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Region One
490 North Meridian Rd.
Kalispell, MT 59901
(406) 752-5501
FAX: 406-257-0349
Ref:DV284.96
March 21, 1996

TO: Environmenul Ouality Council, Capitol Building, Helena, 5962G'1704
Dept. of Health & Environmenul Ouality, Metcalf Bldg., PO Box200901, Helsna,59620-0901
Montana Fish, Wldlife & Parks

Director's Office
Wildlife Division
Regional Supervisor
Legal Unit, Bridgett Erickson

Montana Historical Society, State Historic Preservation Office, 225 Nonh Roberts, Vetoran's
Memorial Building, Hslena, 59620-1 201

Montana State Ubrary, 1515 East Sixth Avenuo, Helena, 5962G180O
Jim Jensen, Montana Environmentat lnformation Center, PO Box 1184, Helena, 59624
George Ochenski, PO Box 689, Helena, 59624
Montana Department of Uvastock, Game Farm Applications, 301 Roberts, Helena 59620
Donald Kern, Program Director, Montana River Action Network, PO Box 383, 30 N. Last Chance

Gulch, Helena, 59624
Flathead County Commissioners, Flathaad County Courthouse, 80O S. Main, Kalispell, 59901
Dennis & Beverly Rasmussen, 210 Rhodes Draw, Kalispell, 59901
Roger & Pat Allick. 2520 Farm to Mkt Rd., Kalispell, 59901
Mark S. Tracy, 2602 Borregas Dr., Aptos, CA 95003
Pete Viano, 255 Rosewood Dr., Kalispell, 59901
Derril Dem, 1390 Farm to Mkt Rd., Kalispell, 59901
Brent Mitchell, 960 Kienas Bd., Kalispell, 59901-7215
Kevin Buettner, 285 Browns Rd., Kalispel!, 59901
Tony Jewett, Montana Wildlife Federation, PO Box 1774, Helena, 59624
Herb Johnson, 63 Hawthorne Ave. Apt. 2, Kalispell, 59901
Rep. Wiltiam E. Boharski, 1433 Fifth Ave. W., Kalispell, 59901'5521
Sen. Bob Brown, 333 Cougar Trail, Whitefish, 59937
Flathsad Co. Ubrary, 247 First Ave. E., Kalispell, 59901

Ladies and Gentlamen:

The enclosed Environmental Assessment (EA) has been prepared for Dennis & Beverlv Rasmussen.

Greenwood Corooration. and is submitted for your consideration. Ouestions and comments will be
.Pleasedirectyouquestionsorcomm6ntstoGameWarden

Brian Sommers at the above address and phone number. Thank you.

Parks Division
Enforcement, Karen Zackhiem
Lands Section

Regional Supervisor

/nb
Enclosure

EA-CVROF.LTR
3/85 ff,,WAt



⌒濃熱譴賞

Montana Fish, wildlife & Park's authority to regulate game farms is contained in sections 87-4-

406 throu gh 87-*424, MCA and ARM 12.6.1501 through 12.6.1519.

1. Name of Proiect: Greenwood Corporation

Application Date: 12106195

Z. Name, Address and phone Number of Appticant(s): Dennis & Beverlv Rasmussen. 210
Rhodes Draw. Kalisoell, MT 59901
(406) 257-7719

3. lf Applicable:

Estimated Construction/Commencement Date: March 1, 1996

Estimated Completion Date: May 1, 1996

ts this an appllcation for expanston of exlstlng facility or ls a future expansion

contemptated? Application for expansion of an existing game farm.

Location Affected by Proposed Ac$on (county, tange and townshipl:

N/2, SEZr, NWIc and S%, SE/e , NWIe Sec.29, T29N, R22W, Flathead County

project Size: Estirnate the number of acres that would be directly affected that are currently:

4.

5.

(a) DeveloPed:
residential..... 

- 
acres

industrial. acres

(d) Floodplain... 

- 
acres

(e) Productive:
irrigated cropland. 

