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I. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AND ITS SURROUNDINGS

i« LOCATION - This project is located in norts-cenzrzal
Montana in the northern part of Cascade County. Tt
is situated in the west-central portion of Great Falls
and connects the central business districts on zacsh side
of the Missouri River. The maps at the back of this decla-
ration show the location of the project in relation to both
Great Falls and the entire state.

The project will involve approximately 1900 feet of
one of the major arterials in Great Falls. Approximately
925 feet will be a new bridge and the remainder aprroaches
to the bridge. The majority of the approach work will e on
the west side of the river.

The existing First Avenue North Bridan~ cronses the
Misgssouri River in a northwest to southeast directicn. The
bridge is about 1.5 miles upstream from the 10th Street
Bridge and about 1.0 miles downstream from th?'jzxian'Bridge
en 10th Avenue Scuth. The entire project is within th< Great
Falls City ILiimits.

DIRPOSE - The First Avenue North Bridcoe acrosr Fhe Miszouri
fiver is the main connection between the czazt and weooh sections
of Great Falls. There are three other bridges across the river,
however, they all carry less traffic. 2lso, the Tirst Avenue
North Bridge is the most convenient and fastest connection

between Interstate 15 and the central business district.



The present bridge is in dire need of repair. Spalling
and cracking is occurring on much of the deck, sidewalks, and
main arches. The sidewalks on the south side of the structure
were replaced with precast slabs but they are now in need of
additional maintenance. The concrete railing has Jeteriorated
Lo such an extent that it would not keep a vehicle from leaving
the structure. Because of the deterioration of the sidewalks
and deck, there is no way to attach new, adequate railing.
Sandfilled 55 gallon drums with guardrail attached have been
placed along the curb line on the north side of the structure
to act as a barrier and thus prevent traffic from driving onto
the sidewalk and falling through the concrete or driving off
the edge of the structure.

The bridge presently carries 4 lanes of traffic on a 42
foot roadway (10.5 foot lanes). The roadway to the east is
68 feet wide and carries 6 lanes of traffic. The roadway for
about 600 feet west of the bridge is 42 feet wide and carries
4 lanes of traffic, however, it then changes into a ¢U foot
wide roadway. So at the east end of the structure, a bottleneck
occurs right at the bridge end and west of the bridge, the
bottleneck occurs about 600 feet from the bridye end.

Also of significance is the poor approach alignment on
the east end of structure. Traffic has to make a 25 degree angle
change on a sharp curve to either get on or off the bridge.
Much of the westbound traffic thus short cuts across the norther-

ly edge of the roadway and across the sidewalk.
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With the above information in mind, it appears that
the complete replacement of the structure and approaches

would provide the greatest public benefit

HISTORY - The First Avenue North Bridge was dezigrned in

1919 by architect George H. Shanley and structural engineer
Ralph Adams. Besides carrying vehicular traffi~, *he bridge
also originally carried a street car or trolley. The rein-
forced concrete, arch type structure, which is very similar
to the 10th Street Bridge, was built in 1920 for Cascade
County under the direction of the Montana State Highway
Commission. ‘

The bridge has now been in continucus service fior about
54 years and as discussed in the previous secticn, it has
sustained extensive deterioration. Inspections of the bridge
were made by personnel of the Montana Deparitmert of Highways
and the Federal Highway Administration tc determire the course
of remedial action that should be taken. It was agreed that
due to the presence of good foundation material ~nd the low
finished grade line required for the replacerent strvciture,
that in the interests of economy a new structure should be
designed and constructed instead of trvinrc fto rencvate the
existing one.

A preliminary engineering program for the project was
approved by the Federal Highway Administration in June, 1973,
granting authority to proceed with the engineerina necessary
for the location studies and public hearing. The project has

been approved by the Great Falls Technical Advisory ‘‘ommittee



and Policy Coordinating Committee and the Great Falls City-
County Planning Board.

TRAFFIC - The First Avenue North Bridge is the most heavily

used bridge of the four bridges across the Missouri River in
Great Falls. It presently carries an average of 20,000 vehicles
ner day. By 1977, when it is planned that the new =ztructure
Qill be built, the average daily traffic is expected to reach
21,000 vehicles.

Assuming that no other bridges are built across the river
in Great Falls in the next 20 years, the 1995 traffic is ex-
pected to increase to about 28,000 vehicles per day. However,
if the Squaw Island Bridge, which has been under oomsideration
for several years and would be located abkout 0.8 miles Jdown-
stream, is built, it will pull some of the traffic away from
the First Avenue North Bridge and then the 1995 ++affic would
amount to only 18,800 vehicles per day. #However, this would
still be a substantial volume of traffic.

SCOPE OF WORK - The work to be performed on this proiect will

consist of the construction of a new bridge across the Missouri
River and revision of the approaches at each end of the bridge.
The new bridge will be approximately 925 feet lonc which will
aznentially match the length of the existing i.ridae, The work
on the approaches will involve about 750 feet of roadway west
of the bridge and about 250 feet east of the bridge.

The centerline of the new bridge will ka locatad zpproxi-

mately 10 to 15 feet upstream from the existing centeriine,.



This is due to the fact that the new bridge will be wider
and there is a C. M. St. P. & P. Railrocad bridyes lo-ated
just downstream from the existing bridge. Therefcre, in
order to maintain adequate horizontal clearance between

the railroad bridge and the new highway bridge, all the
widening has to occur in an upstream direction, The ap-
proach west of the river will also be shifted upstream or
gsoutherly the same amount as the new bridge. The curve near
the east end of the existing bridge will be revised so that
the centerline of the new approach will be almost the same as
the existing approach.

The proposed typical section of the new bridge and road-
way will provide a 68 foot. roadway with four 12-foot driving
lanes and 10-foot shoulders. An 8-foot wide combination
bicycle path-sidewalk will be provided on each side of the
structure.

The approach work on the east end of the bridge will
sonsist of revising and widening the roadway to match the
new bridge and the existing roadway to the east. On the west
side of the river, the approach work will consist of rebuilding
ipproximately 700 feet of roadway to provide the sesme width
as the new bridge. An appropriate transition from the new 68
foot wide roadway to the existing 60 foot wide roadway will
e made in the vicinity of 3rd Street. Curk and gutter and
sidewalks will be provided on each side of the river in con-

junction with the roadway.



No channel clearing is anticipated for the project.
Structure excavation will be necessary for constraction
of the new pier footings. Although it has not been fully
determined at this time, riprap may be required to protect
the river bank in the vicinity of the end bents.

The existing structure will have to completely removed
to provide room for the new structure. Whether or not it
will all be removed initially has not yet been detevmined as
the possibility exists that only a portion of it will be
removed with the remainder being left to maintain traffic
until half of the new bridge is complete. Then traffic
would be switched to the new bridge and the remaindaer of the
0ld one removed.

The possibility exists that a temporary bridge may be
built to maintain traffic while the new bridge 1s undex
construction. If the temporary bridge is built, it will
undoubtedly be placed upstream from the existing structure.
{n order to tie this bridge into the existing rcoadway Lt
would also be necessary to construct temporary approaches.
West of the river, there should not be any major problems
inn doing this, however, it would probably involve the re-
location of one building that would not otherwise be affected.
East of the river, whatever temporary approach work is done
would be on park land. The amount of land involved woulid
depend mainly on the grade line of temporary bridge, 1f it
is very high, more land would be involved to make an appropriate

connection and 1f it is low, the amounic wWodaGh 58 Tei cooloe,
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The contractor will probably also build a work bridge
Ly provide a means for getting his eguipment out to the portions
of bridge over the water. Exactly what type of bridge he
will use is unknown to us, however, it will require approval
by the Department of Highways before it is built.

