
Hroject Nre: Blubber Creek RIW

Frognnent R-Y Timber, Drawer P,

CHECKTTST ENVIRONUENTAL ASSESSUENI

Proposed Implenentation Date: 17/ I/92

Townsend, HT 59644

Type and Purp,ose of Aetion Construct an estjmated 4400 feet of permanent road and
temporary use of road to access private tirober land in Sec. 35-T19N-R8W for harvesting-
Close an estimated 4400 feet of existing road that is located in the drainage bottom-

Iocation: Section 36-T19N-R8W County: Lewis & Clark
N = Not present or No Irpact will occur
Y = Irnpacts may oceur (explain under Potential Impacts)

I}TPACTS ON THE PIIYSICAT ENVTRONI{ENT

RESOURCE IYINI POTENTTAL I},IPACTS AND },IITIGATION I{EASI]RES

1. gEolffy alrD sorl, oulIJTY, SIlBriJry AND

}iOISIIIRE: Are fragile, cc4actille or uDsta-
ble soi1s present? Are there unusua.]. geologic
features? Are tbere special rec.Lutioo con-
siderations?

[ ] lrloderately to highly erodilcle soils fine
textured sites and silt loams. Reseeding of cut and
fiII slopes and instalLation of drain dips in new

construction wiII stabilize disturbed areas.

2, HATER QUALITY, O.I]AIflTN AilD DISITIBIITION:
Are i.rrportant grface or gnoundmter Desources
present? Is there potentiai. for violatioo of
anbient rater quality sfaniardq, drfukinq sa-
ter maximm contasdnant 1eve1s, or tleqn-&tion
of water quafity?

I ] Blubber creek is a perennial stream running
through both private and state lands in this area-
This proposal is for new constructi-on weII away from
stream. No impacts foreseen.

3. AIR QUALIW: Rill polLutants or particu-
late be produced? Is the project infhpoced
by air quali.ty regrulatims or zones (CLass I
airshed)?

IN]

4. VEGETAT]ON COYER, QOAFIIIY AND QUALITY:
tlil1 vegetative comtnities be permnently
altered? Are any rare plants or cover tyns
nresent?

I I AII construction is proposed for either oPen
parks or through fire killed non-merchantable timber
stands.

5. TERRTSILIL, Avrlx AltD rQUlTrC LrIE IXD
HABITATS: Is there sigDiJicaDt use of tbe
area bv iuportant wildlife, birds or fish?

tYlAreais
See attached

within grizzLy
write-up.

bear management area.

6. UMIOUU, EIIDA}GERED, TRAGIIE OR L]I{IIED E}I-
VIROllllElIIeL Rf,S0IIRCES: lre any federaly lis-
ted threateoed or endangered species or iden-
tjJied babitat present? Any retlands? Spe-
cies of soeciaf concern?

t I Grizzly bear. See attached write-uP.

7. iISISRIC.AL ]ND ARCHAE0L0GICIL SIILS: Are
any historical, arcbaeological or paleontolog-
ica.1 resca:rces present?

[ ] Dori Passmann was contacted by meno on LO-2-92-
No on-site review needed based on her reply of 6

October.

8. AfSTIIETICS: Is tbe project on a proninent
topographic feature? t{il'l it be visj-ble frcot
g;pulated or scenic are.-"? lJiLl there tre ex-
ces.sive noi-se or liqht?

] Very remote, no aesthetical concerns-

9. DEUA}IDS ON E}TITRONIffiITAL RESO{NCES OF LA}ID,

RATER, IIR 0R ENERGY: Hill the project use
resourcss that are Undted in tbe area? Are
there otber aclivities nearby that rill affect
t.be proiect?

tNl tffiffifrffiffiwHffi
NOv 0 I 1992

IO.IHPACTS OII CIfHXR EX'TIROISMOEL RESOI]RCFS:

lre tbere otber studies, plans or projects on
this trac!?

[:f{VINOitMENTAL
cttAt_frY coq"tivntL

Nl



II'iPACTS ON THE HIll{AN POPIJLATfON

RESOURCE IYIN] POTENTTAL IHPAC]TS AND MITIGATTON MEASURES

11. HII{IX H[AtTl| AND SMEIY: lJill this pro-
j€c'L a{ld to hea-ttb and safety risks i-a tbe
area?

tNl

12. rltD{tsmal, c0illiltERcl[L a]ID AGRTCI]ITuRAL

ACTMfiXS AllD PRODUCaTO{: l{i-11 tbe project
adil to or alter tbese activities?

t Y I Other alternatives for
land would reguire more miles
Ttem 22

accessing the private
of road buildinq. See

13. QIIAXTTIT tlID DrSTlBIlTr0ll 0F EI{PLOYI{EIfr:
t{i-l.L tbe project crmte. IDve or elininate
iobs? If so estimted nmber

IN]

14.
nilf
nue?

