
T~~ 
GOVERNOR 

STATE OF MONTANA 

DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS 

HELENA, MONTANA 59601 
H. J. ANDERSON 

DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS 

IN REPLY REFER TO' 

H. H. S. 127 (12) 
Big Timber East 

Envirormental Quality Council 
capitol Station 
Helena, M:mtana 59601 

Gentlemen: 

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

32-SCK:m;r 
Enclosures 

cc: K. F. Skoog 

Wm. M KESSNER, VICE CHAIRMAN 
8LAClo( EAGLE 

G. R. COONEY 
BUTTE 

Very truly yours, 

H. J. ANDERSON 
DlROC'roR OF HIGHWAYS 

GEORGE VUCANOVICH, CHAIRMAN 
HELENA 

P L. BACHELLER 
BILLINGS 

JAY LA LONDE 
SIDI'.JSY 
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GEORGE LACKMAN 

C OMMISSIONER 

CAPITOL ANNEX BUILDING THOMAS L, JUDGE 
GOVERNOR 

HELENA, MONTANA 59601 

January 15, 1975 

Mr. John W. Reuss 
Executive Director 
Environmental Quality 
1228 11th Avenue 
Helena, MT 59601 

TELEPHONE : 406-449-3144 

Council 

R E C EIV E D 

JAN 2 1 1975 

ENVI RON~!.ENP L QUALITY 
C ') 'Jf: ~!L 

~ Re: Proposed Seed Processing Plant Regulations 

Dear Mr. Reuss: 

Enclosed please find copies of the Montana Department of 
~ Agriculturels 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 Agriculture, 
Capitol Annex, Helena, Montana 59601, and should be received 
on or before February 13, 1975. 