- 
acres

(b) Open SpaceAl/oodlands/Areas.... 

- 
acres 'dry cropland....... 

- 
acres

I3l?i.1];; ::::: : : : -4i" :'.?.,
(c) Wetlands/Riparian Areas... acres other.... 

- 
acres



6. Map/slte plan: attach a copy of the map submitted with the application (an 8 112' x 1 1 " or

Iarger iectlon of the most recent usGS 7.5' series topographic map) showing the locatioh and

boundaries of the area that would be affected by the proposed action. A different map scale

may be substituted if more appropriate or lf required by agency rule. lf available, a site plan

should also be attached.

Site plan witt comprise of the use of his existing holding and quarantine facilities.
Applicant will only have to move his current exterior fence outward. Applicant
would also tike to develop this addition so that his pivot line can be used to irrigate

this expansion.

7. Narrative Summary of the Proposed Actton or ProJect lncluding the Benefits and Purpose of

the Proposed Action:

Applicant wishes to expand his game farm so that he will have a square 160 acres.

This expansion will allow the applicant to utilize a 40 acre piece of rangeland/dry

cropland that is unproductive at this time due to the lack of water. Operation
purposes and benefits will remain the same.

8. Listlng of any other Local, State or Federal agency that has overlapplng or additional
jurisdiction:

(a) Permits:
Agency Name Permit Date Filed/#
Fish, Wildlife & Parks Game Farm
Department of Livestock

(bl Funding:
Aoency Name Funding Amount

(c) Other Overlapplng or Addldonal Jurlsdlctlonal Responslbllldes:
Aoency Name Type of Responsibility
Department of Livestock

9. List of Agencles Gonsulted Durlng Preparatlon of the EA:
1. State Historic Preservation Office
2. Department of Natural Resources and Conservation
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⌒ PART Il. ENViRONMENTAL REV:EW

1. Evatuation of the lmpacts of the Proposed Action lncluding Secondary and Cumulative
lmpacts on the Physical and Human Environment:

PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

EB9PISEoIGII9N:
f -U. n itight increase in compaction may result dua to incrsased grazing levels. Howover, runoff or erosion is not
perceived to be a problem due to tho gentle tenain. lrrigation of 25 of the 40 additional acres will actually

increass productivity and soil moisture levels.

NO ACTION:
Nearly the same as the proposed action.

COMMENTS:

Nrraivo occription 1d Evlutiqr of tho Crrn{eivo md Socryrdry Effuar an Lnd Foorrcr lAttrch ddrtisrd prgr of nrrrtivc il nccdcdl:

1. LANDRESOURCES

Will th6 proposed actlon result ln:

POmAL:MPACT
CAN IMPACT
BE

Mi¬GATED
COMME面
:NDEXUNKNOWN NONE M:NOR SiCN:F:CANT

a. Soil instability or changes in
geologic substructure?

X

b. Disruption, displacement, erosion,
compaction, moisture loss, or over-
covering of soilwhich would reduce
productivity or fertility?

X

c. Destruction, covering or
modification of any uniqrc geologic or
physical features?

X

d. Changes in siltation, deposition or
erosion patterrc that may modify the
channel of a river or stream or the bed
or shore of a lake?

X

e. Other:

3



2.. AlR.

wll thc proposed acdon resuh ln:

POTEMr:AL:MPACT
CAN IMPACT
BE
MmGATED

COMMENT
:NDEXUNKNOWN NONE MINOR SiGNiFICANT

a. Emission of air pollutants or
deterioration of ambient air quality?

X

b. Creation of obieaionable odors? X 2.b.

c. Aheration of air movement,
moisture, or temperatufe pattems or
any change in climate, either locally
or regionally?

X

d. Adverse effects on vegetation,
including crops, due to increased
emissions of pollutants?

X

e. Other:

PHYSiCAL ENV:RONMENT

PROPOSED ACT:ON:

NO ACT:ON:

COMME卜

「

S:

2.b. App‖cants have no plans to increaso herd sizo. Oniv want to increase ava‖ abio for Orazingo No obieCtiOnable

odors noted are noted at the present herd sizo. increased area for bison and e!k wi‖ decrease opportunity for

ObieCtiOnable odors to develop.