LM& ATD SIATE TIT BISE A}ID TAX REVE}TUE.S

tbe project create or elininate tax reve
tNl

15. Di:l{A}iD FOR GOVERNI{Etr! SERIIICES: I{il1 sig-
niJicant traffic be added to existfug roads?
lli-l-} other services (fire protestion, police,
scboo]s. etc) be needee

tN]

16. I,OCAIIY ADOSTED EIIVIROU'ESTAL PIEilS AUD

6011.5: Are tbere State, Cornty, City, USPS'
BLI{, 1?i-ba1, etc. zoniag or nan4rerent p}ans
in effect?

tNl

17. ACCESS 111 lllD QUAIJTY 0F RECREAyIffiAL AnD

HILDERIIESS ALTIIIIIX.S: Are ri]-derness or rec-
reational areas marby or accessed tbrougb
tbis tract? Is tbere recreational potentiaL
uithin the tract?

t l Scapegoat Ylilderness
southwest of this site but
throuqh this tract-

area is located 3 miles
is not readily accessible

i8. DEI{SIfi IND DISUIHIrIOT OF POFI]LATIOf, IND
llOUSDlG: t+i-LI tbe project add to tbe popula-
tim an<l mrirc aldiiional tnrr-sim?

tNl

19. SOCllL STROCTTRES AilD !i3RBS: Is sm dis-
ruption of native or traditionaL lifestyles or
crrmunities possible?

tNl

20. cuLanAL UUIQ0ilEss IrlD DTVERSIIT: $Jill
the actioo c:lur€ a sbift jn sore unique quafi-
tv of the area?

tNl

21. fifiiER APPR0PRIIItr SoCIAL UID EC0I{O[{IC CrR-
flXTSIIICES:

tNl

DS-:52

22. Alterrratives Considered: 1) No action - in this case R-Y would aceess the tj-nber
with road construction on private land only. Road construction across a steep slope above
an intermittent stream would be one option or, approximately 4400 feet of new construction
through areas of shal-Iow soils over sloping bedrock (highly erodible si-tes). 2) Existing
road - an old existing road down a gulch bottom just barely loops into state land in
NWSW*. Use of thi-s exi-sting road could cause erosion problems just above Blubber Creek.
3) Proposed action - construct approximately 320O feet of road on gentler slopes on state
land. Install- culvert in gulch which old road eurrently goes up. Close old road (at
top).

23. R:blic Involvement, Agenciea, Groults or Inclivir*uals contacted:
state leasee, Ray Krone, has no objections-

Private landowner and



DS-252

24. Other covernnental Agrencies rith Juriscliction, l.is1 of Permits Needed- County
Conservation District will review the proponents plans for crossing Blubber Creek in
Section 35 on private land.

ZS. ltagnitucle ancl Significance of PotentiaJ- Irqlae.ts. Potential impacts of the proposed
action are small if B.M.P.'s are used during road construction. Cut slopes should be set
at- a 1:1 slope. Drain dips for road surface drainage should be constmcted into the road
grade. The ut and fill slopes shcruld be seeded upon constructi-on.

Selecting the proposed action wiLI construct an estinated 4400 feet of new road on state
land but close an equal amount of existi.ngr road on state and private land- The ner* road
will be suitable for accessing tinber on the state tract in the future- Harvest is
deferred now clue to cover loss resulting frorn canyon creek fire. Adiacent private harvest
will occur regardless of granting the license. R-Y would build more road in less
desirable locations but entirely on private land to access the ti-urlcer under contract- I
do not- believe significant i-upacts will occur as a result of the road use and

construction.

Reconunendati.on f or Further Environmental Analys-is:
I I EIS [ ] More Detailed EA t X I No F\:rther Analysis

EA Checklist
Approved BY:

Prepared Darrel J. Bakken Title vores!€r. ]!12/9?.
-ct
titl

signature



DS-252

Blubber C?eek Rigtht-of-IfaY
Sec. 35, T19N, RBW

R-Y Tirnber has proposed buitding and using a segnnent of road on Lhe above listed state
section. Tr,lo other access alternatives were evaluated. One would builci road on pri.vate
Iand only. The road would cross a portion of steep slope and an extensive area of shallow
soils over sloping bedrock. Erosion potenti.al on this route would be very hiqh. A second
alternative would be to re-open an existing road in a grulch bottom- Thi-s exi-sting road
Ioops just a short distanee i.nto state land. Location of the existing road is Poor.
Drai.nage of the existing road is not possible due to its location. The erosion potential
would be high and sedimentation to Blubber Creek would be very probable. The proposed
action would build new road on state land on gentler, more stable slopes. The proposed
road also provides a very suitable take-off point for access to state tilrberland in
Section 36. (Harvest on state land will be deferred at this time. )

The proposed area is within the Northern Rocky l{ountain Gr:-zzLy Bear recovery Errea- The

Blubber Creek drainage has only one existing road. This road was nostly inpassable until
it was used asf a dozer access during the Canyon Creek fire in 1988. It is currently
driveable by A'fV, but access is controlled by the Soap Creek Cattle Coupany.

The Blubber Creek third order drainage covers 2612 total acres (4.08 sq. rni.). Currently,
the existing road density j-s .63 milesfsection. Of this none is actually open for public
use. The no action alternative would result in a road density of 1.02 trd./sec. Usi-ng the
poorly located existi-ng road, (with new construction on private land) the road density
wiII be 0.82 ni./sec. The proposed alternative will build on both private and state and
yield a road density of approximately 1 nile per section. Of thi-s' only 0.15 ni./sec.
results from construct.ion on state land. AII roads wiII still be closed to the public so
actual open road equivalent will be less, depending upon which correction factor you use.

Logging on the private lanil will tiJ<ely take place regardless of our action on this
proposal. By working together with the prolrcnent we can end up vith a road which wiII
potentially provide access to state land and minimize erosion potential-

Access to state land is not gnraranteed by selection of any of these alternatives. We have
hacl three previous temporary access agreements with the Soap Creek Cattle Corpany and have
had no difficulty negotiating with RaY Krone in the past.

I reconunend selection of the proposed alternative and issuance of a land use Iicense for
the minirmm rate of $l-00.00 for l-2 months. Special stipulations should include
backsloping of cut slopes to 1:1 radio, installation of drain dips antl gr-rss seeding.