Sine/y , 

~~~~--
George Lackman 
Commissioner 
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STATE', OF ..I..'i ,~1I~ ~ ~.L Il 'HI E n l~ \Q ~ {. E n 't1 MEPHONE: 

]J)I.E:JP>"'hlRt1r~~~ ({])IF AGRJIC1L~ ~ AREA CODE 406 

GEORGE LACKMAN 
COMMISSIONER 

CAPITOL ANNEX BUILDING 

John Rouss 
Executive Director 
Enviromenta1 Quality Council 
1228 11th Ave. 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Dear Mr. Rouss: 

January 24, 1975 

JA,N 2 7 Al975 

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 if you wish to comment at the 
hearing. 

449-3144 

Very Truly Yours, ~ 

~ei! r 
Enclosures 

Administrator 
Centralized Services 
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BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

OF THE STATE OF MONTANA 

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, ) 
Bond.1-f'"lg, and Insurance require- ) 
ments for Agricultural Seed Ware-) 
house persons. ) 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
FOR ADOPTION OF RULE MAC 
4-2.6(1)-S630 (A~rlcultural 
Seed Warehouse Act.) 

To: All Interested Persons 

1. On February 13, 1975; at 10:00 A.M. a public headng 
will be held at the State Highway Department Auditorium, Hf'Lena, 
Montana, to consider adoption of Rule 4-2.6(1)-S630, A~r'i~ultural 
Seed Warehouse Act. 

2. The proposed adoption would update the Agricul t:H',il 
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, screenl!lgs, 
bonding, and insurance under the Warehouse Act for the Centralized 
Services Division for the Department of Agriculture. 

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

5. Interested persons may present their data, views ~r 
arguments, whether orally or in writing at the hearing. 

6. Mr. George Lackman, Commissioner of A~ricu1ture, Canitol 
Annex Building, Helena, Montana 59601, has been designated as 
hearing officer, to preside over and conduct the hearing. 

7. The authority of the Department proposed 

rules is based on Section 82A-l07. 

By: 

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) Issue 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) Issue 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 anyone 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". 

(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 each warehouseman. 
(g) A statement that the agricultural seed is "Received in Store" from 

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. 

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) 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. 

If 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). 

(5) 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 m~n~mum 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 licensed 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 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 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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(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 allQw 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 

steamor a combination of steam and pressure. 

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



Mr. George Lackman. Commissioner 
Department of Agriculture 
Capitol Annex 
Helena. Montana 59601 

January 23, 1975 

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 in order to obtain the fullest possible range 
of constructive public comment at the hearing: 

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

Dr. Roland R. Renne 
International Trade Commissioner 
President Emeritus/Adjunct Professor 
Agricultural Economics and Economics 
Montana State University 
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 
Soil 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 Billings Gazette (State Editor) 
Box 2507 
Billings, Montana 59103 

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

Mont-Wyo News 
Public Auction Yards 
Exchange Building 
Billings, 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. 

JWR:LLB:cnc 

Sincerely, 

John W. Reuss 
Executive Director 

bY---r-r~~~w---Loren it 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.O.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 



THOMAS L. JUDGE 
GOVERNOR 
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GEORGE LACKMAN 

COMMISSIONER 

CAPITOL ANNEX BUILDING 

HELENA. MONTANA 59601 
TELEPHONE: 406-449-3144 

\ [. 

Jf-IN 2 1 l~j5 
January 15, 1975 EN'/I., 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

M E MaR AND U M 

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

George Lackman, Commissioner 
Montana Department of Agriculture 

Proposed Seed Processing Plant Regulations. 

" QUAL/TY 

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. 

George 
Commissioner 



AGENCY IMPACT DETERMINATION 

Department: 

Prepared by: 

Type of Action: 

January 15, 1975 

Montana Department of Agriculture 
George Lackman, Commissioner 

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

Agency Impact Determination 

A. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION 

The proposed introduction of seed processing plant 

regulations by the Commissioner of Agriculture. These 

regulations 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-

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 incorporated 

into the regulations. The decision by the Commissioner of 
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AGENCY IMPACT DETERMINATION 

January 15, 1975 

Page 2 

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 



'I 

BEFORE THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

OF THE STATE OF MONTANA 

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, ) 
Bondi~g, and Insurance require- ) 
ments for Agricultural Seed Ware-) 
house persons. ) 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
FOR ADOPTION OF RULE MAC 
4-2.6(1)-S630 (Agricultural 
Seed Warehouse Act.) 

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. 

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

5. Interested persons may present their data, views or 
arguments, whether orally or in writ~ng at the hearing. 

6. Mr. George Lackman, Commissioner of Agriculture, Capitol 
Annex Building, 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 proposed 
rules is based on Section 82A-107. 

By: 

Certified To The Secretary of State January 14, 1975. 

MAC Notice 4-2-16 
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REGULATIONS OF THE CO~SSIONER OF AGRICULTURE 
UNDER TIlE AGRICULnJRAL SEED WAREHOUSE ACT - --

i. 

Second Draft 
Dec. 19, 1974 

. 1 
Regulation 1. Minimum standards for equipment for facilities to be licensed • 
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A. Seed processing plants will be licensed as follows: 

B. 

C. 

D. 

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

(a) 

(b) 
(c) 

(d) 

(e) 

(f) 

(g) 

The seed processing plant shall be separate from any commercial 
grain hand ling and marke'ting func tions • 
An air screen cleaner with no less than three screens. 
A dimensional separator or gravity type equip~ent that can be 
readily cleaned. 
A treat"er that will apply a uniform coating of treat to the seed, 
if seed is to be treated. 
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. 
Equipment and procedures to uniformally blend a lot or lots of 
seed, when' seed is to be blended. 
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 ~o 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 sted is to be blended. 

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

. f 
(3). A substandard cl~aning plant (this class will not be licensed after 

July 1, 1978) mu.t: 

(a) Have cleani~g equipment that will improve the percentage of pure 
seed (not g~netic purity) and will not add other crop seed or . 
weed seed t~ the grain being cleaned. 

(b) Have handling equipment that can be operated to prevent contami­
I nation. 1 
I 

. . I . , '. ': ~I~"~~fi:~t,~ ':~;')l~"'·.. . 
Seed: Labeler - No speclft¢:·::~~~'~:;#~~~f~t~~~nt •• 

. .! : "i~: ~.' .:' .:,,~.('. \~'~:i:::,:W~\('!i:;~;;::i'~; :.' 
Seed Buyer - No specific ~tpmeat' reqU!~ements.· 

~ , " . : ~ l ',<'" v.~::/:" . 
Public agriculture see~ 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 screen~ngs 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 cqmmercial cereal seed cleaning plants shall in addi­
tion to 1-6: 

(a) Clean all se~d haJldling equipment between lots to prevent mixing 
of varieties and kind's. 

(b) Operate all ~quipment 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) 

(3) 

(4) 

. 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 se~dl lots shipped to another seed labeler. 

I 
!When adding new g~rmination test data to an existing label the person 
~ adding the new te~t data shall do so with a supplemental lab,l bear-
I ing his name and 4iddress. " , ' 

! . 
A sample label an~ supplemental' label .hall be 8~bmitted along with 
the application f~r license., \ -.'.' . 

:I ' ' . f', 
. ,·f;-.,., 
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C~\ Agricultural,seed buy~'r~\Bb~'il' usc 'a;:corit~ae't "~~t7a approved by the depart-
. ment.; The. contract m<tst' clearly state, the' termso£ purchase and basis for 

payment. Before seed' is transpor,ted out of the's tate 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) Issue 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 re'ce:l.pts. There shall be plainly printed across 
the face of such scale tickets issued by the warehouseman in bold 
type the words, ''nIts IS NOT A WAREHOUSE RECEIPT BUT SHALL BE 
EXCHANGED FOR A WAREHOUSE RECEIPT IF AGRICULTURAL SEED IS HELD IN 
STORAGE" • 

(b) , Issue e~ch day a warehouse receipt for each lot of agricultural 
,seed r.eceived for storage during the day. All agricu I tura I seed 
of one kind received from one owner during anyone 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 see,d, 
when requested tq 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

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

(8) 
I(f) 

(g) 

(h) 

(i) 
(j) 

~k) 

ment of Agriculture. 
A statement .showing whether it is an original, duplicate, tripli­
cate, or other copy and all copies other than the original shall 
s tate ''Non-Negotiable''. 
A statement ~howing. the name of the public agricultural seed ware­
house. 
A statement showing the name of the city or town where the public 
agricultural seed warehouse is located. 
The date the public agricultural seed warehouse receipt is issued • 

I 
The number of the public warehouse receipt. All receipts shall 
be numbered ~onsecutively as issued by each warehouseman. 
A statement ;that the agricultural seed is "Received ,in Store" from 
the person or persons, or firm or corporation named. 
A statement pf 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. 
A statement of the encumbrances suc~ aq cash or other advances. 
A statement lthat upon the return of receipt properly endorsed 
by the persqn to whose order it was .,' sued and the payment of the 
proper charges for storing and handl:i :)g, delivery will be made in 
accordance with the prOVisions of tht ticket. 
A statement that the agricultural seed is properly insured for the 
benefit of the owner. ' 

The above statements must be followed by: The name of the public warehouse 
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rec~ipt ,and the '~i~ture ,of th'e agent or manager of 

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 0 f the agricu I tura I seed; a 11 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 applicapt for license should have the printer's proof approved 
by the department. 

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

If 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 receipi 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 i~ lieu). 

(5) Limitation of Rulings. Nothing in these regulations shall be so con­
strued.as to prev.ent 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 cOImlercial seed plant,' licensed to. process seed under pro-
visions of the act and these regulati~ns, 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 $ wort1¥---
of product liability insurance or evidence of a like amount of assets. ' 

B. S.eed labelers "shall show evidence of a minimum of $ worth of prod-
