist between signals. The inherent smoothness and
orderliness of mid-block and intersection operation tends to reduce driver
impatience and, thercefore, the probability of accident-producing behavior. The
required field of vision on approach to intersections is reduced because drivers
on one-way streets need to observe fewer movements than those drivers on two-way
streets.

[mproving Operation. One-way movement will improve traffic operation because
travel time to a destination usually is reduced because of the improved signal

progression and the reduction in congestion. Turning vehicles are not hindered
by opposing traffic. A predominant turning movement may be permitted from more
than one lane more easily than with two-way operation. Some vehicular movement

From adjacent heavily traveled two-way streets may be attracted to one-way
streets.

Traffic signal timing arrangements are simplified. Conversion to one-way
operation frequently makes available multiple-lane efficiency between intersections,
allowing the traffic stream more readily to pass around stalled vehicles, street
repairs, vehicles being maneuvered at parking spaces, etc. Driving may be
simplified by the elimination or reduction in the multiplicity of two-way
street controls such as turn prohibitions, parking bans, complex signal phasing,

reversing lanes, etc. The movement of public transit vehicles will usually be
expedited.

Tmproving Economic Conditions. The facilitation of traffic movement and increased
traffic safety is generally recognized as being of broad economic benefit to adjacent
Tand users and to the general public. One-way operation of traffic may be economically
advantageous because substantial improvements in capacity and ease of movement

may he accomplished quickly and with a minimum of physical changes. A greater
flexibility in meeting changing traffic patterns is possible with one-way measures

than with physical changes. Expenditures are usually nominal. One-way operation

may postpone or eliminate the need for parking prohibitions.

(Cont'd)



Page 3

U. S. Department of Transportation
M 1206(1)
Bozeman Couplet

The traffic signals at each of the two intersections have met warrants
under Warrant No. 1, Minimum Vehicle Volume.

2. PROBABLE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

This couplet and signal project is located in mainly a commercial area.
Therefore, we can foresee no significant environtental impact. As pointed out
carlier, there are many advantages to a couplet system, thus, making the roadway
safer for motorists and pedestrians.

The power used by the signals at the two intersections will be approximately
2800 kilo-watt hours per month. This is approximately 4 times the amount of power
used by the average home per month.

M1 work will be completed within the existing right-of-way.
3. PROBABLE ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS WHICH CANNOT BE AVOIDED

We can foresee no significant adverse environmental effects which will be
caused by this project.

4. ALTERNATIVES

The "No Build" alternate was considered, but it was decided that the congestion
downtown would still exist unless the couplet was installed.

5. RCLATIONSHIP BELTWEEN SHORT-TERM USES OF MAN'S ENVIRONMENT AND THE MAINTENANCE
AND ENHANCEMENT OF LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY

The traffic pattern should not be changed during the construction phase
of the work, as all of the work can be completed on the edge of the roadway.

No natural or man made features of the surrounding land will be changed,

As stated earlier, there are many advantages of a one-way couplet system,
increased safety, less congestion, and improved business.

Because this is an urban area, wildlife will not be affected and no water
or air pollution problems are foreseen.

6. IPRRCVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENTS OF RESOURCES

There will be no significant effect upon the natural and cultural resources
of the area.

7. RIGIONAL AND COMMUNITY GROWTH

Land use will remain essentially the same, i.e., a commercial area. The

businesses in this area will no doubt increase in numbers whether this project
is built or not.

(Cont'd)
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§. CONSLRVATIDN AND PRESERVATION

Soil ecrosion, park, recreational areas, wildlife, waterfowl refuges, and
historic and natural landmarks are not involved in this project.

9. PUBLIC FACILITIES AND SERVICES

Religious, health, educational facilities, fire protection, and other
emergency services will not be affected directly; the signals will make the
roadways safer for anyone involved in these public facilities and services.

10, COMMUNITY COHCSTON
No additional right-of-way will be required by this project.

Land value should not increase due to this project and, therefore, will
not increase the tax basc.

1. DISPLACCMINT OF PLOPLE, BUSINESSES OR FARMS

There will be no displacement of people, businesses, or farms due to this
project.

The project is not expected to significantly affect the employment situation
except for a possible temporary increase in employment for the duration of the

construction.

12, AIR, NOISL, AND WATER POLLUTION

Some air and noise pollution may occur during construction of this project,
but it should not be siagnificant.