There are natural gas and telephone lines attached to
the existing structure that will have to be moved or rerocuted
efore removal of the structure begins. These utilities will
have to remaiﬁ in use during the construction period although
there may be some disruption during the moving or rerouting
operation. It is assumed that the lines will be attached to
the new structure when it 1is complete. Sowe utility adjustment
will also be necessary for the approach work.

New right-of-way will have to be acquired for this project
on both sides of the river. The largest amcunt o¢i acguisition
will be on the west side and will require some relocation. This
18 discussed in more detail elsewhere in thisg statzrent, Rast
wf the river, the acquisition will invelwve city park lLand.

This is also discussed elsewhere in this declaration.

EXISTING ENVIRONMENT

1. Land Use - On the west side of the river, wie lzzd on
the south side of the project is all devoted to com-
mercial use. Five buildings are located adjacent to
the project. North of the highway, the land adiacent
to the project is Milwaukee Railroad right-of-way. Zast
of the river, the land south of the roadway is city park

beginning at the river's edge and extencine o= ., - past



the end of the project. ©North of the roadway, the
land adjacent to the project that is not highway

right-of-way is commercial.

Terrain — Great Falls is situated east orf thie Continental

Divide along the Missouri River at an elevation of about
3333. The surrounding area is relativziy fiebt iland that
was at one time open prairie. To the north and east the
land remains flat, however, to the south and west, mountains
are encountered within about 50 miles. In the imnadiate
vicinity of the project, the ground is very flat on each
side of the river.

Missouri River - Great Talls is located in Lhe wiea that

Lewis and Clark referred to as the Great Falls of the
Missouri River. However, the actual falls are located
downstream a considerable distances aind will ncit Ha affected
by this project.

The Montania Power Company has built 5 hydro-electric
dams on the Missouri in the Great Fails ares, Taode are
Black Eagle, Rainbow, Cochfane, Ryan, and Moroay. Slack

Eagle Dam is the nearest to the subject project and is

o

located about 3 miles downstreamn, howovor, e 3am deces
not influence the water level at the L. idge 5.0
The confluence of the Missouri and Sun Rivers is

rn T
gh

=

located about 1 mile upstream from tho

&)
5]

ab pr-dect.
The river passes directly through Creat Talls and
is a natural barrier separating the portions of the city

on each side of the river,
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Geology - Bedrock in the area of the prolect ~onsists

of the Kootenai Formation and Colorado Shale, both of
the lower Cretaceous Age. The Kootenai Formation is ex-
pected to be relatively shallow in this area, Ailuvial
sand, gravel, and silt overlie the bedroucxk 1i1 tne vicinity
of this project and in general along the Missouri River
Valley and associated flood plain.
Climate - The average January temperature in the Great
Falls area is 23.6°F and the average July temperature is
699F. Summertime is generally quite pleasant wicn cool
nights, warm and sunny days and very little humid weather.
An average year has only 15 days over 90°F, Freezing
temperatures do not occur in July or August anc only on
2 or 3 days in the normal June and September. Winters are
not as cold as would be expected at this northern latitude
due to the frequent chinook winds that cowmse trow thie south-
west and produce temperature rises of 40° or more within
a few hours.

The annual precipitation for the area amouan.: s t5 about
17 inches and the majority of this occurs during the April-
September period. The growing season lasts about 139 days
in an average year.

The atmosphere in the area is virtaaily a&nwyg iree, The
average windspeed is relatively high, but extremely strong

winds are seldom observed.



Population - Great Falls is one of the largest cities

in Montana. According to the\l970 census, the population
of the city proper is 60,091 while the wvopuleticn of the
metropolitan area is about 75,000. The city accounts for
the majority of the people in the county, as the entire
population of Cascade County amounts tc orly €1,804.

Great Falls is a growing city and experienced a 33%
gain in population in the 1950-1970 period.

Economic Activity - The main economic base of Zreat Falls

is the agriculture and livestock industry that exists in
the surrounding area. Another very important factor in
Malmstrom Air Force Base which is located just ezst of the
city. This base is the center of the largest intercontinental
Ballistic Missile complex in the world and is one of the
key Strategic Air Command Bases in the northwest. There
are also several other indust?iés ilocated in and around
Great Falls such as the Anaconda Company, General Mills,
Con-Agra, and Phillips Petroleum which are a Loest to the
economy. Major gas and oil fields located o tie aocth
also stimulate the economy as many large oil companies
maintain sales and storage facilities in the city.

Fish and Wildlife - Game fish found i the Miesowss Riwver

in the vicinity of Great Falls include rainbow trout, brook
trout, brown trout, whitefish, and perch. Other fish in-
habiting the area are stonecats, carp, two species of

sucker, and various minnow species.



Waterfowl are the only game animals found near
the proposed project. There are also several types
of small birds and mammals found inr the vicinity cof
the river near the project.

9. Transportation: Facilities - Great Falls lies at the

junction of several major highways in Montara: Inter-
state 15 (North-South), U. S. 87, 89, and 91, and State
200. Four scheduled airlines: Western, Northwest, Frontier,
and Hughestir West also sérve the city. The surlington
Northern and Milwaukee Railroads pass through the city
and 5 bus lines and 9 truck lines augment this service.

10. Utilities ~ There are presently two telephone c2bles, two
TV cables, and one 6" natural gas line attazcned o the
existing structure. These utilities serve the area of
Great Falls located west of the river.

On the apéroaches to the bridge, the telephone cables
are buried, however, there are overhead power lines. There
are also buried sanitary sewer lines in the ‘mwmediate area
of the approaches on each side of the river,

11. City Park - The park land lying near the southeast end
of the 1st Avenue North Bridge was deeded to the ity of
Great Falls by the Great Falls Water Power and Townsite
Company on October 18, 1909, There are 8 acres, more or
less, in the park, however nothing could be found in the

records of the city offices to substantiate tnis &creage.



Nothing has been found in the city's records where

the park has been officially named. The Abstract Company
has no data regarding the filing of this particilar piece
of land and none can be found in the ocffice ¢f the Cascade
County Clerk and Recorder.

After the land was deeded to the c¢ity, it became
known in the early days as "Tourist Park" and after 1922
it became known as "Mitchell Park".

"Tourist Park" in the earlier days waszs only to be
used for park purposes. Facilities were installed then
to accommodate campers and travelers for which a small
fee per night was charged.

On August 12, 1933, the Mitchell Swimming ozl was
dedicated. It was named in honor of William E. Mitchell,
who had been director of relief work for the citizen's
emergency relief committee and for his iszaderznip in pro-
moting the pool and wading pool. The official name is

the "Bill Mitchell Pool".

The Park name then became known, robt o7f o707 1w ag
"Mitchell ParkJ and "Mitchell Paol Park" and other names
pertaining to the Mitchell name. The park still remains
to be officially named.

The Bill Mitchell éool and the Park area are ail in
one park and the Great Falls Recreation Department conducts

activities at the mentioned pool as they do in »ans Great

Falls Parks. 1In 1973, 23,485 persons were in atctendance



at the Mitchell Swimming pool. Up to August 8,
1974, 22,541 persons had used the swinming faci-
lities of the pool.