uct liability insurance or evidence of a like amount of assets. 

.t 

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. 

Regulation 5. All licensed facilities sha1l 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) • 

(2). 

. ! 
Be stored in tig~t bins so weed seed canno t be sca t tered by the w.ind 
or other means. : 

Be processed to destroy the viability of noxious weed seed b~fore 
being used as an~mal feed ~r be used in any way in which the noxious 
weed seed may propogate its kind. 

(3). : Be transported only in tightly closed contair.ers that will prevent 
the loss of weed ;seed in transit. The container must be cleaned 
after ~nloading. : 

c. (1). S~reenings originating outside of Montana shall have the viability 
of Montana noxious weed seed destroyed by appropriate processing 
befc,~e being transported into the state. 
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Screenings originating outside of Montana for transport through 
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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 pf noxious weed seed may be destroyed by using a rotary 
gri~der with 6/64 inch mesh screen or through a hammer mill or by using 

s team or a combination of steam and pressure. 
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Stillwater S~~llfi'ian '8 Association 

Columfli!i!s~ ltf,pntana 59019 

HOM;t.~ .. r E2fJ E p1f 74 
AOR'CUL TUR£ 6101 

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. 

"', This would be inserted after "conunercial" and before "substandard": 

1. A first class seed cleaning plant must have; 

2. A commercial cereal seed cleaning plant must have; 

3. A certified standard cleaning plant must have: 

c. An air screen cleaner with at least two (2) screens. 
b. A treater that will apply a uniform coating of treat 

to the seed. 
c. 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 plant. 
r • 

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 grower-oriented group that is incorporated 
as a warehouse service. We are composed of 17 active growers 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, if you are in Billings some time we could get together. 

WFB:cc 

ce: Mr. Howard Bowman 
Montana State University 1\,............... u... eft .... 

Sincerely, , 

I":.c'.?~ __ :r: /6'/-A __ Lp 
William I. Brinkel. Jr. 
BroadView, Montana 59015 



SUGGESTED CHANGES FOR SEED PROCESSING PLANT REGULATIONS 

Submitted by Montana Seedmens Association. 

Page 1 
1. (a) An air screen cleaner with no less 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 s'creen 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 ••••• 1-6; 
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 •• s,ecializes in and which he is equipped; and add: agrees to 
handle. 

D. (2) Delete - There shall be plainly printed acroBs •••••• 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: 

i. . 

I 
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~~ntana G(~1n Elevator Association Members 
" ' :1, ',' 

To: 

From: Oliver Thorvilson/Sec.-Treasurer 

THe Board of Directors of the Montana Grain Elevator Association met on 
~~onday 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 St~ffioerg. Also, 
Ray Fisher, Jack Hemmingson, Clarence Olfert, Lowell Babcock, Ray Yort, 
George Boos, Kent Norby, Oliver Thorvilson, 4nd Burt Ginther, from MSU in 
Bozeman. 

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

}Ir. Ginther explained that the reason for writing up a set of regulat~ons is to 
enable the execution of a law covering seed cleaning and processing which ¥ent into 
effect July 1, 1973. Much of the discussion ,,1as negative because the opinion 
of most of those present was that the cleaning done at the grain elevators 
while not ccmpletely satisfactor~ has not in itself been any significant 
factor in conta~inating 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 1st 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 1st class seed plants. 

It was agreed that there are not enough 1st class seed processing plants 
to come close to meeting the needs for cleaning services required in the state. 

If severe regulations are placed upon the Country Elevators, it might be 
a disservice to the farmers and many would be una)le to get their grain cleaned 
for 'eeding due to lack of facilities. 

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

)" 
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GRAIN ELEVATOR ASSOCIATION 

Hr. Ginther stated that the recommendations a1\d views boat were"discussed 
.today would be taken into consideration 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 ,. 
have an open meeting to which all interested parties will be invited. 
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To Whom It May Concern: 

From: Lund Seeds '- Ben L. Lund A 

/ "/ 7 

, ,Julll, 
!~Oi{r / ;11/ 

i~,Ii,~jlr> S 1 <. . 
ff'4.L!l" 1£ () 

llJ:lf:ff.~., 
" :i,:Rp). 

After studying 
I haTe seTeral 
express from a 

the proposed seed prooessing plant reg\llations, 
questions and ideas wkicA I would like to . 
processors point of Tiew. 

With the eYer inarea3ing eost of attorneys' fees, of amount of 
red tape and papenofork inTol Ted 'to do business, I would itop. tit. 
pro~osed regulation3 ~ould be Tery short and simple. 

Regulations 2 A - (1) 
Can you imagIne a little one aan processing plant like I 

itaT~mf:king 5 - 600 reports to the state per yeRr? If a pro­
cl!tssor is going to report all co:m.mercial lots cleaned, a.s a 
processor, I would like one of the foTlowing in order of pref-
erenC"e: . 

1. 1,0 re,.)u.L· J
.:; n'1~essary - but tilJ. procesEors keep a record for 

two years of each lot eleaned. 
2. The state accept a copy oftke processors Beale ticket witk 

the required infornation on it. ( my tickets now kaTe all of 
the info required) 

3. The state require a certain format for scale ticket and 
accept a copy of tkese as a report. 

Reg~letion 2 A - (2) 
A price schedule is quite comphex for a processor who ttt •• 

to do a good job. Some lots of seed need to be run seTeral 
different times oYer BeTeral different types of eleaners. Some 
lots of seec (especially grasses but also barley) come in so 
trashy they wonet go t~rougk a scalper and some lots are Tery 
Gl~an. A price 3chedule is nice for inspectors etc. hut I don't 
th.ink they are followed to closely. 

:I .. 

Regulation 2 A - (6) •••• 1s TPry important 

Regulation 2 B - (4) and RegUlation ~ C 
Tl'.e BepartMent of J\qrieulture lias enough. things to apprOTe . 

end g-:t inTolTed in. The department Bhould set th.eir standards, 
si~)ly and concise, and the lic~nsee he required to meet tkese 
standards. 

Regulation 2 - D (1) , ' 
Do 1: understand this cor~e.tly? A public war!'!houseman 

shall be required to a~cept anyone's se~d that is in con9ition 
fer storage. wl\at about seed tha.t is contaminated with noxious 
we~ds? ~ 

would not be in faTor of As a processor of cornmerai~l seed I 
these r~gulations as written •. With 
ment I feel tkese regulctions.~ould 
tke future of the agri-eommunity. 

Tery little change and refine­
he in t~ehest interests of .. 
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JAN 2 1 ,375 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT '- QUALITY 
c-' " 

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

Prepared by: George A. A1gard 
Environmental Planner 

Type of Action: Assessment of Proposed Seed Processing Regulations. 

A. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION: 

:t' 

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 

1abe1ers, 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. 



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 :l 

minimized. 

(2) 

2. 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. 



I • 

3. To prevent the planting of large qllantities 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. 

(3) 

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. 



Situation: 

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

Cooperative Extension Service 

(4) 

Wild oat infestations occur generally throughout the dry and irrigated 
croplands of the state. They result in more lotal crop loss in yield due 
to competition for moisture and nutrients than any other anIlual, bicni1ial 
or perennial weed. Wild oats reduce the quality o[ the crop due to increased 
foreign material, thereby increasing transportation, ma.rketing and pro(;essing 
costs for commercial grain or seed. Studies have shown that as few <is 10 
wild oat seedlings per square yard C8n reduce crop yields, two bushels per 
acre. Nore recent studies indicate that 2()-40 plants per square yard can 
reduce the yield of sp::-ing wheat. as much as four Lushels per acre from both 
fertili~ed 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 caR mean a loss of $1,60 per 
acre for barley and $2.60 per acre for wheat on past prices. Con~idering 
tnore \"ecent prices of grain, a two bushel yield loss greatly etnphQsizes this 
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 
percentages can be considered as heavy infestations. 

Atreages of wild oat infestation.~ .. ~n cereal $rains. 

Wheat Winter - Dryland - 900,000 acres. 

Spring 
Irrigated - 17,000 acres. 
Dryland - 1,100,000 acres. 
Irrigated - 30,000 acres. 
Dryland - 80,000 acres. I' 

Irrigated - 750 acres. 
Barley - Dryland - 750,000 acres. ~ 

Durum 

Irrigat.ed - 75,000 acres. ~ 

Oats - Dryland - 90,000 acres. 1 
Irrigated - 20,000 acres. 

Some drill box surveys have indicated that 45 per ~ent of the seed 
being used by farmers is infested with wild oats. The degree of iniestati 
will vary with the area and availability of seed for that particul~t year. 
Field infest&tions also will vary with the availability of moisture in the 
area. 'The ptoduction of pedigreed seedstock in sufficient quantity to serve 
Montana' 5 cOlllmercial producers is in jeopardy because of the extem;ive 
wild oat prQblem. 

Chemica19 are available which are effective in controlling wild ,oats 
if used 'correctly. Cultural and seed use practice~ can likewise be improved 
through,a closer lia50n with technical personnel serving the farmers. 

." 
\ 
\ 
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Winter wheat lh"yll1nd $7,200,000 
ll"t'igatod 2/2,000 

Spri ng whea t Dryland 8,SOO,000 
Irrigated 4flO,000 

Durum Dryland 960,000 
Irrigated 18,000 

Barley Dryland 3,000,000 
Irrigated 600,000 

Oats Dryland 540,000 
Irrigated 200,000 

TOTAL LOSS $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 three 
and five bushel losses for oats at $2.00 per bushel. 

, 

(5) 
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Table 2. Effect of Wild Oat Populations on Yield. 

. -LOSS WHEN WEED FREE YIELD IS 30 BU/A 
W. O./Ft. Wheat Barley 

0 0 0 
1 3.2 2.2 
2 I 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 

(H. 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). 

(6) 

Duration of competition also determines ~oss 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 ind~pendent 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 fur.ther 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 70% 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 

If 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 tillabe':must 
be shallow. ' 



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. 

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

Primary Impact: Economic 

(7) 

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. 



. . 

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. 

(8) 



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. 

(9) 



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. 

(10) 
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I~O-MA~ ~ JUDGE 

GOVERNOR 

5T ATE OF MONTANA 

DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS 

HELENA, MONTANA 59601 

January 21, 1975 

RECE~VED 

JAN 2 2 1975 

ENVI KONP.~fNr L QUALITY 
C ::"'·.!;:~:L 

H . J. ANDERSON 
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS 

IN REPLY REFER TO' 

36-SCK 
RF144(10) 
Glasgow Lighting 

Executive Director 
Environmental Quality Council 
Capital Station 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Gentlemen: 