Nrrctivc Dccriptim 11d Evdrri.rr ol the Crrrrlrtivo md Soadrry Eflcctr o Ai Rcorrca (Att ch fftiad parc ol nrrrtivc il ncodcdl:

4



⌒  PHYSICAL ENV:RONMENT

ENPOSEQ4[I9N:
!,J,. Th" 

"ppll"*t" 
ptan to irrigate approximately 25 of the 40 additional acres from a conter pivot located on

iniir personit properiy. The amount oi watsr used annually by the applicants for inigation purposes will likEly

increase 2U25% from currsnt rates of use.

3.t. lt is assumed the increased use of groundwater wilt not violate any existing water allocations. Applicants are

currently not limited by the amount of water they may pump from their well.

NO ACTION:
!.gJ. N rigating the additional acreage would result in a small savings of groundwater.

COMMENTS:

Nrrativo Dacrip,tion Id Ev&aiqr of tho Currr.rlaivo rnd Socondry Effcctr m Watr Raorrcc lAtt.cfi dditidd paa of nrrlivc ll nocdodl:

5

3. WATER

WI dro prcporod rcdon rorul h:

POTENT:ALIMPACT
CAN IMPACT
BE

M:■GATED
COMMENT
:NDEXUNKNOWN NONE M:NOR S:GNIFiCANT

c. Diecharge into arfco watet or .ny
cheratbn of curfacc watr qralhY
lnch.rding but not [mhcd to tcmPerturr,
diseolved orygon or turbiditY?

X

b. Changee h drainagc Ptttcrn or thc
i8to and .mount of surface runoff?

X

c. Aheration of the couree or magnitude
of flood water or other flowr?

X

d. Chcngcr in tht tmount of rurfacc
water in any woter body or creation ol a
new water bodyT

X

e. Exposure of people or ProPorty to
water related hazarde such ee flooding?

X

f. Changee in the quality of groundwater? X

g. Changea in th€ quantity ol
groundwalerT

X

h. lncrease in risk of cont.mination of
eurface or groundwaterT

X

i. Molation of the Montana non-
degradation stctuteT

X

j. Effecte on cny existing wcter right or
reservation?

X

k. Effectg on other wat€r uaors ra !
resuh of cny aheration h rurfacc or
groundwater qualitY?

X

l. Effecte on other wster u8ors ac a resuh
of eny alteration in eurface or
groundwotor quanthy?

X

m. Other:



POmAL:MPA釘4. VEGETATION

Wtl thc proposed actlon resuh ln:

a. Changes in the diversity,
produaivity or abundance of Plant
species?

b. Alteration of a plant communitY?

c. Adverse effects on any unique,
rare, threatened, or endangered
species?

d. Reduaion in acreage or
productivity of any agricuhural land?

e. Establishment or spread of
noxious weeds?

PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

EBQPQSEDSGI!9N:
4€Jrrigatlo" *lll l^crease the abundance and productivity of existing grass species. Plant communities are not

oxpected to chango.

NQACIIQN:
Range conditions would remain unchanged.

COMMENTS:
4.e. Applicants haye a history of effeaively controlling weeds on their own property. Weed control would be

erctended to tho leased prop€rty. The abundance of weeds on the leased property would probably decrease from

current levels.

Nrrativo Drcrirticr 11d €vdu11im ol dt Cta6idv. nd Srcdry Effuctr qr Voeetdo Rrqrol lAttrh ddtland par ol nr"&. ll nccdcdl:
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⌒

PROPOSED ACTION:
S* Ths proposed action will removs 40 acres of moderate density whito-tailsd deer winter range from available

use. Elk and black bear use in the area occurs, but is considered infrequent. The removal of 40 acres within the

larger area of remaining white-tailed deer habitat surrounding tho gamo farm is considered minor.