[ven though this project is in an air quality maintenance area, this project
docs not meet the requirements for review of projects as established by the
[nvironmental Protection Agency. Their concern for air quality generally begins
when: the 10 year projected daily traffic counts increase 10,000 vehicles per
day. This is about 1 1/2 times the traffic increase expected on this project.

By improving traffic flow, signal projects tend to decrease air pollution.

This project is not in conflict with the State's Implementation Plan for
achieving Federal anbient air quality standards and we concur with the Department
of Hlealth and Invironmental Sciences determination that this project will not
have a siqnificant adverse effect upon air quality of the area.

On December 11, 1974, an exception to the design noise levels was given by
the Tederal Highways Administration.

13, AESTHETIC AND OTHER VALILS
"View of the Road" and "View from the Road" should not be affected by this

project.  The installation of the couplet and signals will help the flow of
tratfic and thus increase the safety of the roadways.

(Cont'd)
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The cost of this projact i1l 2 far out weigngd by the advantages gained
from a facility with such areatly imnroved nualities as safety and efficiency.

BASIS FOR AGENCY IMPACT DETERMINATION

lased on the foregoing, it is felt that the proposed project will not
simni ficantly affact the environaent and does not warrant the preparation of an
Favivonmental Impact Statement or a ieqgative “eclaration,

Your carly raturn of a signod cony of this Detormination will be anpreciated.

Very truly yours,

e Jd MIBERSSH

DIRECTOR IF HIGHWAYS

o o 2

e C Koloai, BL.ES
Chiiof-Praconstruction Bureau
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Helena, Montana 59001 L
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Gantlenen t%
‘A
. s
This letter is Lo request an exce, ALion to tac cosian noise Tevels as (3%
~specificd In PP GG-2. for the subjeo ot project. i
4
The couplet will start at lwusc Street and folle: iondenhall Street westerly -
to 11th Avenue. The couplet will tvo fullow Vain Strect vo 8th Avenue wnere it xi
Jous south one blochk to bahcock Street. The save~ck portion of the couplet is B
between Uth Street and ouse Strect.  (Uea enclosed sketch of the project). The e
couplet system as proposcd, w111 consist.of two travel lanes with parking on CEd
both sides, Two interscctions will be sicnalized under this project. The ,§§$
Intersactions are lorth 7th ivenue with Jendonhall Strect and Babcock Street b
_ with South Wilson Avenue. o
a z ‘ i;%i
: A map {s enclosed which shows the zoning of the arca surrounding the E%ﬁ
_gouplet, LR
5 ¥
In order to deterine the existing noise levels and future noise levels -
‘after the couplet is overational, nine noise sensitive Jocations were selected for .
study., The ambient measurcments were taken on Hovomber 14, 1974, The NCHRP 117 ‘ 5%
* method was used to calculate future Lyp noise levels. Two sketcies are enclosed 2
which show the nine mnoifse sensitive locations and the present ADT along w1th the - P
estimated ADT after the couplet is operational. S
ﬁne reE"Tver was located 27 feet from the curl at 716 uvabcock. The noise e
. sensitive area was a residence. The noise levels arc as follows: N
T Ljg Ambient = 66 d3A e
S Ljo Calculated Future = 70 dBA P
| (Cont'd) g
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Location No. 2

Y4 T T Yhe rocedver was locatest 27 €.t fron the curh at 428 Babcock. The notse
sensitive area was a residence. The nofse levels are as follows:

B v L10 exfrhirnt = 64 C3A

Lig Calculated Future = 70 dBA

.3a' - Location l'o. 3

“The recefvar vas lecated 81 fant from the curt on Babcock Street. The noise

sensitive area was the classrosss facing Gabcock Street at the Emerson tlementary
School. The noise levels arce as follows:

v Lyg Anbient = 63 ¢3A

L]O Calculatod Future = 64 dBA

L
i Location !0, 2
L “The recciver was located 15 feet from the curb on Babcock Street. (See
wei - the enclosed sketch). The noise sensitive area was a residence. The noise levels
g are as follows:
e Lyp Ambient = €6 dCA o
A Lio Calculatad Future = 72 dCA
A ’