Fncloscd for your inforllhltion ,1re two (?) copies of ttl(' I\rjency 
IlllpclCt. Ilptl'rlilindt.ioll lor t.he dhow subject proj ec t, il ~, dpproved by the 
Federill lIighway I\dministration. 

36-SCK:AGZ:DVS:sk 

Enclosure 

Wm. M. KESSNER, VICE CHAIRMAN 
BLACK EAGLE 

G. R. COONEY 
BUTTE 

Very truly yours, 

H .• J. ANDE RSON 
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS 

BY: /~-rV e *,~, 
tep ~ologi, P".E. v / .. 

Chief-Preconstruction Bureau 

GEORGE VUCANOVICH, CHAIRMAN 
HELENA 

P L . BACHELLER 
BILLINGS 

JAY LA LONDE 
SIDNEY 
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THOMAS L, JUDG~ 

GOvERNOR 

STATE OF MONTANA 

DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS 
t 5b.... .' ...... _' 

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

Gentlemen: 

January 2, 1975 

.. "1,. Z .. ; I 'Ad _ uP , ... 
H, J Ar>,JeJERSC;'.J 

DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS 

IN REPLY RE"ER TO. 

36-SCK 
RF 144(10) 
G1 as gow Li ght i n9 
REF: 08-30. 1 

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

1. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED HIGHWAY IMPROVHiENT AND ITS SURROUNDINGS 

A. 'Location and Description of the Project 

The location of the project is at the intersection of U.S. 2 and Secondary 
~47, approximately 1.4 miles east of Glasgow, Montana. A two lane to four lane 
~ransition is located 600 feet to the east of the intersection. The four lane 
~ortion of the roadway presently has raised median curb installed on it. 

lhe work to be completed will consist of installing seven 250 watt sodium 
fipor luminaries. The light level obtained from the seven luminaires will be 1.0 
, .. verage maintained foot candles as AASHO recommends. An eight inch amber flashing 
,'beacon will also be installed on this project. 

Yhe 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 
~roject is indicated in the enclosed letter. 

At the present time there is no existing lighting at this intersection. The 
~rincip1e 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 facil itate vehi cular traffi c. 

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, 

, Wrn.1III t<ESSNER, IIfC, c ........... ... 
.~ACIlC [A(.h •. !: 

G.R, COONEY 
.UTTI 

GEORGE VUCANOVICH, C .... ,,, .... ,, 
"I ... ,,, .. 

(Cont'd) 'p' L, BACHELLER 
.' ..... '''01 

JAY LA LONDE 
SION£Y 
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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 substanti ally greater di stance than hi sown headl i ghts woul d pen at rate . 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 
RIOtori s ts . 

The power used by the luminaires 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 lighting 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 ENHANCEr-lENT OF LONG-TERM PRODUCT! VITY 

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 

5011 erosion, park, recreational areas, wildlife, waterfowl refuges, historic 
and natural landmarks are not involved in this project. 

9. PUBLIC FACILITIES AND SERVICES 

Religious, health, educatiorial facilities, fire protection, and other 
emergency services will not be affected directly; the lighting 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 
construction. 

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) 
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pr" 11"1-2 states that noise studies are not reauired'on li~\::'iIi1-'¥rojects. 
However, a pre1irJnary noise study was conduct~~ for this." proj'.:ct :;sir,c;:. t!1I~ 
"Intf'r:J~tati C!1 cf PP;' 90-2" CJt'.?c "al Il, 11],73. The Trans-porta ':,1 ct. Z ISt2r.1S 
Center's :Iomooraoh ... :as used to detennine that'all buildin,gs 'in U'(;' area of the 
project are located far enouGh from the roa~;ay to be below the commercial level 
of L1

0 
= 75 dg.~, and the residential level of Lfo = 70 dBA. 

. ' 

"\'ieo.., cf t~~ D.C3c" and "\/i~\'I from the ~oac!'" \-Ii 11 !:;e ,ilr.nro'lt'!d (:ueill. th~ 
dark ~ours. "otorists "dll be able to see the rea<i,!ay. and intersection'r:-ore 
clearly, V1US ir.-,;1rovinq sig:,t distanc2 anc! safety. . -. 

The cost of t~e ,roject will be far out weighed by th~ advantages gained 
frod'rn~ facil ity ',d t~ such ,}reatly irrproved qual iti es as safety and e,ffi ciency. 

Bas~d on the forer.oin~, it is felt that the prorosed project will not 
,sirynific?71tly <!ffr>ct t';e environment and does not l'.'arrant the pre;Jaration of an 
£nvirnnrneital IP1[)act Statel'!"ent or a ~Iegative Jeclaration. 

Your early return of a si!)ned copy of this Determination "Till be appreciated. 

) 
~~rK:AGZ:OVS:sk 

bclosure 
--- ----

Very truly yeurs, 

H. J. ,t\NOEPSn:1 
OIRECT0~ OF HIGI:Hfl,YS 

...... //}- ( ~
' 

BY :, ' , c.::.. / / 
S ep 1 T:Y01Qgi.-P~ 
Chief-Preconstruction Bureau 

. -
(~ 

-) 
, , 

11:Oncur _---,.~I#---+-~~a£/-:-..---=---:-' ___ Date_/- J.)..1J--' 

~
H. fl. ! ~ivision Engineer 

\ . 

edera 1 way Admini strati on PO" , .. -' 
~~--~T-~~~~~~~~~~-
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Stephen C. Kologi, P.E. 
Chief, Preconstruction Bureau 
Department of Highways 
Sixth and Roberts Streets 
Helena, MT 59601 

Dear Mr. Kologi: 

December 11, 1974 

Re: 36-SCK Flasher, Sign 
and Lighting Projects 

We concur that flasher, signing and/or lighting projects 

should have no adverse effect.s on air quality. Until further 

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

projects. 

Sincerely, ,,~ 

JaM S. Andenan M.D. 
~ 

~.Si~&QL~ 

R:N:dmg 

-----

/ 
Air Pollution Control specialist 
Air Quality Bureau 
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STATE OF MONTANA 

DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS 

September 20, 1974 

Environmental Quality Council 
Director 
P. O. Box 215, Capital Post Office 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Dear Sir: 

SL ,-'.; 1.174 
ENV/ROJ\'v!=" 

"- I L QUALITY 
CO:;·,CIL ' 

H J AIV):::RSON 
DIRECTCR OF HIGHWAYS 

IN REPLY REFER TO 

36-SCK 
RF 144(10) 
Glasgow Lighting 
Intersection of 
U.S. 2 & Mont. 247 
Letter of Intent 

This is to inform you of a lighting project near Glasgo\!-!, 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 luminaires . 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 will also be appreciated. 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 ~til i zed. 

The enclosed map shows the location of the proposed project and the 
immediate area surrounding the project. 

Vv r K C, C 1\ t f-) I F (H ,. I R..., f\J \J, R nNF- Y 
D. V L:. L BulTE 

(Cont'd) 

GEORGE VUCANO\JICH, CHAIRMAN 
HELENA 

P L BACHELLER 
BILLINGS 

JAY LA L 01'...;E 
S ONE y 



I .~ 
I ,: 
I • 

• Paqe 2 

Letter of Intent 
Scp ternber ?(), 1 97 (~ 

RF 144 ( 1 0) 
G1asgovi Lighting 
Intersection of 
U.S. 2 & Mont. 247 

The enclosed list 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 list, please let us know and we 
wi 11 contact them. 

36-SCK:AGZ:DVS:sk 

Enclosurps 

cc: J. R. I)eckert 
R. [. Champion 
D. D. Anderson 
V. D. Borden 
K. F, Sko09 
1<. i'J. Anderson 
L. L. Cloninger 
H. G. Wheeler 
Robert Hall 

Very truly yours, 

H. ,J. ANDERSON 
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS 

'~- :!' // -V J' l3 Y : ___ /~·~i{z"'L~. L .L/_~t.; . 
Step n C. Kologi, P.E. v~ 
Chief-Preconstruction Bureau 



Mbntana 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. ~kpartn1cnt of Transpot'tation 
r"cdcr'il Hiqh\,<i,~'Y Administration 
501 North Fee 
Helena, r~ontana 59601 

U. S. Coast Guard 
Commander (mep) 
Thirteenth Coast Guard 
618 Second Avenue 
Seattle, Washington 98104 

Director 
Department of Natural Resources 

and Conservation 
32 South Ewing 
Helena, ~1ontana 59601 

Envinmmental ()udlity Council 
f)ircct.or 
Box 715, C0ptial Post Office 

59601 

Department of Fmthropology 
f-1ontJna State University 
EOZClild n, i~ontana 5971 5 

f)epi.i rtment of {Itrlhropo logy 
llnivC'r c, i ty of nOlltana 
Missoul~, Montana 59801 

f)cpa rtfl1(~n t 0 f til c 1\ rilly 
0111(1 Ii c\ Di s t ric t 
Corps of [ngin~ers 
7~lO II.S. [losl Office clnd Courthouse 
Olll,l1ld, Nehrds Kd un 02 

C(lr , i', ',i olll'r 
DCpc;llli,,'nt of St.;,te J 1 ncls 
Still~' C>!lit.ol [','Iildilli, 1:0am 130 
fir-'jl: r'!l1litdll, (llJ 

noril ,:Ii' Cfl'i!:ilcI' !] ICC'; "'.'J'CO 

P. o. I~()x '1/3D 

Department of Transportation 
Federal Aviation Administration 
FAA Building, Room 2 
Helena Airport 
Helena. Montana 59601 

Friends.of 
ATTENTION: 
Box 882 
Billings, 

the Earth 
Ed Dobson 

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 59801 

Department of Health, Education and Welfare 
9017 Federal Office 8uilding 
19th and Stout Street 
Denver, Colorado 80202 

Economic Develooment Administration 
Chicago Title G~ilding 
909-17th Street, Suite 505 
Denver, Colorado 80202 

Assistant Secretary-Program Policy 
Department of the Interior 
Washington, D.C. 20240 
ATTENTION: Di rector, Envi ronmcnta 1 

Project Review (9 Copies) 

Center for Planning & Development 
Montana State University 
Bozellill,n, Montana 59715 

Environmental Protection Agency 
Lincoln TO\-:or 
Suite 900 - 1860 Lincoln Street 
Denver, Colorado 80203 

OepJrtnent of I nt.erC)ovcrmcni i~ 1 
Rcl ations !\f.:ror-ilu ti cs Ui v i si on 
Cilpi ta"1 S1..0 t.i on 
Helen::, i:ontClnil 59601 

Student ["tIVin)tI"::~;ltd.l 1':';SC:i\(C!i Cent"1 
Uni vcrs i ty of r,~,')n tiind 

f:O(}ii' ?l (!, Iji'ntllt'(: Cprl!-('I' 

i~i s~",!)ull\, i",:HltCl.ltc i :;C<:Ol 



DE!pt. of Health & Environmental Sciences 
Environrnent,11 Sciences Division 
Administrator 
Cogs\'I'e11 Building 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Department of Fish and Game 
Assistant Administrator 
Environment and Information Division 
Sam W. Mitchell Building 
He 1 ena, rlontana 59601 

Federal Housing Administration 
Housing and Urban Development 
Oi rectm' 
616 Helena Avenue 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Montana Broadcasters Association 
213 5th Avenue 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Montana Stockgrowers Association 
Secretary 
P. O. Box 1679 
First National Bank Building 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Montana Wildlife Federation 
Chairwoman, Highway Committee 
1015 Peos ta 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Regional I\ir Pollution Control, Director 
Consumer Protection & Environmental 
National Air Pollution Control Admin. 
9017 Federal Office Building 
Denver Colorado 80202 

The Wilderness Society 
4260 East lvans Avenue 
Denver, Colorado 80222 

U.s. Department of j\griculture 
Office of the Secre"lilry of t~iJricultlire 
\Jdshin~Jtotl, [J.C. 2020/) 

u.s. Dcpal'tllll..:nt of Agriculture 
State COII',ei'vatiunist 
Soil Cons(')'vdl:ion Service 
P. O. fl(lx (ljO 

5971 ~; 

lJ. S, h'rl crt; 1 t'o\,!(:r Cor'll'ii s s ion 
~8) [\;1 t: tery S t rrc't 
Sdrl Itijflci~;c(}, Calir()rni(~ 

H:")iJld or r,r/Ullly C():,','1i~~:;'i(;:iC'Y':; 
V dll <'j' Co U i I ! .> 
Cl(l~,q('\,i, 1,1untdfld 5IJ2~;U 

Small Business Administration 
Power Block 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Sierra Club 
% Mrs. Judy Reynoso 
150 Henry 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Mountain Bell 
441 North Park Avenue 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Documents Department 
Montana State Library 
930 Lynda 1 e 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Montana Dakota Utility Company 
239 4th Street 
Gl asgow, r10ntana 59230 

Montana Power Company 
Electric Building 
Butte, Montana 59701 

School District #1 
Mr. Gary F. r~artin 
Superintendent 
Glasgow, Montana 59230 

Chamber of Commerce 
P. O. Box 832 
Gl asgol'J, r'1ontana 59230 

City County Planning Board 
P.O. Box A 
Gl asgow, t'lontana 

Glasgo\'i Courier 
Gl asgo~v, t10ntana 

59230 

59230 

Honorable Ji1mes O. Christinson 
Major of Glasgow 
Glasgm·!, flontana 59230 

United States f10stmastcr 
Vall ey County 
Glasgow, ~ontana 59230 
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STATE OF MONTANA 

DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS 

J' I 

January 21, 1975 

rl , A - '"'\ " 
ItT ...... &: f-- I I-i ~ 

32:SCK 
N R! P 'r h ) 

I 94-5(18)174 
Terry-Fallon 

Safety corrections 

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. 

32-SCK:KFS:JG:mb 
Enclosures 

cc: K.F. Skoog 

Very truly yours, 

H.J. ANDERSON 
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS 