NO ACTION:
The erclusion of white-tailed deer and other game animals from the projed area would not occur.

COMMENTS:

Nrrctivo Dccrictio.r trd Evdutirn o( thr Crrn"rLdvr md Srcqrdry Efloar sr FLIV\lErrifr Erarcr nttrcfi rdddqrd par of nrriivr if n .d'dl:

7

5。 FlSHrWILDLiFE

WI:itho propo30d dOn roSult h:

POT日ぼΠAL IMPACT
CAN:MPACr
BE
MmGA]卜:D

COMMENT
INDEXUNKNOWN NONE MiNOR S:GN:FiCANT

a. Deterioration of critical fish or

w‖d:ife habitat,

X

b. Ctunges in the diversity or
abundance of game species?

X

c. Changes in the diversity or
abundance of nongame species?

X

d. lntroduction of new species into
an area?

X

e. Creation of a barrier to the
migration or movement of animalsT

X

f. Adverse effects on anY unique,
rare, threatened, or endangered
species?

X

g. lncrease in conditions that stress
wildlife populations or limit
abundance (including harassment,
legal or illegal harvest or other
human activity)?

h. Other:



PROVIDE NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION FOR THE FOLLOWING:

Wildlifc usc of thc arca and potcntlal for through-thc-fancc contact wtth gamc larm anlmats (consldar ycar-around

usc, tradhtonal scasonal habhat u8c, and locatlon of traval toutt3 and mlgratlon corrldorsl.

The proposed expansion is in a moderate density white-tailed deer winter range. Elk and black bear
use in the area is infrequent but does occur. Wtd elk could be attracted to ths site, especially when
game farm cow elk are in estrous. Coyotes ars common ln the area and could potentially make

contact with captive elk. Through-the-fenco contast may be rare but could be expected between
game farm animals and wild ungulates and/or predators.

Disease and parasite transmission can occur via nos6-to-nose, nosa-tmther body parB, nos?'to'
soil and vegetation along the fenceline. White-tailed deer, native elk, black bears and coyotes may
move along the fence perimeter. They could come in contact with game farm elk food, feces, soil,
or actual body parts.

The risk of through the fence contact can be reduced if: 1. sah hay and feed are kept to the
interior of the game farm and game farm animals are not fed along the fence perimeter; 2. if game

farm operators use commonly accepted sanhation measures and remove oxcess feed, dead animals

or other wildlife attractants to an area not accessible to wildtife; and 3. the game farm operator
regutarly patrols fences to determine if any wild game animals are gaining access to the game farm.
lf fence integrity appears to be a problem, additional fence requirements may be necessary.

Potential lor cscapc of gamc farm animalr or hgrcsr of wXdlifc (consldcr rhc-apccific lacton that could rcducc thc
effectiveness of perimeter fenccs buitt to standards oudined in Rulc 12.6.1503A, including stecpness of terrain,
wintcr rnow dcpthr/drtf&rg, surccptibiltty ol lcnccr to flood damagc, ctc.l.

The 40 acre addition falls on gende 5-10% alopes in open habitat with few trees around fie
perimeter. The aspen and ponderosa pines that will be near the fenceline arE of a fairly low height,
reducing the chance of windthrow. However, because of the presenco of trees within and around
the pastures, windthrow of trees onto tte fence is a possibility.

Snow tevels are expected to b6 1-2 feet in the proposed addition. Minimaldrifting is expeaed due
to tho protected aspect.

Proportion (perccntl of thc tota! habhat area currcndy uscd by wildlifc that will bc cncloscd or otterwisc lmpacted.

Disptacement of Game Animals: The proposed addition will displace white-tailed deer from 40 acres
of existing year-round and winter range habitat. This is a very small proportion of existing white'
tailed deer winter rango or year-round habitat in the area. This impact may ranslate anto removing
winter habitat lor 1-2 wtrhe-tailed deer and is considered minor. Similarly, the proposed projea will
effectively rsmoyo 40 acres of occasiona! habhat for elk. This impaa is considered negligible. The
proposed expansion will not block any significant migration corridors but may cause minor changes
in local dear movements.