Across the road to the west of the pool, becween
Riverside Drive and the Missouri River, the Park Depart-
ment has installed four sets of picnic shelters equipped
with barbecue grills and benches. In the same area there
is one set of horse swings and one unit of Tut-the-Turtle
climbing bars to accommodate the park patrons.

There are two buildings in the park used only as

storage place for park equipment, such as tables, benches,etc.

PROBABLE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT OF THE PROPOSED PROJEIY

A. BROAD IMPACTS - Since this project involves the reconstruction

of an existing roadway and bridge, and essentially follows the
same alignment, the broad impacts on the arsa 21e =xpacted to
be of very little consequence.
The major impact of the project will be to provide a
safe and efficient facility for the traveling puniic. Traffic
flow across the Missouri River will be greatly improved by
providing a new, wider structure and upgrading the approaches.
Since this project will improve the flow of tralfic over
the river, it will help to tie together the sectiouns of Great
Falls located on opposite sides of the Missouri. Both sides
of the river are already heavily developsd, especiialiy in the
vicinity of this project, so we do not expect any significant

changes in land use or land values as a result of the project.

- 13 -
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No wildlife or waterfowl areas, historic sitegc or natural

landmarks will be affected by this project. Access to religious,
educational, cultural, recreational, and employment opportunities
will be improved.

Since the project area is highly populated, resident ducks
would be accustomed to human activity and no sigrificant impacts
on populations are foreseen as a result of construction activities,
Loss of habitat would be very minor and of short duration. Little
impact on migrating waterfowl is likely since the project would
disturb a relatively small area along the river. Bird and small
mammal populations would suffer minor loss of habitat until areas
bared during construction could be revegetated. Sedimentation
from the Sun River presentiy has an adver=e =ff:ct cna fish
populations in the area. The proposed construction would add
to the sedimentation but the effect on fish populations would
be negligible.

Economic activity at those businesses near the project
will probably be affected by the traffic disruption and con-
struction process. However, the overall ecorncmic i ot=-rnn should
not be significantly affected. It actually could be improved
as an increase in employment in the area could occur as a
result of the project.

IMPACTS ON THE NARROW BAND ADJACENT TC TiE olGHwaAX

There will be numerous impacts on the narrow band adjacent
to the highway. These will occur keiore, during, o s ter

construction.



Defore construction can he STArted, 4L waii sme secwwe-
sary to acquire additional right-of-way. The majority of
the extra right-of-way will be needed on the west side of
the river, however, a small amount will also be required
on the ceast side.

We expect that all the right-of-way west of the river
will be taken from the south side of the highway and will be
about 0.3 acres. Three different owners will be involved in
this area with one ownership being split up and leacsea to 3
different individuals. All of the affected property is used
for commercial purposes and no homes or families will wue
affected. Relocation of several of the businesses will be
required. This will be handled in accordance with the Montana
Department of Highways right-of-way procedures which will
provide relocation assistance for the displaced businesses.
Also, no one would be moved until adequate replacement facilities
had been secured. East of the river, the right-of-way take
will amount to about 0.1 acres or less. It appears that most
of this land will be taken from the north side of the highway.
South ¢f the highway the land belongs to the City of Great Falls
and is part of the Mitchell Swimming Pool Park. No park land
will be taken by the bridge or its approaches. Assuming that
a detour is required, there will probably bhe some temporary
detour encroachment onto park property. However, as s500n as
traffic is routed over the new bridge the park will be restored
¢ as good or better condition than it was before the detcur
use. North of the highway the land immediately adjacent to the
project is commercial. There are no businesses or buildings in

the area that will be affected except possibly a small »ump house.

- 15 -



It will also be necessary to have all existing con-
flicting utilities moved before construction can be started.
This will probably result in a short time interference with
these gervices until the necessary adjustments can e made.

The existing bridge will be removed and dispcsed of in
a suitable manner in accordance with the Department of Highways
Standard Specifications. Exactly what method will be used to
remove the existing structurelis not known as the contractor
will be allowed to use the method that is most suitaple to
him, as long as he follows the specifications in regard to
disposal of waste materials, water pollution, etc.

If a temporary bridge is built, thers willi v: scre
temporary water pollution caused by the construction and
removal of the bridge. The contractor will have to adhere
tc the same rules for this work as he does “or the ~znstruction
of the rest of the project. The construction of the west ap-
‘proach to the temporary bridge could involve the relocation
of one building that would otherwise not be a¥fccoe. Yeash
of the river, the temporary approach would have to pe puilit
on park land. Efforts would be made to place this approach
so that it would do the least amount oI aamaye aau cze.ce the
least disruption to the area.

The contractor’'s work bridge, assuming he builds one,
will also cause 1mpacts very similar te Uhose mea... wu above
except that the building that would be affected Iy ire Timporary

bridge may not be affected by the work bridge.



The impacts of both the work bridge and the bridge

used to maintain traffic will be short-lived as they would
last only as long as it takes to complete the prciect.

The construction of the new bridge will cause a short
time increase in water pollution, however, efforts will be
made to keep this to a minimum. The Department »f "“ighways
Standard Specifications contain certain provisions pertaining
to water pollution that the contractor will have to follow.
Interim erosion control measures will be incorporated, if
necessary, into the project during construction. The con-
tractor will also be required to adhere to all local state,
and national laws regarding this matter,

Air pollution will not be a major problem on this pro-
ject although some will no doubt occur during the construction
process. The contractor will have to follow all laws regarding
this type of pollution and the Department of Highways Standard
Specifications also contain provisions concerning this matter.

Probably the major impact that will ocrur dAurivne the
construction phase of this project concerns the mairtanance
of traffic. Four possible alternatives of maintaining traffic
are presently being considered and these are discisszd in de-—
tail in the alternates section of this statemert. Nz matter
which one is used, the roadway will at times have to be com-
pletely closed off and traffic routed to aother bridees in the
area. If a temporary bridge or stage construction is used to

maintain traffic, there will be a considerable amount of con-



gestion and traffic problems in the vicinity of the bridge

sites. If all traffic is routed to other bridges for the
duration of the construction process, there will be con-
gestion problems at the other bridges and probably on some
streets that will be heavily used. However, these problems
will last only as long as it takes to complete the new bridge,
probably about 1% to 2 years.

Future air pollution levels are not expected to be
significantly affected by this project. It is an accepted
fact that better traffic flow characteristics help to reduce
air pollution levels since both carbon monoxide and hydrocarbon
emissions are drastically reduced as a vehicles average speed
increases and braking and acceleration movements are —reduced.
Another reason concerns the amount of exhaust emissions coming
from today's vehicles as compared to the amount that iz expected
to be emitted by vehicles of the future. Assuming that the
current internal combustion engines are retained for future use,
the higher traffic volumes will actually produce less air pol-
lution than an equal amount of today's vehicles. 'This 1s due
to the fact that there will be more newer cars with the more
sophisticated emission control systems built into them. Also,
since the traffic volumes are expected to increase ev7=n 1f
the project is not built, no significant long-term adverse
impact on air quality would be expected as a direct result of
the project.

In the opinion of the Depértment of Health and Environ-

mental Sciences, Montana does not:have a serious air quality
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problem caused by vehicular traffic, therefore,‘the State
Implementation plan does not contain a section on transporta-
tion control. Thus this project is not in conflict with the
State's plan for achieving federal ambient air quality stan-
dards.