- o e

Lo Location No. b

The receiver was located 21 foet from the curt on Hendenhall Street. The

. ». noise sensitive area was a residence. The noise levels are as follows:
R Lyq Ambient = b7 dsh

L]O Calculated Futura = 72 dbk

- Location No. 6
e recelver was locatud 1T faet from the curt. on {“endenhall Street., The

A
e o Nofse sensitive area was a residence. The noise levels are as follows:

Lo Anbient = 67 d3A

;’Egtﬁ | Lyp Calculated Future = 73 dBA

'+ Location Ho, 7

T TRe recefver was located on the southwest corner of the intersection of 8th
Avenue with Mandenhall Street, The receiver was 33 fuot from the curb on

"oie L Mendenhall Street. Tie noise sensitive area was a residence. The noise levels
<+ are as follows:

Lig Ambient = 64 dBA

I Lyg Calculated Future = &2 dBA

Location Ho. 8
The receiver was located 11 feet from the curb on :‘ecndenhall Street. The

‘fyx “nhoise sensitive area was a residence about one-half of a block from the Bozeman

High School. The noise levels are as follows:
Lyg Ambient = 63 dBA
Lig Calculated Future = 68 dGA

“+ " Location No. 9

This res{dence was chosen because it {s located on Rabcock Street between 11th
~ Avenue South and Bth Avenue South. Twis section ot babcock Street will not be
; part of the couplet, but 1t 1s snticipated that it will operate as a portion of
©, tha couplet, The rocelver was located 27 feet from the curb on Babcock Street.
. The noise 1evels are as follows:
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November 20, 1974 Bozeman Couplet . 3 =
R
R A
s Ll
L Pubient = 64 dii\ e
L 1o Caiculated Future = 65 d3A e
In three locations (Mn.44, A, aau do. 8) 2o caleulated futura noise : fﬁ
levels axcend the Accian noicn 1ovel of Lya = 704007, Location o, 2, the L
caleulated future neise lovel wiuals Cwodosign ncise Tevel of Lyp = 70 diA, It R
should be noted that Tecatinons n, 4, do. 5, and {o, 7 are residencss incatad .
An area's zoned cormercial. e
,‘Q",‘.
Since throe Iacaticns ~xeocsd Lin desies noise Tevels, several ty, s of )
attenuation devices woro studicd,  Goisc varricrs i1l not wvork, iecaust of the s
eaps wnich would have to uravides for sireets ang approaches to drivevays and 0y
alleys. Tf there ins sone typ of barrier availaulo .ot would provide adeqguate e
attenuatinn vith o enfnos for acconss, Oth“ oro los oould arisar The Larriers I
not onlv would rostrict sicht distance, tut woull ach as roadside ehstacles because K
of the limited riaht-of-ay availahlo,  arriers w»1cA nid huildinas would no
douht cause an Ancrepce of vandaliss and robkorics,
'
Teffar zones vonlt Tn ovary cxoonsive, not to cencion beinyg iupractical
in an urban situaticn,
Mod{ficatinons +o oe buildine s nnonselves oo coengidired, In ~acn v the
three Tocations etusi o L - Duileines wore older “ov 2, Tie tociticetions vequired
to reduce the intarior neic o leve 17 10 cac of e culd Lo quite ~Xpensive
and the buildine vieyl  <rill be oo adter roreanTin
In sumare, db Facoars to us et e e i ctvee frow noiss abatencent
moasures vould ho vivioal croaered to tie costs end gusociated provicie.,
Therefore, ve reauest vour concurrence that this oxc cion to the desiii noisa
Tevels 1s in the host rublic interost.
2 . AR S 1 I N
N geroned bt steQ , Vary Trady ours, s
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‘ STATE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH

Oﬁw M‘mmm o AND ENVIRCRVEN L SCIENCES
E

Environmental Quality Council ' VED
TO : Subdivision Coordjnatorf DATE: January 3]FEB97S
3 1975

ENy;
ONMENTAL gy
s, Kalispell, MT Ouney ITy

FROM ¢ W. 0. Aikin
SUBJECT : vyillage Pro

I have recently received a familiar subdivision proposal newly identified,
by name, as Village Properties, Kalispell, MI. I have also noted that you
received notification of this project from the Flathead APO. To make
cértain that there is no misundestanding on this project and the proper
administrative procedures I would like to point out that this is the

same subdivision concept which was reviewed by Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (dated 9/5/72) under the name of The West Evergreen Community
Development. The final impact statement was dated 12/15/72.