Displacement of Nongame Animals: The projea aroa may sse an increase in the abundance of
species often associated with livestock or suburban developments such as house sparrows,
cowbirds, starlings, magpies and Columbian ground squirrels. Many forest edge species such as
woodpeckers, nut'ratchos, wostsm bluebirds, robing, k$trcls and tree swallows which may already
use the projea area will continue. These impacts would be similar under the No Aaion Ahemative.

8



⌒  HUMAN ENV:RONMENT

ヘ

PROPOSED ACT10N:

NO ACT:ON:

COMMENTS:

Ncr.1ivo Drcri,1irr rd Evdgrirn of thr Crrrrrlivo rd Srcodry Eff.ct o{ Ncio Rrqrcr (ltt ch ddtknd pgr ol nrrdivo il ncodcdl:

9

6. NOISE EFFECTS

Wtl the proposod acdon rocuh ln:

POT日劇「lAL IMPA釘
CAN IMPACr
BE
MIT:GATED

COMMBr
:NDEXUNKNOWN NONE M:NOR S:GNIFiCANT

a. lncreases in existing noise
levels?

X

b. Exposure of people to severe
or nuisance mise levels?

X

c. other:_

`ヘ



POTENT:AL:MPACT7. L Np USE

Will thd proposod acdon resuh kr:

a. Aheration of or interference with
the productivity or profitability of the
existing land use of an area?

bo Conf:ict with a designated

natura!area or area of unusuai

sc:entific or educational impo曲 nce7

c. Conflict with any existing land
use whose presence would constrain
or potentially prohibit the proposed
action?

d. Conflict with any existing land
use that would be adversely
affected by the proposed action?

HUMAN ENViRONMENT

PROPOSED ACT10N:

NO ACT:ON:

COMMENTS:
7.do Acreage that wou:d be fencod and irrigated is currently of very:ow product市 ity.An attempt to grow cereal

crops on a portion of the area severai vears ago was unsuccessfu:。 Since then the area has been left fa‖
ow.

Nrraivc Drcrirtim md EvCustion of $. Cumr.tivr rd Socondry Eftcctr qr Lnd tlrc (Altrch fftimd p4a ol nlttivr if nocdcdl:

■0

CAN IMPA釘
BE
M:T:GATED

COMMENT
:NDEXUNKNOWN NONE M:NOR S:GN:FiCANT

X

X

X

X 7.d.

e. Adverse effects on or relocation
of residences?

X

f. Other:-



′
  HUMAN ENⅥ RONMENT

8. FISK/TIEALTH HAZARDS

Witl tho proposed rtlon roult ln:

POTENT:AL IMPACT
CAN IMPA釘
f BE

MmGAIEV
COMMENT
INDEXUNKNOWN NONE M:NOR S:GNIFiCANT

a. Risk of dispersal of hazardous
substarrces (including, but not limited
to chemicals, pathogens, or radiationl
in the event of an accident or other
forms of disruption?

X X 8.a.

b. Creation of any tnzard or potential
hazard to domestic lavestock?

X

c. Creation of any hazard or potential
hazard to human health?

X

d. Other:

PROPOSED ACTION:
ffihatifthegamefarrnanima!swer8locarryorbe99me.infeaedwithadebilitatingwildlife
disease such as tuberculosis oimeningeal worm, that contact with wild animals (6.9. through-the'fenco, noss-to-

nose, noso-to-soil, escapo, or ingress)lould release this disease into wild animal populations.

ALTERNATIVE ACTION: The potentialty significant impacts of the proposed ?c-tign can be mitigated through the

ffis8ecornmentsl.B'takingtheseactionsthepotentiallysignificantimpactsthenbecome
minor.

NO ACTION:
These impacts woutd not occur on the aroa proposed for addition.