Future noise levels were calculated at various locations
along this pfoject and it was determined that an exception to
the design noise levels would be required. A copy of the
request for the exception, the approval and all pertinent data
is attached as a part of this statement.

PROBABLE ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS WHICH CANNOT BE AVOIDED

The water and air pollution which will occur during the
construction of this project cannot beAavoided, however, it will
last only as long as work is in progress.

New right-of-way will have to be purchased and some reloca-
tion of businesses will belrequired.

Some short time utility disruption will be necessarv
while removingbthe present utility systems from the existing
bridge and while attaching them to the new bridge.

During the construction process, existing traffic patterns
will be disrupted by detours and re-routing of traffic to other
bridges in the area.

Due to increased traffic expected on the praiject, nocise

levels will be higher than now exist.



IVv. ALTERNATES

Only 3 alternates were considered for this project

and they are as follows:

1)

2)

3)

Build a new bridge in approximately the samwe
location as the existing bridge.

Continue to use the existing bridge.

Continue Central Avenue West due east on across
the Missouri River until it connects in with 2nd
Avenue North. The new bridge would then be loc-
ated downstream from the existing bridge and would

cross the river at slight skew.

The advantages and disadvantages of each alternate are

as follows:

Alternate No. 1 Advantages -

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

The flow of traffic across the Missouri River

would be greatly improved.

The new bridge would be built to up-to-date

standards with wide shoulders and a combinztion
bicycle path - sidewalk would be provided

The new bridge would be much safer than the existing
bridge.

The approaches to new bridge wcuid ce widar aad safer.
The intersections of 3rd St. N. W. and Central Ave.

West and 1lst Ave. No. and River Drive would e improved.



Alternate No. 1 Disadvantages -

1)
2)

3)

4)

5)

New right-of-way would have to be purchased.

Some relocation of businesses would e necessary.

The construction process would cause a certain

amount of disruption in the area.

Traffic would be disrupted for the life of the project.

2 small amount of park land might be required.

Alternate No. 2 Advantages -

1)
2)

3)

Would not require any right-of-way take or crelocation.
No money, material, labor, etc. would have to be ex-
pended.

There would be no disruption of the acza ov tiaffic

by the construction process.

Alternate No. 2 Disadvantages -

1)

2)

3)

4)

Traffic is expected to increase in the fuature and,
therefore, the existing problems will become worse.

The existing, unsafe bridge would remain and eventually
fail with potential property damage and loz= ~f lives.
No bicycle paths would be provided.

A significant segment of the public in the Great Falls

area would like to see this preiect built.

Alternate No. 3 Advantages -

1)

2)

3)

Refer to items 1 through 4 listed under Alternate
No. 1 - Advantages.

The intersection of 3rd St. N. W. and Ceut:a: Ave.
would be improved.

Traffic maintenance would not be a major problew,



Alternate No. 3 Disadvantages -

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

Refer to items 1, 3, and 4 listed under Alternate

No. 1 - Disadvantages

A congiderable amount of R/W would have to be taken
from 2 different parks.

Existing traffic patterns would have to be adjusted.
The existing railrocad underpass on lst Avenue North
would be useless.

The possibility exists that all the train tracis east
of the river would be removed and all train traffic
would then be on the tracks west of the river. This
would either require a railrcad scparzbion or cluse

a very hazardous at-grade crossing.

If a separation were to be provided west of the river,
it would seriously complicate the 3rd Str:=zt-Central
Avenue West intersection. It would also require a
great deal of extra Right-of-Way acquisition.

One business on the east side of the rive~ wn-1d be
effected and could possibly require relocabtion.

Would require a considerable amount of new right-of-
way west of the river.

Any railroad relccation would he wvery ocstly.

4

Although the "no build" alternate certainly warrants

congideration for this project due to the high cost and the

problems involved in building a new bridge and mairtarping

traffic,

it had to be eliminated because of the continually



deteriorating condition of the existing bridge and the
drastic need for a new, wider bridge to carry the expect-
ed traffic volumes. If a new bridge is not provided, the
0old one must either be closed or it will fail.
Alternate No. 3 was considered, however, it was noct
studied in detail for the reasons listed under Alternate No.3
Disadvantages, and was eliminated from further consideration.
There are no other feasible and prudent alternatives for
providing a new structure on lst Avenue N. Any other crossing
site would involve considerable park land. Also, a new railroad
separation structure would be required at any other location
. and traffic patterns would have to be extensz . veiy revised.
In conjunction with Alternate No. 1, we are presently
congsidering four possible methods of maintaining traffic while
the project is under construction. At this time it ¢ nm& kniown
which alternative wili be used as more study concerning this
matter will be needed. The four alternates and their approximate
costs are as follows:
1) Completely close off the existing roadway, remove
the existing bridge, and build the new one while
routing’traffic to other bridges in the arec¢. TThe
estimated cost of the alternate inciuding construction,
right-of-way, relocation, and maintenance of traffic
is $4,218,000. |

2) Remove enough of the existing bridge so tlizu «b
least half .of the new bridge could be built while

maintaining at least 2 lanes of traffic on



remainder of the old bridge. Then switch traffic to
the half of the new bridge, remove the rest of the
old bridge and complete the new structure. Estimated
cost = $4,647,000.

3) Build a temporary bridge to maintain at least 2 lanes
of traffic while removing the o0ld bridge and buiiding
the new one. Estimated cost = $4,970,000,

4) The same as Alternate No. 2 except maintain 2 more
lanes of traffic on a temporary bridge.

Estimated cost = $5,226,000.
THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN LOCAL SHORT-TERM USES OF MAN'S

ENVIRONMENT AND MAINTENANCE AND ENHANCEMENT OF LONG-TERM
PRODUCTIVITY

The short-term uses of the environment for this project
are expected to be insignificant. The construction process
will disrupt the area for a short time and cause some minor
air and water pollution, however, this will last only as long
as it takes to complete the necessary work. Traffic patterns
will no doubt change during the construction period due to the
detours and other restrictions that will be in use, hcwever,
upon completion of the project, the normal pattern should return.
We do not expect the completed project to cause any significant
change in overall traffic patterns in the oreat Teil: area.
Several buildings will have to be moved or torn down to provide
ample room to build the project. The natural features that will

be involved are insignificant.



VI.

This project will be in accordance with the Great
Falls Transportation Plan and the 1968 Update thereto.

IRREVERSIBLE AND TRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENTS OF RESQURCLES

No resources other than money, labor, and road and
bridge building materials will be irretrievably ccimmitted
to this project. The land needed for right-of-way will
not be available for other use unless a demand greater
than the structure or roadway redquires some change in lard.
use. The commitment of social and cultural resources will
be insignificant. The use of money, materials, land, etc.,
is considered to be justified as it will provide a much needed
highway facility to serve the traveling public.

There does not appear to be any major irreversible
commitment of resources that would significantly affect the
environment in the area of the project.

This project should not cause any significant change
in energy requirements,

COORDINATION WITH OTHERS

The attached letter of intent was sent to all persons
and agencies that were considered to have a vital interest
in the project. The mailing list is included in the latiar,
Following the letter of intent are all the comments that were
received.

Other pertinent correspondence is also attached.