" 

A j I r, J r 
Bit I I~ S 



MONTfifl f" CEF;iP1T::;~~\ t 
OF HICH,.:,Y:~ .. 

i9iS 

I 94-5 (lG)174 
'ren7-J!cllon Safety Cor~<'~ticns 

lIe 1 eM $ Hon tana 59501 
OS-30.22-E2 
Reply requ:::b ted by 1/22/75 

Centler::£:n: 

This AgCECY IC":j.l 3ct D:!ten::ll.r:.f;t:t.c~ i.s bd.ng subZ!litte:l fo:: you approval on 
I94-5(U3)17li. T1li::: project :LS le:ctlt€Q :l.u P:n~ ... :ie CO'..:.'J.ty on 1-94 beginning 
one mill cast of ter:y end e~:tcnding 6.5 miie::l easte:::1y. 

- The "'tn.·k ,;)ill consist of r:afety inprciVer::cr:.tg to eli.rr:i,n.ote h8zards and 
othel' itEms em a IJJ:tviounly COilstruct:eu four lane Int€!'3tate Righ-";,jY 
section. 

It h cur opinion thnt thiti pT.oject is, nc~ 0 l!..!ljcr vc tion and 1 t ",ill 
not significantly af£ec t the €:rlVironr:Hmt. Ill£:· project should not signifi­
cantly affect the etr, noise or 'ti!~ter quality or the area. 

'nle '\l)ork''Will r;ot aHect other public \.~orkd activities or rerult in 
any alter. :i.cn of l.::ld use of traffic flO',J pctterns. 1(0 new right-oi-l.'ay 
will be required. The r:1.Bjor ir:-.p3C t of tb~ project 'tiill be to provide safer 
and more efficienr: transpcrt.ation fer L'1e traveling pliolic. 

lie elso request the T,la!ver of a public hearing, location and design 
notific~tian requirewcnta and cle8ringho~se approval. 

32-SCK:~VS:JG:mh 

eel s. C. Kologi 
B. Ruuell 
X. F. Skoog 
D. D. Anderson 

Very truly yc ~,rs, 

B. J. A!IDERSmr 
DlR7CroR OF HIGE1.rAYS 

J~N 1 i 

DATE 

. ~.~. 

>, 
" 

-'.~. 

" 

, 
~, 



STATE OF MONTANA 

DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS 

J 11'- ) 
T 

32:SCK 
N R P Y R[ 

I 94-6(28)209 
Glendive East & 
West Safety 

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. 

32-SCK:KFS:JG:rnb 
Enclosures 

cc: K.F. Skoog 

Very truly yours, 

H.J. ANDERSON 
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS 

~~, // ,-J/.~ ' By , vZ l j C:, /1~Z:t"7 
Steph~Kologi, P.E., C~ 
Preconstruction Bureau 

HA I 
f- t l I .. ..l~ 



Federal B:i3;Y-;Jay Aw:::ini.atr,'at:i.cn 
SOl Uorth Fee 
Eelen.:'1, HO:ltan.a !j96Jl 

! ~U~-6(28) 209 
Gl(~dive Ezst & West Sa:ety 

03-30.t.i2·B2 
tteply ::equcs it;d by: 1/22/75 

end.!'} Agency I:':;l[.Ct l)sterr:d.r~i?d.cn is b0iug sub8Jtte:3. for your ~pproval 
en I 9!+~·6(23)209 .. Th.is project in lcc;;::~d 1:1 Da\;'sol1 CC'Jnty on 1-94 be­
gii4'1.:I.ng ~!ppro~iE:atf;;l~/ 5.5 wiles wCtit vf (;~l£tiji'\~e tn:~d e:::i;nding 7.9 miles 
easterly to a point .:~p~roximtcly 2.4 miL;£; E~1St:. of G1C:l:\J1ive. 

oilier i t(,r:1S on oS prtiv:\.ously conct~ructecl fotTI: la.ne Int'C':c:;t:,ate Rigr:'W;.;y 

section. 

It iEJ our CpiCl:lc.m tlU1t thil'! project is not 5 l!l3jor action and it 'Will 
not significantly .sHeet the cmvircnmcnt. 'rhe project should not signifi­
cantly uficct the .. \ir t noise or '[.;'~tf!r q~li'c;y of t:a "u:'ca. 

, The i.'rk ~ill not llffect ot.h(;!:t' 'Public 'Uo-.::'Ks activid..es or result in 
any sltc!'ation of 1.!lI'.ci use or. tr.-sfiic fle;, p.::itterDf:l. lio new right-of-~ay 
will be required. The r::...'!jor iq)~ct of the pI'ojec t io1ill be to provide safer 
and nore efficient transportation for tbt~ traveHng public. 

17t. alGo request the -waiver of a public hearing I' lcc.uticn BOO design noti­
fication requir,z::;'~!1Ul and cle:;-:ringhouse c.P?rO"Jal. 

.. 

32-SCK:KrS:JG:mb 

cc: S. C. Kologi 
B. RU1Hlell 

X. F. Skoog 
. D. D. Andersoll 

Very truly yours, 

R. J. AlID:RSOn 
DlREL'TOR OF HIG1l.1AYS 

" 
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January 23, 1975 JAN 2 3 1975 

E' '\1' ~r""" ; " ·,I~,' '- QUALITY I'll t I '.J' . 
C-·· ': .. ::, 

Board of County Commissioners, Ravalli County Courthouse, Ham-ilton 
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
fi nement faci 1 i ty south of Florence, r~ontana. 

The purpose of this negative declaration is to inform all interested 
governmenta 1 agenci es and pub 1 i c groups of the ~~ater Qual i ty Bureau's 
intent not to write an environmental impact statement. This declaration 
will be circulated for a period of ten days at which time a decision will 
be made as to whether or not a waste discharge permit should be issued. 
If you care to comment on this application for a permit, please do so 
within that allotted time. 

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 NW~, NE~, 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 v/aste 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 periodi­
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 percolation 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 long as this operation will not result in a dis­
charge of waste material to state waters and can be operated without 
creatino nuisance conditions for the surrounding environment, such relo­
cation does not seem justifiable. 

SLP:vlf 
Attachment 
cc: Ben Hake 

Dan Vichorek 
Air Quality Bureau 

/V- ~ L?,~.I!: 
x/z;.«Gd ~~J 
Steven L. Pilcher 
Agricultural Hastewater Specialist 
Water Quality Bureau 
Environmental Sciences Division 





Der;prtment of Health and En Ironmentai Sciences 
STATE OF MONTANA HELENA,MONTANA 59601 

KALISPELL REGIONAL OFFICE-Box 103l-Kalispell, MT 59901 John S. Anderson M.D. 
DIRECTOR 

January 9, 1975 

COPIES TO: 

Mr. E. C. Granrud, Rt. 1, Kalispell 
Mr. D. K. Marquardt, P.E., 1031 S. Main, Kalispell 

~Montana Environmental Qual ity Council, Box 215 Capitol Station, Helena 
Montana State Fish & Game Dept. Attn: Mr. Jim Posewi.tz, Mitchell Bldg •• Helena 
Montana State Dept. of Health & Env. Sciences, Water Quality Bureau, Helena 
Montana State Dept. of Intergovernmental Re~ions, 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, K~spell 
Honorable Larry Bjorneby, Mayor, City of Kalispell 
Flathead Tomorrow, Box 173, Bigfork 

Gentlemen: 

Enclosed is a Nega.tive 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. 

WOA :jh 

Enclosure 

Sincerely, 

Public Health Engineer 
Environmental Sciences Division 
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A NEGATIVE DECLARATION 
FOR 

STILLWATER TERRACE NO.2. 
A Proposed Subdivision in Flathead County. Montana 

DIVISION: Montana State Dept. of Heal th and 
Environmenta"l Sciences 

PREPARED BY: Wilbur o. Aikin. P.E. 
Public Health Engineer 
Kalispell Regional Office 

TYPE OF ACTION: Subdivision Approval 
plus Water System Approval for both phases 
of Stillwater Terrace project. 

~: January 7. 1975 

LOCATION AND SIZE: 3 lots on approximately 2.0 acres. two miles north of Kalispell on the west 
edge of the terrace which separates Whitefish and Stillwater Riyers. 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 
su~division 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 I 
Stillwater Terrace subdivision---approved June 6, 1974; E.S. l5-74-K13l; 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. 

ENVIRONMEN~L 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 a.re 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. 
ENVIRONMEN~L 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. In 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 got 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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Def20rtment of Hea~h and E~ronmentol Sciences 
STATE OF MONTANA HELENA, MONTANA 5~ e n 

KALISPELL REGIONAL OFFIC~tt es~i'ls~\r:' MT 59901 __ -JeMS.A~M.D. 

G-;~'-2 -7. _:~S---. (anuary 9, 1975 
jl\r't --..... -

--;-:-(0\"\: '- QUA\"\1'l '7 ( 

COPIES TO: EN'J\ROhC;:': \~' -~\- ) S d 47 I • 

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,Ka1ispe11 
Montana State Dept. of Health & Env. Sciences, Water Quality Bure~ Helena 
Montana State Dept. of Intergovernmental Relations, Div. of Planning & Economic 

Development, Capitol Station, Helena 
Montana State Library, 930 E. Lynda1e, Helena 
Mr. Ben Wake, Administrator, Environmental Sciences Division, Helena 
US~ 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. /" 

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. 

WOA:jh 

Enclosure 

Sincerely, 

c 
Environmental Division 



A NEGATIVE nECLARA TION 

FOR 

SUNRIS F.: ACRES 4/2 

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, concern.ing the proposed Sunrise Acres 112 subdivision, 
located .lz; mile west of Lakeside, in Flathead County, Montana. 

The Sunrise Acres 4/2 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. Kalispell, 
Montana is approximately IS 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 earl ier project 
occupies the south ~ of the southeast .lz; of section 12 directly west of and 
contingent to Sunrise Acres 4/2. See map enclosure. 



~ Negac1ve ueClaraC10n 
Sunrise Acres #2 

January 0, 1":J1:J 

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 ft 2 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 po:;;sible 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 IS-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 constructi.on. 

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. In either case ultimate 
disposal of solid waste will be made to the Flathead County Landfill site. 



A Negative Declaration 
Sunrise Acres #2 

January 0, L"J 

Page Three 

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 
possible 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 

Seogrphically 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 (20-25%) 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. 

~o 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 considering the topography and field conditions. 

ADVERSE IMPACTS 

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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A Negative Declaration 
Sunrise Acres #2 

January 8, 1975 
Page Four 

Conflicts with the naturally 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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DeQOrtment of Health and E~ronrrental Sciences 
STATE OF MONTANA HElENA,MONTANA 59601 

l'ALISPELL REGIONAL OFFICE-Box 1031-K;\-ited), MT 59901 
John S.Anderk>nM.b. 

DIRECTOR 
r<J'-«f '0\.' 

,c"1S 
\.J 1 

January 8, 1975 

CC; 1'1 ES TO: 
. Q\Jf:>.\...rr{ 

James H. Miller Box 1037, Polson 
Putnam & Associates 119 Main, Kalispell 
Hontana 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. & Hontana, 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 
US~ 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 
~racts, a subdivision in Flathead County, Montana. This is being 

for your-'-irtformation and understanding. 

Marken Point 
- - . 

sent to you 

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 Hontana Subdivision Law. 

WOA :jh 
Enclosure 

Sincerely, 

Wilbil- n, P.E. 
PubliC Health Engineer 
Environmental Sciences Division 



A NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

FOR 

MARKEN <]'OINT TRACTS 

A I'rop08t~d Subd ivision in Flathead County, Montana 

l'ursuant 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 ~ Tracts Subdivision which is herewith being 
reviewed for administrative approval. 

INTRODUCTORY NOTE 

The }'arken Point Tracts subdivision is a land division project which has been 
cJnferred 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. Included 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 exception 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.O.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. 



A t~egative Declaration 
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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 purpo~es 
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 II (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 90% of the previous Class I-II 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 2-4% slope. All slopes are toward the river. 

(11) Road Limitations -raven 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 
spacial relationships with the maximum yearly hi.gh 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 0 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 "s~nall 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 St:atehighways. Ihe 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. 

(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 