COMMENTS:
g.a. The fo[owing recommendod game farm managsment prac-ticos will help to reduce ingress/egrsss or other
contact with wild animals:

1. Allfences must bo constructed according to minimum standards prescribed in ARM 12.6.1503A and be

inspectad and approved by qualified FWp anA DOL prior to their us€ or according to sundards in place at the time
of construction.

2. Storage of hay, feed and sah away from exterior fences and within enctosed containers and buildings. No

feeding of game farm animals along the perimeter fence.

3. The use of generaly accepted sanitation practices of removing dead animals, fecal material and waste feed to
an area not used by humans, domestic animals or wild animale.

4. The consistent and frequent insp€ctions of fence perimeter to insuro its integrity with respect to tr8es,

burrowing animals, predators, and other game animals.

5. The reporting of ingress of any wild game animals (within 5 days) or th9 esc?P€ of any game farm animals and

the reason how or wfrly the ingress or egrass was achieved. This information will help Uqttt ltu applicant and FWP

address such incidenu ar,O heip insure J',at tre contact betwean game farm and wild animals are eliminated or at

least kept to a minimum.

6. tf lence integrity or ingress becomes a problem, adiustments to fenco reguirements including double fencing,

etectrification, or increasid treignt may becomo a necessary requirement.

7. Maintain regular testing for disaase and inoculation of atl game farm animals as required- by.Montana law.
Nrr*ivc D-c?iti.rr -d Evdr.r*irn ol tho crrrrarivo rrd srcsrdrrr Efloc*r cr niuro.ror Hdr- Frqror l^ttrdr dlitirnd Pltr o{ nrr-ivo if nccdcdl:

■■



HUMAN ENVIRONMENT

9L COMMUN1lγ :MPA釘

Ⅷ 日lm― d―
―
h:

POmALIMPA釘
CAN IMPACT
BE
MmGAILU

COMMENT
INDEXUNKNOm NONE MiNOR S:GN:FiCANT

a. Ahcration of t{r location,
distribution, density, or oro$rth ,ate
of the human poprjation of an area?

X

b. Aheration of the social stn cture
of a community?

X

c. Aheration of the level or
distribution of employment or
commtnity or perconal irrcome?

X

d. Changes in industrial or
commercial activity?

X

e. Changes in historic or ttaditionel
recreational use of an arca?

X

f. Changes in existing public
benefits provided by affeaed
wildlife poprjations and wildlile
habitats (educational, cuttural or
historic)?

X

g. lncreased traffic hazards or
effects on existing transportation
facilities or pattems of mwement of
people and goods?

X

h. Other:

PROPOSED ACT:ON:

NO ACT:ON:

COMMENTS:

l{rtaivc Dccrirticr 1d Ev*;1tin ol tho Crrntdrr ad Sroqrdry Elfroo qr Ccrrrrnfy Frqror l nrh ffticrd plr o{ n-"riw il nccdcdl:

■2



⌒、 HUMAN ENViRONMEttI

PROPOSED ACT:ON:

NO ACT10N:

COMMENTS:

Nrr.1ivc Drcriptioo 1d Evluaian of thc Currplaivo md Sccondry Effoar qr Publc Scviar/Tsrillti[tia (Attrdr dddcrd pac ol nrrlivr il ncrdcdl:

10. PUBLIC SERVICES/TAXES/
UTILITIES

Will the ptopored acdon reruh kt:

POT… :AL IMPA釘
CAN:MPA釘
BE
MmGATD

COMMENT
INDEXUNKNOWN NONE MiNOR SiGNIF:CANT

a. A need for new or altered
govemment services (specifically an
increased regulatory role ,or FWP

and Dept. of Livestockl?

X

b. A change in the local or state
tax base and revenues?

X

c. A need for new facilities or
substantial altelations of 8ny of ths
lollowing utilities: electric power,
natural gas, other fuel suPPlY or
distribution systems, or
communications?

X

d. Other:

■3



HUMAN ENV:RONMENT

PROPOSED ACT!ON:

NO ACT10N:

COMMENTS:
11.b. Neighbors and others appear to oniov having bison and elk nearby.The fencing of addiJona:acres wi‖ not

expose new neighbors to tho Oame farrn operation.