VIII. BASIS FOR NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Based on the foregoing, it is felt that the propesed
action will not significantly affect the environmert and

that a negative declaration is appropriate.
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X. LETTER OF INTENT, COMMENTS ON LETTER OF INTENT, AND

OTHER CORRESPONDENCE
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STATE OF MONTANA
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IN REPLY REFER TO

BRF —~ 224 {
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Great Iralls ‘
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.
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List
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ERAY
’
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i
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%' . T HELENL, MONTANA 5960I
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\ rugust 10, 1973
Letter Mailed to Those on Attached
Genticuhn:
mhis letter iz Lo inform you of the propoed inten
he Mootona Department of Rignways to wanlood ;
Avo. No, Br.Lqu: witih nn entively new structurs
of the bridge is indicated on the attached Ci
Fal J.S.
The present bridge woes built in 1923
to such an extent that it is becosing
“he widih of the bridac is not ad;quato
traffic e the lones are CP'Y 10%Y wide and b
The avernse daily traffic using ths hridge :Z
pe:r day awd Ly 12%¢ the average Gnily tirad
25,800,
our current plane are
slhruatane in SRR R coe B Lcu;t;on
Wi Uvu“m.xi i
on oo H ¢
be providod, Vroaroachion
to maleh bne wF Qe Tend
that it il t—t:g: SOy Loy
sctual conszyrectlion is not onpeatnd o
- 33 .-
GEQRGE /T ANO/ICH, CHAIRMAN
mOLE A
Wi £ ME L PIE b nir GradeAnr L Fe T ey P PO OHETLL SR JOY LA LDyt E
[ A N ) ALY T E B LINGS S Lk v
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Page 2

One of the wmajor prcobleme that will be encountered cn this
project will be in recgard to maintenance of traffic, O0f course
the easiest way to handle this would be to block off the road
and reroute traffic to other bridges. This would be by far the
best method as far as the contractor would be concerned as he
could work without any traffic interference, however, due to
the heavy traffic volumes and the distances to other bridyes,
we do not feel that this is un acceptable solution. So along
with this possibility, we are also considering sowe method by
which traffic con e maintaincd at the present gsite. The fol-
lowing alternatives are now heing considered: 1) Remove enouch
of the existing structure so that 2 lanes of the new bridge could
be built while maintaining at least 2 lanes of traffic on the
existing bridge., Then switch traffic to the 2 ncw lanes, remove
the rest of the existing bridge and build the other 2 new lanes,
2) Completely remove the existing bridge and build the new bridge
while maintaining traffic on a temporary structure., 3) Proceeding
the same as alternate 1 except that 2 more lanes of traffic would
be maintained on a temporary bridge.

No final decicsion has been made on the exact method that will
be used as further study and investigation is nccessary,

The utilitics presently attached to the bridge will be nerpsatuat-
ed and provisions will be made so that the facilities will remain i1
use during demolition of the existing bridge and constructicon of the
new one.

From information presently available it appears that it will be
necessary to prepare an enVironmental/scction 4 (1) statement for
the project, The main reason for this is because of the ¥fuehk that
the land on bhoth sides of the present bridge at the east ond is
prescently park land., Therefore, any new R/W that may be necessary
will have to be taken from this park land.

When the project reaches an appropriate stage of development,
& public hcaring will be held to provide an oppertunity far the
public to voice thcix opinions.

Any information that you care to furnich us regarding cnvironmoant
matters, detour problews, views or opinions for or againcit the project,
or any otlicr wmatter that you feel wight be approoriate will coerteiniy
e appreciated,
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The following list indicates those agencies and people to

which this letier is being sent
agencies,
not on the list,

Montana Stockgrowers Association

First liational Bank bBuilding
Helena, Montana 59501

Department of Anthrepology
University of llontana
Missoula, Montena 59801

Aghlcy C. Roberts

State Liaison Officer for the
Preservation of llistoric Sites

Dept. of Fish and Game

Helena, Montana 59601

Mr., Ralph Boland
Department of Fish & Game
Sam W, Mitchell Building
Helena, Montana 59601

U. S. Coast Guaxrd

commander (dpa)

Thirteenth Coast Guard District
618 Second Avenuc

Seattle, Washington 98104

Director, Departrent of Natural

Resources & Conservation
Attention: Lawrence M, Jakub
sam W, Mitchell Duilding
Helena, Montana 59601

Fletcher E. Newby,
Enviromacntal Quality Council
capitol station

Helena, Montana 59601

Mr, Jack Stimpflic, Chairmian
Forward Creat Falls

3921 -~ 7th Ave. South

Creoat lalls, Montana 59401

poard of County Conmissioners
Cascadae County
Groabt Palls, Moncanu 5940l

rywaemitive Director

35

If you arc
groups, or individuals that might he concerned and are
please let us know and we will contact thom,

awvare ol uny other

Board of Park Commissioners
City Park Decpartmznt
Great Falls, Montana 59401

Department of Anthropoliogy
Montana State University
Bozeman, Montana 59715

Assistant Secrctary - Progrem Policy

Attention: Director -
Environmental Project Review
Department of the Interior

Washington, D, C. 20240 (12 copies)

Environmental Protection Agency
Room 916, Lincoln-lourer

1860 Lincoln Streel

Denver, Colorado 80203

Department of the aArmy
Omaha District
Corps of Engineers

7410 U, S. Postoffice & Courthouce

Omaha, Nebraska 68102
Department of Intergovernmnental
Relations ~ Planning & Econonic
Development Division

Ccapitol Post Office

Helena, Montana 59501

Federal Ilighway Administration
501 North TI'ce Street
Helena, Montana 5GCGU!

Mr, F. L. Stricbel
Division kngincer

Milwaukee Raillrood
Deer Lodga, HMontana

]

Mr. John Koelly, City Lnginecy
Cciviec Centar

Greal Falls, Hontuna 52401

U. S. Department of Transportalc



Page 4

Dept, of Flealth, Nducation, & Velfare
9017 Tederal Office Building
19th ond Stout Streets

Denver, Colorado 80202

M, Robert A, wells

Executive Vice Preosident

CGreal Falls Chamhar of Commerce
P, 0, Box 2127

Great Falls, Montana 59403

Great Falls Gas Cowpany

Mr, Earle L., Garriscn, President
P, 0. Box 2229

Great r'alls, Montana 59403

Sewer
Civic
Great

and Water Department
Center
Falls, Montana 59401
Mr, Robert Myklebust
Traffic Engincer

Civic Center

Great Falls, Montana 59401

The Wilderness Society
4260 Last Evans Avenue
Denver, Colorado 80222

Agricultural Stabilization and
Conservation Service

P, O. Box 670

Bozeman, Montana 59715 .