\~ater 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 drainfie1ds 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 Wastc-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 n~~ 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 r:al ispell, 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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STATE OF M 

DEPARTMENT OF HIG 

D~ 
THOMAS L. JUDG~ 

GOVERNOR 

HELENA, MONTANA 59601 E~\1 

January 23, 1975 
IN REPLY REFER TO' 

RF-183(14) 
st. Regis Bridge 

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

Dear Sir: 

Enclosed herewith for your information and files are two copies of the 
Agency Impact Determination for the above project as approved by the 
FHWA Division Engineer. 

39-GLA:JGS:dt 
attachment 

cc: G. L. Anders 

Wm, M KESSNER,vICE CHAIRMAN 
BL.ACK EAGLE 

G. R. COONEY 
BUTTE 

Very truly Y9urs, 

H. J. ANDERSON 
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS 

By: ~4dLf2g. ~ 
'Gerald L. Anoers, P.E., Supr. 
Consultant Design Section 

GEORGE VUCANOVICH, CHAIRMAN 
HELENA 

P. L BACHELLER 
BILLINGS 

JAY LA LONOE 
SIDNEY 
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5T A TE OF MONTANA 

DEPARTrVlENT OF HIGH\VA YS 

January 16. 1975 

u.s. :,':DartJ;"i2nt of Transportation 
FederRl Highway A~ninistration 
Helena. riontana 50001 

08-30.22-Al 

RF 18.3 (14) 
St.E(;gis Bridge! 

This Aoency Impact Determinntion is suhmittrd for YOllr r:onC'!i";'cnce 
thai an environment,ll ir:lpact statement or negative decla.raticn is not 
needed for this nonmajor actiun. 

We are rroposinq to repair the ex;stinq br1drre oyrr the St. r~e('tis 
River on U.S. 10 at St. Renis as stated in the attached me~o of 
October 31, 1974 to tiro Beckert. Cop; es of the referenced fl:GiW I s 
of October 21st Rnd October 23rd are also included. 

As stated in FHPM transmittal 107, Volume 7, Chapter 7, Section 2, 
Paragraph laC, a nonmajor action which is a FHWA action will not 
require an (IS or a negative declaration. 

Paragraph lOe(5) further states that one type of action ordir.arily 
considered to be nonmajor is reconstruction of exist1n9 str0~m crossin~s. 

Volw~e 7, Chapter 7. Section 5, Paragraph 6C indicates that a public 
hearing is not required for a proposed project such as this. 

In V1~1 of the above we request your concurrence in our drt0fMinltion 
that a negative declaration is not necessary and we also rr~l:~st 
desiqn approval fOI~ the project at this ti~e. Our Public I::'~l'inqs 
Unit will advertise our request for design approval in the proper 
med1a. 

lA 

C 
c· _~ 
l' 
e' .... -,: 

Q ~ 

" 



U.S. Depart~cnt of Transportation 
lIelena, r:ontana 
.)anuJry H;, 1975 
page 2 

We feel this information adeouatfly addresses the con~ents cOAtained in 
your lett~r of October 1S, 1974 pertaining to this matter. 

Attachrqents 
39-SCK/GLA/JGS/ajs 
cc: D.O. Anderson 

B.C. riiller 
H. E. Strotton 
G.l. Anders 

Very truly yours, 

H.J. ArlDERSOil 
DIr~[CTOR OF I:IG:-;~JAYS 

/\/;1-- - j' /(--- /j / " -, 
/"! I... /' } 14>", 'I / • ~ ... /./ -;/ f 

By ._~I ... ::.; . ...1:'::- ~ __ , --~_,~-~ ~~~.~/~-:.:)'-I 
Stephen C. ~ologi, P.E.,Chief 
Preconstruction bureau 

I concur~. __ ~_ i!,J!!/J:2f~~ _____ Date_! - .1. () - ~j -
d~H.:~f~TC\n'rt. Liivision Engineer 

1/' Fec!era 1 Hi ~lhVlay AC1fl1i n1 stration 



·' 
~J}~I~lE! (DIF' ~ln!rn~1J.:b~~ 

R E C E , " ;ErAlRl.TnE...~ limo 

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

J!).N 'J 0 '\975 ftSB~~ 6~i 
. ~.L QUAL'\'\' 

EN\I\RO\'1ME~;:("',\L He 1 ena, Montana 59601 
c'')' January 30, 1975 

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. 

RWB:jd 
cc: James Ford 

Attn: Staff 
H. N. Stewart 
John Reuss 

Sincerely, 

Ralph W. Boland, Assistant Administrator 
Environment and Information Division 



THOMAS L JUDGE 

GOVERNOR 

o 
STATE OF MOrG)!\IU" 

DEPARTMENT OF HIG 

Environmental Quality Council 
Capitol Station 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Gentlemen: 

January 23, 1975 

08 30.22 B3 

IN REPLY REFER TO· 

I 94-3 (31) 89 
Forsyth West 
Safety 

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

32: SCK:KFS :mb 
Enclosures 

cc: K.F. Skoog 

Wrn. I\/! KF.:-ssr,ILf ;, VIC • , '\.lr"'M"~N 
BLACV f-"'~GL[-

'. F,.'c)OI-J' Y 
uTTl:. 

By 

Very truly yours, 

H. J. ANDERSON 
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS 

~-y'-'L2-~~ S~ep n~Kologi, P~ c11"f 
Preconstruction Bureau 

r~LGhr I) I f~~)'./ ....... r • C~;..'\ 'r~r,r'O 

I r " 

P L BACHELLER 
BILLINGS 

JAY LA LONOE 
SIO~£Y 
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MONTANA DEPARTMtJi ,_ 
OF ~IGHWAYS " . , 

STATE OF MONTANA 

DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS 

January 10, 1975 

I 94-3 (31) 89 
Forsyth West 
Safety 

O. S. Departraent of 'l'ran.s!xlrtation 
Federal Higl"J.lay Mninistra tion 

08 30.22 B3 

501 tbrth Fee Street 
Helena, M:)ntana 59601 

Gentlemen: 

'1'his Aqercy Drpact Detennination is being suhnitted for yaD:' Cl!'f'Ioval on 
I 94-3 (31) 89. 'Ihls project is located in Ibseln:i Cmmty on 1-94 beginning ap­
proximately 7.2 miles east of the 'n:'easure-Ibsehrl Cotmty Line am exterrlinq 7+ 
miles easterly, altrough the project may be lengthened pen:i:in:J addition test results. 

. 1b! anticipated ~k to be perfonned will be an appropr!ate reoody to correct 
the slfwery coOO.ition on this section of interstate. 

. It is our opinion that this project is not a major action am it will not 
Significantly affect the envi.roment. '!be project slDuld not significantly affect 
the air, noise or water quality of the areas. 

'lb! loJOrk will not affect other ~llc loJOrks activities or result in any 
alternation of l.arxi use or traffic flow patterns. ~ new right-of"""\..aY will be 
~. '1b3 najor irrpact of the project will be to provide safer arxl noI'e ef­
ficient transportation for the traveling public. 

---

32-SCK: I<FS : WHW:IIJ] 

cc:: S. C. Kologi 
It. G. Rapp 
It. F. Skoog 
R. E. Hall 
D. D. An:1erson 

.. 

Very truly yours, 

H. J. ANDERSCN 
Dll<ECIOR CF ~ 

Sy-- • 
S . 'C. Kologi, P. E., e ,/ 

,~au-ea~ 

I CXl1CUr ~ 1/ I0Jt/ 
~~ N. sWart 
r • Federal Highway Mministration 

- ---Data - /- /J.- 7J 
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DeQ.ortment of Heolt~~entoiSCIences 
STATE OF MONTANA HELENA,MONTANA 59601 '. 

JAN 281975 John S. Anderson M.D. 

N\j\RONMENT,I~L QUA\..lT'l 
E C.lUNCIL 

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 

DIRECTOR 

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, Hamil ton 
Larry Uman, Environmental Studies Dept., University of Montana, Missoula 
Rick Graetz, Box 894, Helena 



MONTANA DEP AR1MENT OF HEAL 111 
AND 

ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCES 

An Age.ncy Impact Detennination January 21, 1975 
, 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 submittal h~~ __ ~eived requesting subdivision plat approval. 

J-~ -~ 

The purpose of th~negative declarati~~~ to inform all interested governmental agen­
cies and the concern~d-publ.i~.....Qf.".!he .Water Quality Bureau's intent not to prepare a full 
envirorunental 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 minimum 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 
Margaret Leary 

Junior High School 
East Junior High 

Senior High School 
Butte High 

42 

14 

14 

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 environmental 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 ne~ded community services. 

e) Decrease in air quality. 

Since this is intended to be a primary horne residential development and not a secondary 
horne 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 plac~; tlley 
~re rr.erely symptoms of the expanding or shifting population problems. 

The proposed use is in conformance with community 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 approvnl \'Jill be issued fifteen days after the issuance of this doctunent 
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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~IE OF1 M(01WT~A 

) \ 

" JRECEIVED 

FEB 1 3 1975 

ENVIROI\:iV1ENT·{\L QUAUTY 

Helena, Moat_ "601 
J'ebrual:1 U II 1975 

Kr. Dan Vichorek 
Department of Haalth and Environll1U1a1:1il 
Belena, Montana 59601 

We have no comments to make on this statement. 

JAP/ad 

eel v"Euviromaental Quality CoUlloil 
Don Bianchi 

Sincerely, 

James A. Posewitz. Administrator 
Environment and Information Diri.aion 

".' 

~1 

. "., ~ 
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H E L EN A, MONTAN A 59601 

January 24, 1975 

Executive Director 

THOMAS L JUDGE 

GOVERNOR 

H . J . ANDERSON 
DIRECTOR OF HIGH W AYS 

IN REPLY REFER T O' 

36-SCK 
RF 191 (17) U-90 
Somers & Lakeside 
Overhead Flashers 

Envi ronmen ta 1 Quality Counci 1 
Capital Station 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Gentlemen: 

Fncloscd for your inforlll,lti()n .)re blO (?) cories of ttl(' I\cjency 
IIIlPc1cl. Ilpt('rlllill,lI.ioll lor t.l1(~ dbov(~ s ub,jecl proj ec t, il ~, dpproved by the 
lederill lIighway I\dl1linistration. 

36-SCK:AGZ:DVS:sk 

Enclosure 

Wm. M. KESSNER , V ' CE CHA IR M AN 
BLACK EAGLE 

G. R. COONEY 
BUT TE 

Very truly yours, 

H. <1. AN DE RS ON 
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS 

r; -
BY: ~~~A~~l~-tep n C. Kologi, P>~. . 

Chief-Preconstruction Bureau 

GEORGE VUCANOVICH, CHAIRMAN 
HELENA 

P. L. BACHELLER 
BILLINGS 

JAY LA LONDE 
SIDNEY 
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INTER-DEPARTMENTAL MEMORANDUM 

OEPARTM ENT OF H IGHWA YS 

'l' J. R. Beckert, P.E., Administrator-Engineering Division Date 
0. 

January 22, 1975 

FroJ1l Stephen C. Kologi, P.E., Chief-Preconstruction Bureau Subject 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 luminaires will be installed at the intersection 
of U.S. 93 and Main Street in Somers. A similar installation will be installed 
at the int~rsection 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 
i nte rsect ion. 

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. 

36-SCK:AGZ:DVS:sk 

Enclosure 

I conc~~!/ lliL 
J. R. Beckert, P.E. 
Administrator-Engineering 

J I /_ 

(;;J.k,-/)/it! rl/L(/ ~ A/I-d ~ I 
Ste en C. Ko 1 ogi, pY,--f"-'"'V r 
Chief-Preconstruction Bureau 

Division 

Avoid Verbal Instructions 

-----------------------------------
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Stephen C. Kologi, P.E. 
Chief, Preconstruction Bureau 
Department of Highways 
Sixth and Roberts Streets 
Helena, MT 59601 

Dear Mr. Kologi: 

December 11, 1974 

Re: 36-SCK Flasher, Sign 
and Lighting Projects 

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 , .~ 

.... 1 AndenonM.D. -

~ ·~~RA.QL~'-

RCN:dmg 

/ 
Air Pollution control Specialist 
Air Quality Bureau 

[)ete Reed. Preconst. / Z- L-?-74 

MAIL ROUTE 

'--L._I :'- I: •.. ;~a' .. r.:~s:gn 
-------'---'----.1-.... 

_-L._l :JJ E·;"[fl i:Ln:J1 
34 Hydraulic ---I--~---f 

t--I--I 35 Ser,a(.~" ()~SI"R 
35 P;,o!C'~[<mm~rry 



. ( 

D t t fH It" d E ~"? tfll:~I's ~ eQor men 0 eo n on n~lronmenlo clences 
STATE OF MONTANA HELENA. MONTANA 59601 

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 Natural Resources and Conservation, Helena 
Department of Highways, Helena 
Rick Graetz, Box 894, Helena 
Mary Lee Reese, 29 South Alta, Helena 
Department of Fish and Game, Helena 
Nqrthern Rockies Action Group, #9 Placer Street, Helena 

~nvironmental Quality Council, Helena 
Student Environmental Research Center, Room 212, Venture Center, University 

of Montana, Missoula 
t~ontana 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 
~1rs. Winifred Lucky, 420 So. Sixth, Livingston 
Mrs. Vel Jansen, 430 So. Sixth, Livingston 
Montana Wildlife Federation, 410 Woodworth Avenue, Missoula 

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 
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 laws. 

OGW:AJG:vlf 
Enclosure 
cc: Ben Wake 

Terry Carmody 
Jim Peterson 

Sincerely yours, 

D~~-0~ 
D. G. Willems, P.E., Chief 
Water Quality Bureau 
Environmental Sciences Division 

"\ 

\ .. 
\ 
\ , 
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Montana Department of Health 
and 

Environmental Sciences 

A NEGATIVE DECLARATION 
FOR 

Golden West Addition #1, 

January 27) 1975 

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 
NW~ of Section 23 and the NE~, of Section 22; the E~ of Section 15 and 
the W~ 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 