N.rrrdv. Dorcdptton rnd Evdurdon ol th. CumddE tnd Secondrry Effrctr on Aorthottcr/Rrcrrrdon hoeorrc.r lAttrch.ddidonrl Pegor ol nrrrstha ll nccdcdl:

11. AESTHETiCS/RECREAT:

Wlll飾●propo30d ttOn『 mlt h:

POT日Ⅳ口AL IMPACT
CAN IMPA釘
BE
M:TIGATED

COMMENT
,NDEXUNKNOWN‐ NONE M:NOR S:GN:FiCANT

a. Alteration of any scenic vista or
creation of an aestheticallY
offensive site or effect that is open
to public view?

X

b. Alteration of the aesthetic
character of 8 community or
neighborhood?

X 11.b.

c. Alteration of the qualitY or
quantity of recreationalltourism
opportunities and settings?

X

d. Other:

■4



1 2. CULTURAL/TIISTORICAL
RESOURCES

Will the propored cctm rerult ln:

POTENT:AL IMPACT
CAN IMPACT
BE
M「GATED

COMMENT
:NDEXUNKNOWN NONE MINOR S:GN:F:CANT

a. Destruction or alteration of any
site, structure or object of
prehistoric, historic, or
paleontological importance?

X 12.a.

b. Physical ctnnge tint would affect
unique cultural values?

X

c. Effects on existing religious or
sacred uses of a site or area?

X

d. Other:

HUMAN ENVIRONMENT

PROPOSED ACT10N:

NO ACT10N:

COMMENTS:
12.a. The State Historic ProseⅣ ation Ottce has『 osponded that no cultura:′ archoo:ogica:o『 historica:sites are

known to occur on the proposed pr。 loct area. The:ack of water reducos the pOtOntia:for unknown sites.

Nrraivo Orcri*iqr rd Evrlurtirn of thc Crrnuhivr md Seccrdry Efloar sr Cdtnd/tlLtcicd Rrqrcr (,Attrh ddtiod pqr o{ nrriivr if udodl:

ヘ

■5



HUMAN ENVIRONMEⅢ

13.SUMMARY EVALUAT:ON OF
S:GN:FiCANCE

蘭 日●Ю

… “
― ・
…

“
a whdo:

POTENnAL iMPA釘

CAN
:MPACT BE
MIT:GAILリ

COMMEⅢ
:NDEXUNKNOWN NONE M:NOR SiGN:F:CANT

a. Have impacts that are individually
limhed, but cumdativcty considcrable?
(A proiea or progmm maY result in
impacts on two or morc separate
resources which create a significant
effect when considered togetrEr or in
total.)

X

b. lnvolve potentisl risks or adverse
effects which are utcertain bt t
extremely hazardor.s il thoY were to
occur?

X X 13.b.

c.Potentia:ly conf‖ ct with the

substantive requirements or anv ioca:′

state,or federa:lawJ regulation,

standard or forma:p:an7

X

d. Establish a precedent or likelihood
that future actions with significant
environmental impacts will be
proposed?

X

e. Genaate substartial dcbate or
controversy about tfr nature of the
impacts ttnt wotJd be created?

X

e. Other:

PROPOSED ACTION:
One of the most controvorsia! issues is that tre fence will be breached and drat game farm elk and wild game

animals will intaract, exposing wild gamc popr.rlations to diseaso. This can be mitigated through the recommended

mitigation measures outlined below:

ALTERNATIVE ACTION: The potentially significant impacts of the proposed action can be mitigated through the

measures tisted be|oilseo oommoms). Bytaking ttrese astions tre potentially signfficant impacts tfien become

minor.

NO ACTION:
No change to the habitat is anticipated.

COMMENTS:
13.b.
1 . Alt fsncos must bo constn cted eccording to minimum standards prescribed in ARM 12.6.1503A

and be inspected and approved by qualifiod FWP and DOL prior to fieir uso or accordin0 to
standards in place at tle time of consiln stion.