Personally, I feel that going through this procedure again would be a little
like beating a dead horse, and I have informed the project engineer and the
APO that as far as I can see the Department of Health review is already
completed. Then it suddenly occurred to me that I had better get your

views on this matter.

Actually it did not generate any significant controversy then, and it doesn't
seem to be doing so now; primarily I would guess, because Mr. Bitney deeded
so much ground to the city for an included golf course layout. If anything,
he has a very large amount of local support and local committment derived
from this quid pro quo approach to the problem. The only valid question that
did emerge from the proposal at anytime was:

1. Would it pose any sort of threat to the Kalispell-Lawrence Park water
supply intake? The question remains now as then a reassurring no,
according to all information that we were able to gather.

2. How many phases of lots can be accepted within individual sewage
disposal systems before the high density portions have to go to a
community collector and treatment; presumably as a contribution to
the Kalispell system? This point has been pretty well fixed in my
mind and the APO has concurred, however this particular point is
lacking in the 1972 assessment.

If you are wondering why there has been such a long lag from the
statement time to the actual review period, it has been a problem

of acceptable design and configuration. The Flathead APO has spent

a lot of time on this proposal and there have been a lot of work sheets
on everyones desks in the last two years. The arrangements in firming
up the golf course, in particular took a considerable amount of time.
The plan you now know as Village Properties has taken a lot of beating
to get it into an acceptable shape.

Unless I hear something to the contrary I will assume as I have thus far, that
the administrative procedure for the land use decision has been satisfied for
the Village Properties project.



John W. Reuss
XXX XXX XX XX XX

MEMORANDUM

To: W. 0. Aikin, DHES Kalispell
From: Ronald J. Schleyer, EIS Coordinator, EQC

Re: VILLAGE PROPERTIES, KALISPELL, AKA WEST EVERGREEN COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT

Date: Februaryylo, 1975

Regarding your decision to allow the final EIS on this project
(dated December 15, 1972) to stand, Dr. Bahls and I concur. Thanks

for your consideration in letting us know what is happening.




RECEIVED o

FEB 3:Eﬂ5§dﬁf.ﬁ?JMOﬁTANA o

enviroWBERARFNIENT OF HIGHWAYS

January 31, 1975

36-SCK
HHS 95(20)
Lighting - Havre

Executive Director
Environmental Quality Council
Capital Station

Helena, Montana 59601

Gentlemen:

nclosed for your informalion are twa (?) copies ol the Agency
Impacl Deteviinalion for the above subjecl pyoject, as approved by Lhe
lederal Ilighway Administration.

Very truly yours,

H. J. ANDERSON
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS

BY: ”,/7:- :-—.7// a8 < /"’{‘-‘ -",'-’f-f: vzd ,
‘Stephen C. Kologi, P E. 7
Chief-Preconstruction Bureau

36-SCK:AGL:DVS:sk

Enclosure
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36-SCK
HHS 95(20)
Lighting - Havre
REF: 08-30.22-B1
U. S. Department of Transportation
federal Highway Administration Reply Requested by:
Helena, Montana 59601 February 4, 1975

Gentlemen:

This Agency Impact Determination is being submitted for your concurrence
that an Environmental Impact Statement or Negative Declaration is not required
for this nonmajor action.

The proposed project is located approximately 2 miles west of Havre, Montana,
at the junction of U.S. 2 and U.S. 87. Three 250 watt sodium vapor Tuminaires
with a mounting height of 40 feet are proposed at this junction.

The junction presently has some raised median for channelization and needs
to be lighted so drivers can more easily see the median. Thus, improving a
potentially hazardous junction.

The power which will be used by the three Tuminaries will be 180 kilo-watt
hours per month. This is approximately 1/3 the power used by the average home
per month.

There will be no significant effect upon the natural and cultural resources
of the area. Soil erosion, park, recreational areas, wildlife, water fowl refuges,
historic and natural landmarks are not involved in this project.

The water quality of the area will not be affected. The Department of
Health and Environmental Sciences has reviewed this project and assured us that
this project will not affect the air quality of the area. The noise levels
should not change due to this project.

Based on the foregoing, it is felt that the proposed project will not

significantly affect the environment and does not warrant the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement or a Negative Declaration,

(Cont'd)
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Lighting - Havre

Your early return of a signed copy of this Determination will be appreciated.