Montana League of Conservation
Voters - Box 80

Attention: Wm, Towlinson
Miscoula, Montana 59801

32~SCK:KFS:GLL:mg

- - Very trul our:s "1 )
cc: J. R, Bechaort Y Y ¥y = / ?/‘/a:{a gw. [0’
J. T, Sullivan e . 4
|R. 1. Chamnion H, J. ANDERSON IR0 S R
v g ity y T T N A Ty ST T
2o IRECTOR 'OF IHYGILIAYS Loy
II, ¥, Strutton DIR Y 126G © Ooend 7 e
L., B, Tox / o ,° . o )
P, R. DeVine A A
. 7 IR ) By / . - Lo ‘\ ST
Al G. Yhitnolf T T Pl TS T ST
e S Sterhan Co Kolooi, 2, M., SuLervicoy
L’h' - ooheed Preconstruction s-clion
D, D, Andairson -

Mr, Ojic¢ Ueland

Statc Soil Conservation Bureau
Copitol Station

Helena, Montana 59401

Department of Health &
Environmental Sciences
Envircnmental Sciences Division
Mr, Denjamin Wake, Administrator
Cogswell Building

Helena, Montana 59601

Mountain Bell

401 - 1st Ave, North
Greal Falls, Montanz 59401
The Honorable Curtis Ammondson ‘
Mayor of Great Falls
Great Falls, Montana 59401

Mr. Robert Roberts ‘
City-~County Planninu Board
Great Falls, Montana 59401

Student Environmental Research
Center -~ Room 212, Venture Center
University of Montana

Missoula, lMontana 59801

Montana Wildlife Federation
410 Woodworth Avenue
Attention: Donald Aldrich
Missoula, Montana 59801

The Great Falls Tribune
Tribune Building
Great Falls, Montana 52401

Dr, T. C. Byerly
Office of the Secratany of
Agriculture

Washington, D, C, 298109
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David L. Sietta
Engineering Supenntendent
Outsida Piant

August 22, 1973 (

Mr. Stephen C. Kologi

N

Supervisor, Pre-Construction Section

Montana Department of Highways
Helena, Montana

Dear Sir:

Ty -~
'z 4/“ B

P

I [q
CAa

7~

.

Mountain Bell

560 North Park Avenue
Helena, Montana 53601

; Phone (406) 445-3202

%

Thank you for your informative letter concerning the proposed
new lst Avenue Bridge in Great Falls.
in this project because all of our telephone plant west of the
river is served via conduit which is on the existing bridge.

We are very interested

We would appreciate an arrangement which would keep the existing
conduit in service during construction and would also place

conduit for us on the new bridge.

wWe anticipate that we will

need 20 - four inch ducts and will be happy to work out the
! details concerning physical location and cost with your people

when the bridge plans are more definite.

Yours truly,

LV wid | St

Engineering Superintendent
(Outside Plant)
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Depariment of Healinand Enviormental Sciences

STATE OF MONTANA Heteha, MONTANA 5901

N~z

Mr, H, J. Anderson

Director of Highways
Montana Department of Highways
Helena, Montana 59601

ATTENTION: Stephen C, Kologi, P.E., Supervisor
Preconstruction Division

Re: BRF-224(14)
First Avenuec North Bridge
Great Falls, lMontana

Dear Mr, Anderson:

The Missouri River at First Avenue North in Great Falls is classified
B-D,, Allowable increases to naturally occurring turbidity are limited
to iO Jackson Candle Units (JCU)., Adequate planning before construction
should insure that all reasonable measures will be taken to meet this
limit, -
. We would appreciate the opportunity to review the project when an appropriate
stage of development is reached,

If we can be of additional help, please contact us at your conveniernce.

Sincerely yours, @ e s 3% A T £ X8 e

iy |
. Detz Racd. Proco-st. d ’_ZUF’;Z.B E
H . s e e e
’ v i Ll ROLY vl
L2 = Ty
/ i s EY
: 1
;

Benjafiin F, Wake, Administrator
Environmental Sciences Division
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e BEPLY REFER TO: 1709 JACKSON STREET
OMAHA, NEBRASKA 68102
D30 MWR CE
IR 73/1151 | AUG 28 1973

‘ SS Ui

=MwFCE

tes Department of the Inif:)gox/ o el

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
MIDWEST REGION

gRF 224 (14)

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

Dear Mr. Anderson:

In response to your letter of August 10 to the Assistant Secretary "<"Ptogram -
Policy, we have been asked to provide technical assistance to your planning
process in the matter of the lst Avenue Bridge in Great Falls.

We suspect that our Bureau is not vitally concerned, and that the principal
input will be from the Bureau of Outdoor Recreation, but the project
graphic we have received is totally illegible; and we would like to defer
comment until we have a legible graphic.

1f you would be kind enough to send us a clear copy, direct, we will
attempt to meet the September 20 suspense date.

Sincerely yours,

Y- .«_—

l Daty R .‘-j Pr""“" fjﬂ_ﬁ n

onard Volz
Regional Director, Midwest RegIGn

t
1
i

JUDUULEI WP

——at b <

Let's Clean Up America For Our 200th Birthday
- 40 -
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DEPARTMIENT OF
Frsm awm Garne
Helena, Montana 59601

August 29, 1973

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

ATTENTION: Steve Kologi
Dear Mr. Anderson:

We have reviewed your Letter of Intent concerning project BRF-224 (14),
First Avenue North Bridge, Great Falls. '

With the information currently available, the only comment we would
have at this time would be to provide a clear span structure and to
enhance the aesthetic quality of the riverbanks in the area as part
of the project.

Sincerely,

/flu4,;,u2 Ator _

RALPH W. BOLAND, ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR
ENVIRONMENT AND INFORMATION DIVISION

RWB M jd ‘»
cc: Ash Roberts
Nels Thoreson

Dzis R2zd. Prectist.
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R Uﬁl"“uSHlG‘b Deparument of the Interio/ - %
@§jw{:f:f;]i LUKEAU CGF OUTDOOR RECREATION T ot
e b e Le : MID-CONTINENT LEGION ' _ '
)d%?;;--}1973 MALLING ADDEESS: SIRELT LOCATION: S o E
}(F‘LV HETEN TOS Post U":'I-;e Rox 23387 GO3 Miler Court ; L. e ey
Penves Foederel Cutter Lakewood, Colotadn
ER-/? lt)l |‘ "f‘ Deaver Ceugulo 60225 : Telephone 251-2634 SRR
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3 opUeB0®I3
‘B TZ r ~e .2— ‘4\ R
s . o T
Mv, H,J. Anderson | = A"Je M- . EERE
Director of tigliways AC4ARS (zj g & s ST
State of Montana ; e ‘
Department of Highways P
Helena, Montana 59601 i -

Dear Mr. Andcrson:

This is in response to your letter of August 10, 1973, recquesting
any assistance and related information in evaluating possible
environmental effects for the proposed lst Avenue Bridge replacement
over the Missouri River in Great Falls, Cascade County, Montana.

The following comuents are forwarded on a technical assistance basis
only and do not constitute comments on an environmental statement,

It appears that the proposed bridge replacement project will involve
Section 4(f) lands, In this case, a Section 4(f) determinction must
be prepared, Other than the Section 4(f) issue, we are rot aware

of any conflicts between the proposed project and programs directly
administered by this Bureau.

The limited information’provided in your request prevents a more
detailed avalysis of the environmental impacts involved, hLowvever, if
we can be of assistance in reviewing subsequent aspects of the proposed

project, please do not hesitate to call on this office.

Sincerely,

TRV s
7YEZJC4%>%(?//CHﬁ;;Q

Robert J, Arkins
Assistant Regional Director
Land Use Coordination

- 42 -



TODEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
OMAMHA DISTRICT, COAPS OF ENGINEERS
7410 A S. POST ov—-mcbwo coumﬁ-couss

-~

t ! ' YooY -~
i [ y
31 August/1973" ;| ! |
i B B i :
w3 If; f
e
~ REE R e A
? Mr. H. J. Anderson i :; 5;;§7 o
! Director of Highways T :
| State of Montana i .l
Departmant of Highways , L\ T
Helena, Montana 59601 L Ve e D

Dear Mr. Anderson:

This is in reply to your letter dated 10 August 1973, in which you requested
comnents concerning your proposed replacement of the 1st Ave. No. Bridge over
the Missouri River at Great Falls, }Montana.