low 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 remalnlng alternate is to not allow this subdivision. Some other 
land at another location wou1d 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. 





THOMAS L JUDGE 

R E C EGI"'~ 0 

STATE OF MONT AN~ A 
DEPARTMENT OF MltiiU\JfIlM~( UALITY 

HELl': NA, MONTANA 5960 1 

January 29, 1975 

H J ANDERSON 
DIREC T OR OF HIGHWAYS 

32-SCK 
IN REPLY REFER TO ' 

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. 

32:SCK:KFS:mb 
Enclosures 

cc: K.i F. Skoog 

\Nm , M KE-SS(\JER)vIC£ C"AII~MAN 
BLACK fAGLF 

c.. F-I COOl\;r Y 
BUTTE 

Very truly yours, 

H. J.' ANDERSON 
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS 

By_o1~~~~~~- , ~e~~~~~~~~L ~ 
step~logi, P.E.,W hief 
Preconstruct ion Bureau 

GECRGr:- ... UCbNOVICrl, C,.....A RIVt.f'. 
..,,:-l E' .;~ 

P l BACHELL ER JL.Y LA ,-ONDE 

,,~."I- o . 
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OF HIGHN~.x~ 

5T ATE OF MONT ANA 

DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS 

1-90-8(76)439 
Mossmain-1-1eigh Station 
South Frontage Road 

This project is located in Yellowstone County 4.5 miles east of Laurel 
at the location of the existing duel vieigh stations on 1-90. 

The prcposed project will consist of desi~ning and constructing an 
additional weigh station with access to and from the south frontage road. 

~he project will not affect other public works activities or result 
in any alteration of land use. It will affect the traffic flow pattern 
8S it is anticipated that the large percentage of trucks nC'\y using the 
south fronta~e road to by-pass the weigh stations will return to the 
interstate as soon as this weigll station is opened. It ~pears that no 
ne\~ ri0ht-cf-'t~ay 'Will be required. The ~ajor impact of tile project will 
be the expected decline in truck volune on the south frontage read thereby 
returning it to a safer route for local traffic and school children to use 
as it \vas originally intended. 

Ue feel that this project is not a rrajor action and 7tH not signifi­
cantly affect the environPent, air, noise, or water quality or the ares. 

l~e also request waiver of a public hearin~, location lind design noti­
fication rcquirerrents and clearing.house approval. 

32-SCK.KFS.w~.GR~,mb 

cel S.C. Kulog! 

Very truly yours. 

,H • .J. A1IDERSON 
DIRECTOR OF HIGEWAYS C • W. Klimper 

K.F. Skoog 
D.D. Anderson 

I con:~· Ha1b' (jl~/( 
/) 

,,<;:J.;;-' ?~:'. /7'../? /" ~ r 
By', / /t. -:;"·,f"i; 1./ \, - -y:>( <Y':'H 

, FlI1'JA . /'" 
. _ 4 j;,' _ -'-Y.-­

____ -I-/_--'e-:o..~ ( '. ') 

r Date 

Stephen C. Kol~i, P.E., Chief i/ 
Precons tn1c tieD Bureau 

.... ~ -~ 



ECEIVED 
THOMAS L JLl[,GE 

GOVERNOR 

Executive Director 
Envi ronmenta 1 Quality Council 
Capital Station 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Gentlemen: 

5T A TE OF MONTANA 

MENT OF HIGHWAYS 

January 31, 1975 

H J ANDERSON 
DIRE.CTCR OF H GHWAYS 

N REPLY REFE.R TO 

36-SCK 
M 1206(1) 
Bozeman Coup 1 et 

fnclosrrl for YOllr infnrlllclLion .tn' t\'"o (?) copies or UH' I\q(lncy 
IlIlp.ICI. 1}(IL('Y'llIilldl.ioli lot' 1.I\1~ dl)()w ~uh,iecL PI'oj( 'cL . d~, dpproveli by the 
ledeY'ill IIlghway I\dl11inistration. 

36-SCK:AGZ:DVS:sk 

Enclosure 

"R ,--ON Y 
'::3LJTTE 

Very truly yours, 

H .• J. ANDE RSON 
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS 

GEORGE VUCANOVICH, CHAIRMAN 
HELENA 

P L BACHELLER 
BILLINGS 

Bureau 

JAY LA Lor,DE 
SIDNEy 



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

Gentlemen: 

,I 

January 28, 1975 

r I, .. 

36-SCK 
M 1206 (1) 
Bozeman Couplet 
REF: 08-30.22-81 

Reply Requested by: 
February 4, 1975 

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 installed underground. 

B. Pur~ose of the Pro~ect 
ThlS project was lncluded 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 rlpproximately 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 

, I' )I.",f 

(Con t'd) 
'-~ I r_ f j" f 
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u.s. Department of Transportation 
~~ 1206(1) 
Gozeman Couplet 

St.reet will have an I\OT of 8400. The present traffic congestion on Main Street 
Ivill he reduced ~i0nificantly by the installation of the couplet. 

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

I~l~:!~asj.!1.9 Ca2_~lJ.>'_. Because de 1 ays due to turni ng movements are mi ni mi zed 
and because full use can be made of streets which are an odd number of lanes in 
width, th~ capacity of a street under one-way operation may increase from 20 to 50 
pprcent, with the greatest advantage occurring on narrow streets. 

I!lCxea?l.!1.9.ja~~J:.z. The safety of moving traffic is increased by one-way operation 
because palrS 0 f one-way streets essenti ally prov; de a "di vi ded hi ghway" . 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 
illlpatience and, therefore, 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 dri vers on two-way 
s tn~ets. 

I~l1pro_vj.!:!l1 . ..QEer~.!0!!... One-way movement wi 11 improve traffi c operation because 
tr'avel time to a destination usually is reduced because of the improved signal 
progression and the reduction in congestion. Turning vehicles are not hindered 
hy opposin!) traffic. 1\ predominant turning movement may be permitted from more 
than one Jane Illore 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 arranqements 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 heing 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. 

}~lIPT9"yj!llLLcO~~10c Conditions. The facilitation of traffic movement and increased 
traffic s~fety is generally recognized as being of broad economic benefit to adjacent 
l~nd users and to the general public. One-way operation of traffic may be economically 
c1dvanta~eous hecause subs tanti ali mprovements incapacity and ease of movement 
IllclY he accomplished quickly and with a minimum of physical changes. A greater 
flpxibility in meeting changing traffic patterns is possible with one-way measures 
than with physi ca 1 changes. Expenditures are usually nomi na 1. One-way operati on 
may postpone or plinlinate the need for parking prohibitions. 

(Cont'd) 



U. S. Oepartrnent of Transportation 
~1 120fi(l) 
!1ozelilan Couplet 

The traffic signals at each of the two intersections have met warrants 
lHld(~r Warrant No. 1, ~~inirnulll Vehicle Volume. 

2. PROBA!1L[ ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

This couplet anrl signal project is located in mainly a commercial area. 
Therefore, we can foresee no significant environrllental impact. As pointed out 
rar1ier, there are many advantages to a couplet system, thus, making the roadway 
sa fer for motori s ts and pedes tri ans . 

The power used by the signals at the two intersections will be approximately 
2"00 kilo-watt hours per month. This is approximately 4 times the amount of power 
used by the averaqe home per month. 

All work will be completed within the eXisting right-of-way. 

3. PROBABLE Af)VERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS WHICH CANNOT BE AVOIDED 

We can foresee no s i gni fi cant adverse envi ronmenta 1 effects whi ch wi 11 be 
caused hy tf-Jis project. 

4. ALTERNATIV[S 

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

5. J~ELATIONSHIP f3rTWEEN SHORT-TERf1lJSES OF MAN'S ENVIRON~1ENT AND THE MAINTENANCE 
AND ENljANCn~FN--'r OF LONG-TER~1 PRODUCTI VITY 

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. 

I\s stated earlier, tllere are many advantages of a one-way couplet system, 
increased safety, less congestion, and improved business. 

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

fi. IRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVI\BLE COMMITMENTS OF RESOURCES .- ---~~- .. --.----- .-.- -----_._--

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

7. r~rGIONI\L I\ND CO~1MUNITY GROWTH 

Lrlnd use will remain essentially the same, i.e., a commercial area. The 
bu<:;inc<;ses in this area will no doubt increase in numbers whether this project 
is bui It or not. 

(Cont'd) 
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U. S. Department of Transportation 
~1 1206(1) 
Bozeman Couplet 

B. CONSERVATION AND PRESERVATION 

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

() PLJ[ILIC fl\CIlITIES AND SERVICES 

ncliqious, health, educational facilities, fire protection, and other 
cllIPrqency services \lJill not be affected directly; the signals will make the 
rO,jdways sclfer for anyone involved in these public facilities and services. 

10. COMMlJNITY COHESION 

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

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

fhere will be no displacement of people, businesses, or farms due to this 
proj('c t. 

fhe project is not expected to significantly affect the employment situation 
('xccpt for <l possihle temporary increase in employment for the duration of the 
construction. 

Some air and noise pollution may occur during construction of this project, 
[nAt. it should not he siqnificant. 

[yen thouqh this project is in an air quality maintenance area, this project 
dO("j not rncf~t the requirements for review of projects as established by the 
Lnvironillental Protection Agency. Their concern for air quality generally begins 
when the 10 yedr pt'ojected dai ly traffic counts increase 10,000 vehicles per 
day. This is dhout 1 1/2 times the traffic increase expected on this project. 
By illlprovinq traffic flow, siqnal projects tend to decrease air pollution. 

His pmject. is not in conflict with the State's Implementation Plan for 
dchievinq FC'oerdl allibient air quality standards and we concur with the Department 
of IIr'cllth and Lnvironillental Sciences determination that this project will not 
h,w(' d <;iqnificant adverse effect upon air quality of the area. 

()n Decemher 11, 1974, an exception to the design noise levels was given by 
the ledcral IIiqhways Adlllin'istration. 

l:L /\ESTIIFTlC MHl OTHER VALIICS 

"View of thr> r~oad" and "View frolTl the Road" should not be affected by this 
rY'ojr'ct. TIle installation of the couplet and signals will help the flow of 
t rd f fie iJnd thus increase the sa fety of the road\'Jays. 

(C:ont'd) 



U,S. Department of Transportation 
~1 1206(1) 
BozemM Couplet 

TIJ(~ co:;t o~ trlis f-lroj,;ct ,,,ill :\~ FJr uut \:<.!iqncJ by the adv'l:ILilg'2S glJined 
from • hci 11 t'l ,·,1 th such orea t 1 y 1 ,"oroved ~ 1131 It 1 es as s. fety and e ffi ci ency. 

[lased on Vlt~ foreqoinq, it is f~lt that tih: proposed project ~ti 11 not 
.i rrni fi cantl 'I .) ffr~ct thc' envi rOl1iilQnt and docs (Jot wr]rrant the preparation of an 
:nVir()IlP1>..!ntal IIl11'.'lct ';tatcmeYlt or t1lL~qcltiv(' :;cchr<ltion. 

VerI trul( yours, 

il. ,], /\/1 1)[;.(:) '1:J 
Dr m.: CTn :':)F I I I CI ji'IIWS 

tA~I~' ~-)~' ',"-' ~ ( 
~.1 Y :_".~.Y": '::-~.~ ... _.::%::: _. 

-,\.(~,l n L. Kolo<;1, fj.E. 
Cli ,'; f-f'r'~constrlJcti on 8ureau 
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u. S. l.!I~~;lrt"llnt of TrJns;Jol'taLicn 
FecJe rill 1119h\lay !',Cli,d n i ~ Lrd t i 0/1 
lial cna, f.:ontilna b~CIJl 

i'; 1 i\, r; (1 ) 
tiozel,:dll Couplet . 

TII1!:; letter is to requ~st iln exef'"lion to tile C(':Si~Hl noise levels as 
: specified in PPt: (;(;-~, for tile subj2Ct flroject. 

r .-., I' , .. '; , , 
The couplet \:il1 stat't at I;Just. Strl'ct and fo11(;',. :ondenhall Street \"esterly' 

to 11th {,venue. The couplet \;;11 t'l ~'i fJllo'.i ~'uin Strr.;ct to 8th P,v8nuf' I.mere it 
jO\l~ !:.outl, one l11ocl, to l,akod Street. P1C i:laG£'cl:, r,ortion of tiw (;Oup1et is 
betw(wn Uth Street (jl/(j :<OU!)2 ~tr(2C't. (~:~.! ,::nclosed skdch of the project). The 

i 4 ~,' 

" "f 

,j,' couplet system as pn.if!oscd, ":ill consist of tl>JO travt:l lanes \Jith parking on 
1,1" both sides. Two intlTS(lctions \·:ill k: si~,niilizE';d unJ(;r this project. The 
. ':: I.intersoctions are I/orth 7th {,venue \/ith ;1E::iHJcnhal1 5+rect and Babcock Street 'With South Wilson Avenue. r .', ", 

'. i \~ ,', ' 

, " 

A map is enclosed \~hich shows the zonin:l of the at'ca surrounding the r~ '~ 1\' , . ,Couplet. 
- \ ... '" ',- - ... 

' .. 

In order to detcl'1Jline the existin\1 noise levels and future noise levels 
after the couplet is operational, nine noise sensitive locations were selected for 