36-SCKAGZ :DVS tsh

Enclosures
‘ C /’) //’
{7
I concur, g d/gé(”” N7 —
1. Stdu t,

// 0dora1 Highw ¢/

Yery truly yours,

H. J. ANDERSON
DIRECTOR OF HIGHUWAYS

Hen (4P 41%14

flon . KO10Gi, it.L.
Chief~Preconstruction Burecau
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John S AnderwonM D
UIRECTOR

Decembor 11, 1974

Stephen €O Fologi, PLUE.
Chicf, I'rYooonsiruction ureau e: 36-SCK  Flasher, Sign
Department of Highways and Lighting Projects
Sixth and ionoerts Strects
Heleona, M1 59001
bear Mro Kologis

We concur that flesher, signing and/or lighting projects
should have no adverse offects on alr guality. Until further
notice, we will not ncecd to be advised of action on these

projecta.

Sincerely, N

8 (kv

R. Clark Neilson
Air Pollution Contrel Specialist
Alr Quality Bureau

RCN: dmg
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January 31, 1975

36-SCK

M 8001(1)

Signals - Intersection
8th Ave. & Main St.
Miles City

Executive Director
Environmental Quality Council
Capital Station

Helena, Montana 59601

Gentlemen:

Fnclosed for your information are bwo () copies oi the Agency
tmpach Neterminalion for Lthe abave subject projecl, os approved by Che i
lederal Ilighway Administration.

Very truly yours,

H. J. ANDERSON
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS

BY:_ /77 e (L -1( Ay 78

~Stephen C. Kologi, P.E. 174
Chief- Preconstruct1on Bureau

36-SCK:AGZ:DVS:sk

Encliosure
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January 22, _%75 R OFFICER N REBLY BERER TO. ‘
.,.,...,.....__§1R FNRR
DSTENTRA | H36-5cK |
LM 8001(1)
JEN A _}Signals - Intersectior
o 8th Ave. & Main St.
: L} D'ST ENCRB Miles City |
! U. S. Department of Transporation fi:f*’} L JREF: 08- 3 .22-B 16’i
! Federal Highway Administration o “n;'”’ [opcu ‘
. Helena, Montana 59601 V’ﬁ;;“"’ V'Rep1y Reques ed
f T ARFA 1 J January 29, 1975
Gentlemen: DF ENER ] ermiint W P
||| Avoriars
This Agency Lmpact Determination is being JuimiliEUSONE vo concurrence
that an Environmental Impact Statement or Negat i ot required
for this Non-Major Action.

This proposed project is located in Miles City, Montana, at the intersection
of Main Street with 8th Avenue. A fixed time controller with pedestrian indications
will be installed at this intersection and it will be interconnected with the
controllers at the intersections of 7th and 10th Avenues with Main Street. The
corner radii will be enlarged to improve turning movements and some striping will
be provided for lane channelization. No additional right-of-way will be required.

This intersection is located in the central business district of Miles City.

The project is the number one priority of the Miles City Chamber of Commerce
Transportation Committee and the Street and Alley Committee of the City Council.

The signal has met warrants under WARRANT NO. 2, Interuption of Continuous
Traffic for 8 hours a day. This warrant applies to operating conditions where
the traffic volume on a major street is so heavy that traffic on a minor intersecting
street suffers excessive delay or hazard in entering or crossing the major street,

The power which will be used by the signals on this project will be 1728 kilo-
watt hours per month, this is approximately three times as much as the power
used by the average home per month.

There will be no significant effect upon the natural and cultural resources
of the area. Soil erosion, park, recreational areas, wildlife, water fowl refuges,
historic and natural landmarks are not involved in this project.

(Cont'd)
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M 8001

Miles City

The water quality of the area will not be affected. The Department of
Health and Environmental Sciences has reviewed this project and assured us that
if anything the project will improve the air quality of the area. The noise
levels should not change due to this project.

Based on the foregoing, it is felt that the proposed project will not
significantly affect the environment and does not warrant the preparation of an

Environmental Impact Statement or a Negative Declaration.

Your early return of a signed copy of this Determination will be appreciated.

Very truly yours,

H. J. ANDERSON
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS

Chief-Preconstruction Bureau
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