[ S U S

We are currently in the early stages of a flood plain information study on the
Missouri River at Great Falls. Preliminary hydraulic information from this
study, hydraulic data from past studies, and historical high water data in this
vicinity indicate that an elevation of 3321.0 feet m.s.l. should be considered
| for the low point of the bridge superstructure. This elevation for the brldge
! low point will enable the bridge to convey discharges in excess of the 1% dis-
charge while still maintaining adequate freeboard between the water surface and

the bridge low point.

N e Bhem

i If the new bridge over the Missouri River at 1st Ave. No. is designed such that
j the area of the bridge opening’ rormal to the flow beneath the bridge super-
structure, excluding the pier area,is equal to or greater than that cf the
existing brldge, no adverse hydraullc effects should be encountered. 'This
statement is based on the observation that the existing bridge appears to

create little, if any, stage increases upstreanm.

If your new bridge design deviates from the above guidelines in such a way as
to significantly decrease the hydraulic capatility of the bridge, WDULQ you
please inform us as to the degrec of decreased hydraulic eff1c1ency, ‘ael Iree
to call on us if we can be of future assistance.

| Sincerely yours,

: . C /’ .
—— » . 4 /} ///
/M/r A
/ R. G- Bma"r P.E.
Chief, Engineering Division



CZPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
UNITED STATES COAST GUARD commanoer Iﬁep)

.-/i._,wl,,, WIS Y GO ES { 618 SECOND AVE.
WTANE HAY COVIHSSION | SEATTLE. WASH. 98104
F;’ ::. \: {4‘ 5 "’ ‘.:. D E PHONE: (206) 624-2902
e ‘ .5922/19
1 ot -0 1973 E Ser mep 971
1 HELEHA. VONTANA 5 sep
. | BA, iU ALY g . 1973
Mr, H. J. Anderson
. . . o [4.
Director of Highways BRF c_Z‘f[ )
Department of Highways _ /J,L, Ave .

State of Montana
Helena, Montana 99601

Dear Mr. Andcrson:

As regards your Action Plan notification for proposed replacement
of the 1st Avenue Bridge across the Missouril River at Great Falls,
Montana, the Missouri River at Great Falls, although navigable to
1ts source, has been placed in the "Advance Approval" category by
the Coast Guard and, therefore, is mot subject to bridge permit
requirements. _

Thank you for this notification.

inserely,

. S. BECKWIT}

Captain, U. S. Coast Guard
Chief, Marine Safcty Division
: By direction of the District Commander
Copy to: ) i
ccGD13(oan)

Onst.9‘
=

FoOUTE

YEYR

[

THIRTEENTH COAST GUARD DISTRICT



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
BUREAU OF SPORT FISHERIES AND WILDLIFE

-

In Reply Refer To T11 Central Avenue Your reference:

Billings, Montana 59102 BRF-22L4 (1Lk)
ES/1100:1L42 1st Ave. Io. Bridge
September 10, 1973 Great Falls, IMT

Mr. Stephen C. Kologi, Supervisor
Preconstruction Section
Departiment of Highways

Helena, Montana 55601

Dear Mr. Kologi:

Your letter of August 10, 1973, to the Assistant Secretary - Program
Policy, USDI, concerning bridge construction at Great Falls, Montana,
has been forwarded to this office. Comments in this letter are provided
to assist in your environmental assessment of the project and aid in
planning only. Ve will review end corment on the draft environmental
impact statement for this project at a later date,

~ Game fish found in the Missouri River in the vicinity of Great Falls
include several species of trout, plus sauger, northern pike, channel
catfish and shovelrnose sturgeon. Other important fish include golideye,
burbot, pallid sturgeon and smallmouth buffalo. Carp, river carpsucker,
flathead chub, emerald shiner, longnose dace, shorthead redhorse, long-
nose sucker and vhite sucker also inhabit this river reach. Prevelent
amphibians include the leopard frog and snaprper, softshell and painted
turtles. Crayfish end many other invertebrates are cormon. Seasonally,
shorebirds and wading birds feed along the muddy river banks and shallows.
Several spccies of ducks and merganser rest on the river.

Bridge construction would disturdb birds using the area. TFooting erplace-
ment would destroy small areas of the river bottom community. Water
turbidities caused by bridge coenstruction and associated streamside lend
disturbance would adversely aflfect some water orgenisms but if vrocject
assoclated turbidity 1s held to a minimum, these adverse effects would
not be significant. Fishing success dowmstream may be somewhat reduced,
at lecast temporarily,

One of the most corrmon environmental degradations ascociated with bridge
construction is through introduction of uncured concrete into dowmziream
waters. Uncured concrete is toxic to some {reshwater organisms and juve-
nile organisms are egspecially vulnerable to toxic substances. Gernerally,



juvenile populations are most common coincident with the spring and
gsurmer months, also ideal for construction activities.

-

Sincerely,

24z il

Acting Area Manager

s

. S
: bo | oL ROUVE
- -
2=
i

Ceir Rasd. Prcccnst.?.://_‘z,\?__ 1
s - AT T A 4




- v . K
v ‘.‘_, : v . .- . -3

P AIGHEAY GOt ISSION | e R
|

= CUnited S'tatjas Department of the Interxor LA

A
e LAY AY <L -“/’/ 2
r\ TIONAL PARK SERVICE LT ’/(,a\
. MIDWEST REGION  .° -~ oo Tie 7
_ HELEMA, MONTARA ] 1709 JACKSON STREET = .- 5 oni= ™ o7 a b
.. . : " OMAHA, NEBRASKA 68102 ~.,-%__l o ;5559;/fff:/”7\, \\
D30 MWR CE SEP 111873 :
ER-73/1151

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

Dear Mr. Anderson:

In response to your request for technical assistance in the matter of
the First Avenue Bridge at Great Falls, we have reviewed the proposal
and do not feel that we can contribute significantly at this time.
Since a Section 4(f) statement will apparently be involved, the Bureau
of Outdoor Recreation will no doubt be your best source.

We perceive no adverse effects of the project on any established or
studied unit of the National Park System, or upon programs and interests
of this Bureau.

We are pleased to note the proposal is being coordinated with the
Departments of Anthropology at the University of Montana and Montana -
State University and with the Montana State Historic Preservation
Officer. The interest of your department in the preservation of
cultural resources is most commendable and in accord with Public

Laws 91-190 and 89-665. .

Our informal comment on this proposal does not constitute ouyr official
view on any environmental impact statement which may derive from the
proposal. ‘

Sincerely yours,

@W/ f s

424J. Leonard Volz
Regional Director, Midwest Region

Let's Clean Up America For Our 200th Brthday
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BRF-224 (14)

SEP 12 1973

Mr. H. J. Anderson B 22A
Director of Highways

Department of Highways

Helena, Montana 59601

Dear Mr. Anderson:

We have reviewed your request for technical assistance on the 1lst Avenue
North Bridge in Great Falls, Montana. As we have no office in or near
Great Falls and time does not permit us to make an on-the-ground review
of traffic patterns in the area, we feel we cannot provide any meaningful
recommendations on the bridge project. However, we do recommend public
meetings to receive recommendations from the citizenry of Great Falls as
to their feelings on the park land vs. ease of ingress and egress to the
city. '

We want to thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on your 1lst
Avenue North Bridge proposal, as well as, apologize for not being able
to provide you with additional ideas for solutions to traffic problems
and environmental matters of this particular project.