. study. The ar.1b1 cnt 1J1~!aSllre):len ts were tdkcn on ,'/OVl:iIlh2r 14, 1974. The I'JCHf1P 117 

, I 

",method was used to calculate future LlO noise levels. TI-.'o sket.Ciles are enclosed 
which show the nine nois(' sensitive 10c1'Uons and the present ADT along with the 
estfmated ADT after tile couplet is operational. ,I. 

" 

. " 

:~ , 

boc~t i.o.n .. :;,Q.. 1 
'\LlC! r0cCTver WiiS locatC!d 27 

sensitive area was a residencr. ft~et from the curt. tlt 716 iJabcock. 
The noise levels ar~ as follows: L10 Ambient :0 56 di3A 

L10 C~lculated Futur~ ,. 70 dUll 

(Cont'd) 
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U.S. Dc;>arl:r~l~nt of Transportation 
Noveni>er 20, '197~ 

location No. 2 
---·-Yh-e-rr~c(.Tv~:r ... ',)<; 1 neil ~r.~1 n f:~ _ t fror,. 
sen$1t1ve ~rea was a residence. Tne noise 

L10 4,!:-;Arnhi (ilt II 64 dl3A 
L1 0 Calculated Future ~ 7C dBA 

M 1206(1) 
Bozeman Couplet 

the curb at 428 Babcock. TIle noise 
levels are as follows: 

loclIt1nn r~o. 3 
-'--"The '-rc'C(,Tv0r '::(1<; lccil~0d 81 f;;r'!t fror,! the curL on fJatJcock Strel'lt. The noise 
sensitive firer) .... !(,:, tho cli1s:,r('_,~) fi1cins Gahcock Street at the Emerson t.1cr.:entary 
School. The noise lev(~ls arc as follo~:s: 

Ll0 ~nbient ~ 63 d9A 
L1 0 Ca'cul~t~d Future = 64 dBA 

location ~~C'. r 
---fhe--rccefver v'ilS located 15 feet from the curb on Babcock Streot. (See 
the enclosed sketch). The noise sensitive area was a residence. The noise levels ' are as fo 11 OdS: 

L10 ,~tllh1(>nt::: 6(; dCA 
L10 Calculat~d Future = 72 dCA 

location No. 5 
~"---'Th'e--ro'ciif'lrr \</CIS located ?l fi~pt fror"l the cure on i-iendenhall Street. 
noise sensitive ~r~~ w~s a r~s1dence. The noise lev~ls are as follo~s: 

L"1 Amhient ::: b7 dM\ 
L,6 Calculat~d Future = 72 dSA 

The 

• r .,' Location No. (j 

11 .... -ilie-re~'eTver "!llS locatl.'d 11 f~:,et from tile curl. on :~endenhal1 Street. The 
";i~ .. , .. noise sensitive area was a r~sidencr.. ThG noise lev(!ls nt'C as folloHs: 
, .' ::,~ !: L10 Ambient:: 67 d13,l1, 

',' : j~.,..:.(,: Ll0 Ca,lcu1ated Future = 73 df1A 
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location r~o. 7 
-"'he"·re-6~rver \'/as located on tile soutilltlD.st COrnl~r of the intersection of 8th 
Avenue wi til I~endcnhn 11 Street. Ti1~ rece1 ver \'Jas 33 fl!0.t from the curb on 
,~lendenball Street. Tile noise sensitive area was a resiJence. The noise levels are liS follows: 

Ll0 Ambient c 64 dBA 
l10 Calculated Future c ~9 dBA 

locat1on ('lo. n 
-rh"Q'''recefver was 1 ocatcd 11 feet frolll the curb on ,iendenha 11 Street. The 
noise sensitive area was a residence ahout one-half of a block from the Bozeman 

'High School. Th~ noise levels drc as fol1o~$; 
L10 Ambient c 63 dU,\ 
Ll0 Calculated Future a G8 dGA 

Locftt1on No. 9 
--Th-f'SrCSTOence ~/as chosen because it is locatrrl on ~abcod Street between 11th 
Avenue SOlltll and 8th Avenue South. Tr.L; st!ction at buDcod Street \'dll not be 
part of tlli! couplet, /out 1t is frnticip~ted that it \"i11 operate (IS a portion of 
the couplnt. The receiver was located 2.7 feet from the curb on Babcock Street. 
The noise lovels are as follows: . . 
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U,S. Department of Transportation 
November 20. 1974 M 1206(1) j 

Bozeman. Couplet ,,'~ .. ~ 
.!I·.t 

L 10 ,',flIt; 1 en t = Gr, d,i;\ 
L 10 Calculated Future ~ 65 daA 

;, 

In thr(?~ locations U:f).44, '10. S, ;:;,r; ,10. ,,) t' -: calculated futuro: noise 
If.:vel~ r.XC('0(! til,. -l"iQn nnis,' 1 'vf11 of '-1'1::: 7i!;J,;:r. Location :10.2, the 
cnlCIJlo'ltrd future nr'i,:;,. l::v\:l -,'Idrlle; t I, u'.'Si:,li ;I(,i'~'; 1('v:::1 of LlO >:: 7' dIJ/\, It 
should br noted thllt lnC':!tif'Jns·;0. l",io, S, unci if), r ur~ residenc:;s -10cated ,.in tlr~'cJIS zoned cOlllr"r~rcit1l. 

S1"c(~ tl'r~f" lnCil~irr!,) "X(~(,; ~,i',~ (,o:;il.'l ned; ~ L:'I.:15, seve;ral t,l, ,'r; ()f 

attt:)nuat1()n r1'\ficc's'''r~\ SCWi'd. ,;rd5( "i3rriu:; I'ill not \iOrk, i:C'caus:, of the 
9

A
rs ··.':I1c') I·mulct I-)"V(~ to i)rnvi'/elj for stre(~ts <it"" r1i'l)roCjcr:(~S to driv2~I&jS and 

el1
fl

,Y';, Tf thrr~ '-'5 ~c~l,r tYi:~ of i'Clrripr aV2ila:)1" ~,ilt ,Jultl provid\~ ~cJequate 
.1ttCtlll,ltion llit'l 01 ':r:fr:,';s fnr 0cu~ss, Oth0r :~r0 ·h; "):~l( aris2, The :Jdrriers 
not on'" ':olild r,'strin ,;;(;)t C:;';tnncc:, I'ut '.'!olll ,,,;ct as rO'1dsice o:istucles because 
of th~ lipdtrd ri,,~t-of-"il'/ ::l'Jal1;;hl'l.:arrif'rs ',lie:) IJid l)uildir.qs ,';ould no 
dOI1')t C"U)~ iln incrrF"":(r r-f v?nri'llic-:- tVHI rrb!-')ric's. 

;:vff"'r 70'1"" ""Ill: I, v:'rl' rXil'!I)<;iv"~ not .to i "ncir!rl lleillSJ iiilj.;ractic(11 in iln lIrb(ln <;itL't:tirf', 

~'ln(lif1 c~ti GI)'; tn {"f' 

thr(l(, l('1cat;('no:; c-:tl..'i " :'U11ll;I.I~, 1:I:rc:[dv~':. '. ,:~. 1(',',1'.\ r<.!(!, rl; :;(1C:, (,f tl-,~ 
to r(,rjucl' tt'f' int?ri 0t' 
c1nd th r• /"Illilriin0 'I(lul 

, :'1,;lr-;II"~ "'T ol(:er :(" TilE. i,:ClLifiC2,~jo(;S required 
I:r>;r, hVlr lil \·:.jC, (r ~;"" ;'ul,: 11(~ quitt-: "x

l
)c!nsive 

<:till ~'i' 01,: ill'!:(r r'T(,\pl;!: 

ntollsureCi \!Ould L,r' l'i"i",11 (r 'I,'i""; til til' C()st~, "II,i ii:; ,c;eiJLc::t! I'rc'ul\..jl~, 
Thcrrfor". \"1' r('(lUI'c;t l/(')ilr rr;ncurr"'flCO t:',lt thil'/,I,:' ;;inn to the J':S'j. Ii pois:'! 
lev£!ls 15 in t!F' 'f)r:st !'u!'lic intl~r.,):>t. 

h • d. j' ~ • ' •• : , ' ) \ ! 
n ~~U:TII.: ',~I- :]: ,.J/\Y~) 

o..uLc DEC 11 13].1 ------
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TO 

STATE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH 
AND ENVIR~eL SCIENCES 

£'''£0 
DATE: January 31f;(tf75 

FROM 

SUBJECT: 

Environmental Quality Council 

SUbdiViSionloord 'j~)tl£,~ 

W. O. Aikin ~~-
Village Pro es, Kalispell, MT 

3 1975 
ENVIRONMENT. 

COUN~t QUALITY. 

I have recently received a familiar subdivision proposal newly identified, 
by name, as Village Properties, Kalispell, MT. I have also noted that you 
received notification of this project from the Flathead APO. To make 
c~rtain 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 W~_st_ Ev~gre~!.t..f~,~lln.ity 
D~'?~Jop!ll~n~ 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 xxxxxxxxxxxx 

MEMORANDUM 

To: w. o. Aikin, DHES Kalispell 

From: Ronald J. Schleyer, EIS Coordinator. EQC 

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

Date: February 10, 1975 

Regarding your decision to allow the final EIS on this project 

(dated December 15, 1972) to stand, Or. Bahls and I concur. Thanks 

for your consideration in letting us know what is happening. 



RECEIV~ THOMAS JUDGF 

GOVERNOR 

5T A TE OF MONTANA 

RiYENT OF HIGHWAYS 

HE L r " A, rl10 ,TAr A 59601 
H J ANDERSON 

DIRECTCR OF HIGHW-'lYS 

Executive Director 
Environn~ntal Quality Council 
Capital Station 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Gentlemen: 

January 31, 1975 
N REPLY REFE.R ~o 

36-SCK 
HHS 95(20) 

~ Lighting - Havre 

fncl()<;cri for YOllr inforlllclLion .H'(' tl'JO (?) copies of th(' !\rw nc y 
111111,1Ct. Il('(.('rillillclt.ioll I()r 1.I1l~ "[lOV(' Juh,jccL PI'()j( ~c L. d~, rJpprovcLi by Lhe 
lederill IIl ghway /\dl1linistration. 

36-SCK:AGZ:DVS:sk 

Enclosure 

,R ONE:. Y 
B)T E 

Very truly yours, 

H. \J. ANDE RSON 
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS 

BY: Lde: 7L) ~ {f/-d ~ . 
'Step en C. Kologi, P'.E. ~ 
Chief-Preconstruction Bureau 

GEORGE VUCANOVICH, CHAIRMAN 
HELENA 

P L BACHELLER 
BILLINGS 

JAY LA LOf"DE 
SlONE y' 



.~' i\J ' " 

"'-1' .2.., . .:; 

January 28, 1975 

36-SCK 

U. S. Department of Transportation 
redera1 Highway Administration 
Helena, Montana 59601 

HHS 95(20) 
Lighting - Havre 
REF: 08-30.22-B1 

Reply Requested by: 
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 luminaires 
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 luminaries will be 180 kilo-watt 
hours per month. This is approximately 1/3 the power used by the average home 
pf'r month. 

There will bf' 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 
HCrllth 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. 

8ased on the foregoing, it is felt that the proposed project will not 
siqnificantly affect the environment and does not warrant the preparation of an 
Environmental Impact Statement or a Negative Declaration. 

(Cont'd) 

I i II, 

I, , 
)1.)' /' :f)/-_ 



Page 2 

lJ. S. Depart~nt of Transportati on 
HilS 95(20) 
Lighting - Havre 

Your early return of a signed copy of this Determination \'1;11 be appreciated. 

Very trul y yours. 

H. J. ANUE r~sori 
Dr RECTOrz or HI GHW,YS 

/ ') 

/] ____ ~ //~~I ,) . //) / .. -} C.& ,f '-

[j Y ''':::{ Z: . . ~.-:! __ ::::...' ___ d. ,-
St" oI\~11 c. r~ologi, i .[. 
Chief-Prcconstruction Bureau 

3~-SCK:AGl:OVS:sk 

Enclosures 
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)~:r l'Jr1rrf,! I,ll :::;(J!jh(]:(j t.t~'I'/lronrncntoISciences 
1~:JTI\TE r.:.F r",'iCr\1TA:\lA HlUW',W/)N;/IIH, ~1i'{)1 

~;t('I,II('JJ c. !:()lo'Jl, P.E. 

eli i / ' f, r ' !' / " ( ) r I: ; t rue t i ))' 1 :. llr ~ il U 

lhl),jrtrn':llt I,f 1I1c;iIV:'l'/:; 

~;.ixt 11 (11)(1 i'~.)l)(_\rl~; ~~t~'-(~l L.:~ 

11",1 Clld, j,~'J' ';')(,01 

IJI'dY f.1r. rolnqi: 

December 11, ]974 

3G-SCK Flasher, Sign 
and Lighting Projects 

\<1(' (,liJJCUY' that fLIT.lu'L, ,;igl1jn9 am1/oL liqhting projects 

,;j:')uld Ii,,\',' rlU advc'r:;" effect:,: on air quality. until further 

not lCI', WI' will not nee,] to be advi:ocd of action on these 

l)ro jcct:;. 

Sincerely, 
'" 

)oIv, S ~,ndo,,,,,, M 0 
[lIR£C10R 

o ('i J ~.--)/~t (l ,I \) , 

';.~a~;'~~~on (~'{~ h __ 

RCN:dmq 

.I.~ 
~ , 

f.1fdL HOUTE 

I! I,; 

Air Pollution Control Specialist 
Air Quality Bureau 

""--t-' I ',\, : I ~ 

'~:~~-_ L __ ~ 

,'" ' >,,' 

-. _'1'- - -.-------___ _ 

•. ! ( 

.... -_ ... __ . __ .. ---- •.. -

0· ... --·-------
I".'" 



\. 

Executive Director 
Environmental Quality Council 
Capital Station 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Gentlemen: 

January 31, 1975 

ftw ~~ 
ThOMAS L JUCGE 

GOVERNOR 

MONTANA 

H J ANDERSON 
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS 

N REPLY REFER TO 

36-SCK 
M 8001 (1) 
Signals - Intersection 
8th Ave . & Main St . 
Mile s City 

fnc1()<;('rl for YOllr inforlllclLion cln' tvw (?) copie s or ttH' I\(wn cy 
llllPdt!. l)c'Lc'Y'lllitidLioti I()t' I.I\(~ dl)()v(~ Juh,jccL PI'llj( ~ cL. d ~) rlppruvc~ d by Lhe 
lederu1 lIi ghwdY I\dlllinistration. 

36-SCK:AGZ:DVS:sk 

Enclosure 

Very truly yours, 

H. ,J. ANDERSON 
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS 

// 
-. I / _'7 ,t, A /l 4/ ' 

BY: /ll:-tke2'L G / ;:v;~ 
7St~en C. Ko1ogi, P.E. (/ . ' 
Chief-Preconstruction Bureau 

GEORGE VUCANOVICH, CHAIRMAN 
HELENA 

P L BACHELLER 
BILLINGS 

JAY LA LOI-JDE 
SIDNEY 



MONTANA DEPARTMENJj 
OF HIGHWAYS 

DEPART 
f II I ! I 1/ , 1;1 ( ) i r i /, r ' H ) :l1"\JOERSON 

{-:::~~~-.. -.. f:: (. T,---'~" OF Hlr~H\/I/;:",(S 

January 22,~'~1~~~~~--~-~ 

U. S. Department of Transporation 
Federal Highway Administration 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Gentlemen: 

I-I-J--:-:~~";;;~:..-If-Ijb -SCK 
8001 (1) 

als - Intersectior 
th Ave. & Main St. 

t-:H'-:-::~~~-I~~ Mil es City 
REF: 08-3~22-B2 /16 

I~·~~~-JI-I' , co~v{L ,(e>1 
r-~r""'=':::~ __ ...J""" Reply Reques ed by: 
r-I-I~:-:-~:""-""''''''' January 29, 1975 

I ~~wtl 
This Agency Impact Determination is being 

that an Envi ronmental Impact Statement or Negat~r"fi'"..wa.I;Q.JL..I.l.w...~~ 
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 
Transportat i on Committee and the Street and Alley Committee of the Ci ty Counei 1. 

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. 

III I 
• I' i , II fi'Jr ") 

• ,,".4_4.._" ....... ~ r ... 

(Cont'd) 

1,/ ()I{r,r- ,/1 J(. II! J') /ICf1, (fl,1 Ir-.'Mf,l" 

III I I 1'1/\ 

~) I Hj\(~HJ I I ~ 1-,; 
811 I iNf"lS 

JAY LA LO'"OE 
SIOhl E ( 



Page 2 

U. S. Department of Transportation 
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. 

36-SCK:AGZ:DVS:sk 

Enelosure 

Very truly yours, 

H. J. ANDERSON 
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS 

BY: / ' 
,)' .- .~-- .- /; - / / LJ' _ : I 

! ,/ '../. /J '... ,. \.... ~ '!LL}:;. 'ICk:. ):'1... -.- (- ,/' /«od-a/ 
Stephe)YC. Kologi, P.E'. (/ . 
Chief-Preconstruction Bureau 

Concur / Date 
--~~~~~~~~~~~~~----------I H. N. 

fl\..federa 1 
I 

;----
1.--
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