Sincerely yours,

Pt & 4

Harold C. Lynd
Acting State Director:--

Celo Rocd. D
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your ref.: BRF - 224(14) ‘ijé' | L A
1st Ave. No. Riidg ffees I B e
Great Falls 'L; - - :

Dear Mr. Kologi: o RTOI |

Your request for technical assistance regarding the 1lst Ave.
North Bridge in Great Falls has been referred to us. Comments
from the Geologic Division are attached.

Hydrologic surveys that we have made in the area indicate
that replacement of the existing bridge will not permanently
affect streamflow, provided the existing bridge opening is
not reduced. We have no installations that would be affected
by the reconstruction.

Sincerely,

d )
A»////?' %
Don ¥£ Coffin

Acting District Chilef

cc: no encl. Chief Hydrologist code 4000 0000 Attn: G.Chase
Deputy Chief for Engineering Geology Wash., D.C.
Regional Hydrologist




United States Department of the Interior

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20242

September T, 1973

Menmorandum

To: District Chief, WRD, Helena, Montana
From: Deputy Chief for Engineering Geology

Office of Environmental Geology

Subject: Request by Department of Highways for Technical Assistance
‘ on 1lst Ave. No. Bridge, Cascade County, Montana (ER 73-1151)

Proposed is construction of a replacement highway bridge having four
12-foot lanes with 10-foot shoulders. Approaches to the bridge will
be revised to match the new width and any change in.alignment.

Information on the geology of the area of the highway construction

and a discussion of any potential geologic hazards would be useful in
a draft environmental statcment.

Elmer H. Baltz



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE

P. 0. Box 970, Bozeman, MI 59715

September 19, 1973

;1. J. Anderson | B/EF ZZ{Z 6’4’)

Director of Highways
Highway Department
Capitol Station
Helena, Montana 59601

Dear Mr, Anderson:

Your letter of proposed intention to replace the First Avenue North Bridge,
addressed to Dr. T. C. Byerly, Office of Secretary of Agriculture, Wash.,.
D. C., was referred to the Soil Conservation Service for review and comment.

An on-site review of the proposal indicates the proposal will not have
significant environmental effects.

We appreciate the opportunity to review and comment on the proposed
project,

Sincerely,

L7 - -

A. B, Linford
State Conservationist

cc: F. H, Tschirley, Acting Coordinator
of Environmental Quality Activities
Office of the Secretary
U. S. Department of Agriculture
Washington, D. C. 20250

Kenneth E. Grant, Administrator, SCS
Washington, D. C.
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPQRTATION R
UNITED STATES COAST GUARD  covManoer (mep)

618 SECOND AVE.
SEATTLE, WASH. 98104
PHONC: (206) 624-2902

.« 5922
Ser mep 1000
¢ 6 SEF -

” - . 24(/4)
State of Montana ’ -4357r 2 5‘(

Department of Highways
Helena Montana 59601

Attn: Stephen C. Kologl

Dear Sir:

Thank you for your Action Plan notification regarding your Intention to
replace the existing Ist Avenue North Bridge in Great Falls with a new
structure. The Missouri River at this point is considered navigable,
but is an ''advance approval'' waterway at the proposed bridge site. A
Coast Guard bridge permit will not be required for the proposed replace-
ment bridge because of its location across an advance approval waterway.

Roney

S. S BECK

Captain, U. S. Coast Guard
Chief, Marine Safety Division
By direction of the District Commander

Copy to:
CCGD13 (oan)
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“THE CITY OF GREAT FALLS AND CASCADE COUNTY, MONTANA - 59101

AUOM 108, CIVIC CENTER BUILDING Mey 20, 1974 PHONE 1532.50567
R &

Mr. H. J. Anderson

Director of Highways

Montana Department of Highways
Helena, Montana '

Attn: Mr. Ray G. Anderson, Manager
Project Control Unit _
Mr. Stephen C. Kologi, P.E.,
Supervisor, Preconstruction Section

Gentlemen:

At its regular meeting held May 14, 1974, the Great Falls City-County Planning
Board discussed your requests for A-95 Clearinghouse approval for the below
listed projects:

RF 64(15) (PE) Great Falls - Armington  (A-95 Rev. No. 1L4)

U 395(11) - traffic signals at Lth Avenue South and lhLth and I15tn
Streets in Great Falls (A-95 Rev. No. 145) -

BRF - 224 (14) - 1st Avenue North Bridge (A-95 Rev. No. 146) _

After due consideration, a motion was made and passed recommending Clearinghousc
approval for the above named projects.

Sincerely yours,

. R. P. Roberts
Planning Director

]PR/ | y




July 11, 1974

~
by

Stephen C. ¥ologi, P.E..
Supervisor -
Preconstruction Section
Department of Highways
Sixth and Roberts Streets
Helena, Montana 595601

Re:

Dear Mr. Kologi:

~t of Hedlthand Erivionmental Sciences

aner o

John S Anderson M.0.
DIRTCTOR

BRF - 224 (14)
Ist Ave. Hlo.
Bridge, Great Falls

\le have revieved the plans of the referenced project
and find there should be no adverse effects on air quality

from the construction of this project.

We know of

nothing existing or planned that would adversely affect
the project in air quality considerations.

Sincerely,

RO

R. Clark tleilson

Air Pollution Control Specialist
Air Quality Bureau
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Helena, Montana
July 18, 1974

Ref: BRF - 224 (14)
1st Ave. No. Bridge
Great Falls

Mr. Stephen C. Kologi, P.E.
Chief, Preconstruction Bureau
Department of Highways

State Highway Building
Helena, Montana 59601

Dear Mr. Kologi:

We have examined the location of the proposed First
Avenue North Bridge in Great Falls.

The location of the bridge will not disturb any sites
on the National Register of Historic Places nor are there

any sites located here that we feel are eligible for nomina-
tion to the National Register.

Sincerely,

oty @ T

Ashley C. Roberts, Administrator
Recreation and Parks Division
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MONTANA HIGHWAY COMMISSION

PECEIVELNXIIN OF QLD TN ey

. AUG - 71974
-\ Vo . DEFEAIRTIIENT OF

b o
HELENA, MONTANA

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

Attention: Steve Kologi

Dear Mr. Anderson: | IR 7777«~’

This correspondence is in response to yours of July 29, 1974 o
concerning project BRF-224 (14), First Avenue North Bridge, Great
TFalls.

Please disregard our comment in our letter to you of August 29,
1973 suggesting that this crossing be made by a clear span structure.
Spacing of piers as described in your letter of July 29, 1974 is
acceptable, Since the river in this area is adversely influenced
by sedimentation from the Sun River, we will not ask for special
provisions other than compliance with cxisting state and federal
legislation, Pier construction ghould be accomplished without the
necessity for filling eny part of the normal river channel, however,

Species of fish in this area are rainbow trout, brook trout,
brown trout, whitefish, two species of suckers, carp, perch, stone-
cats and various minnow species.

Waterfowl or other species of wildlife in the area should not
be adversely effected. We concur with your coments concerning
thege species.

Sincerely,

Hodjih ot yZatnn

Jjialph W, Boland, Assistant Adnministrator
Tnvirorment and Information Division
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cc: Nels Thoreson 1;
Attn: Dick Johmson -

bl

| I
lrmuv‘f J ‘4‘

S haal
~ b e

tiearning
SLrin

L]

MEIL P

|
|
l
B
i’

PRI

-
n

o
PorS gt
by lec

e e
(O3]
D\
-
I

~ipa Demsmmact