2. Storage of hay, feed and sah away from exterior fences and within enclosed containers and

buildings. No fecding of game farm animals along the perimeter fence.
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3.

4.

The use of generally accepted sanitation practices of removing dead animals, feca! material and

waste feed to an aroa not used by humans, domestic animals or wild animals.

The consistent and frequent inspections of fence perimeter to insuro its integrity with rosp€ct to
trees, burrowino animals, predators, and other game animals.

The reporting of ingress of any wild game animals or the sscap€ of any game farm animals and the

reason how or why the ingress or ogrosa was achieved. This information will help both the

applicant and FWP address such incidents and help insure ttrat tre contact between game farm and

wild animals are etiminatsd or at least kept to a minimum

lf fence integrity or ingress becomes a problem, adiustmenU to fence requirements including

double fencing, etectrification, or increased height may becomo t nocessilry requirement.

Maintain ragular testing for disease and inoculation of all game farm animals as required by

Montana law.

Nrrativc Drcrirti.rr -d Evrlu11icr ol thr Crrnrhivo md Socqrdry Effoar lAttrh dditirnd pan of nrttivr if nrcdedl:

2. SUMMARY EVALUATION OF SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA

a. Does the proposed action have tmpacts that are lndivldually minor, but cumulatively
considerabte? (A project may result ln lmpacul on two or more sepsrate rosources which ct€ate

a significant effect when considered together or ln total.l

No.

b. Does the proposod action involve potential rlsks or adverse effects which are uncertain

but extromely hazardous if they were to occur?

yes. The potentia! risk is that if gamo farm animals were to carry a debilitating
wildlife disease such as tuberculosis or meningeal worm and come into contact
with wild animals, this coutd release the disease into wild animal populations.

3. Description and anatysis of leasonabte alternativot (including the no scdon alternativel to the
propossd action whonever atternatives are reasonably available and pludont to oonsider and a

discussion of how the atternatives would be lmplemented:

Alternative Action: The potentiatly significant impacts of the proposed action can be

mitigated through the measures listed below. By taking these sctions the potentially

significant impacts then become minor.

5.

6.

7.
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No Action: The No-Action Alternative would result ln no changes to the habitat of
the 4O acres of the proposed addition. The No-Action Alterative would also not
result in the exclusion of game animals from the 40 acres of habitat.

4. Evatuatlon and llstlng of mltlgatlon, stlputadon, or otrer control measures enforceable by the

agency or anothet government agency:

These following measures should reduce risk of contact with game farm animals

with wild anlmals and the rlsk of lngress/egress problems as well:

1. All fences must be constructed according to minimum standards prescribed in

ARM 12.6.1503A and be inspected and approved by qualified FWP and DOL prior

to their use or according to standards in place at the time of construction.

Z. Storage of hay, feed and satt away from exterior fences and within enclosed

containers and buildings. No feeding of game farm animats along the perimeter

fence.

3. The use of generally accepted sanitation practices of removing dead animals,

fecal material and waste feed to an area not used by humans, domestic animals or

wild animals.

4. The consistent and frequent inspections of fence perimeter to insure its

integrity with respect to trees, burrowing animals, predators, and other game

animals.

5. The reporting of ingress of any wild game animals or the escape of any game

farm animals and the reason how or why the lngress or egress was achieved. This

information wil! help both the applicant and FWP address such incidents and help

insure that the contact between game farm and wild animals are eliminated or at
least kept to a minimum.

6. lf fence integrity or ingress becomes a problem, adiustments to fence

requirements including double fencing, electrification, or increased height may

become a necessary requirement.

l. Maintain regular testing for dlsease and lnoculation of all game farm animals as

required by Montana law.

A review of the license application and the elements of this environmental review indicate that
the potential for conftict in the social and physical environments is extremely low.
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PART IV. EA CONCLUSION

1. Based on the significance criterta evaluated ln thls EA, ls an EIS requlred? NO

lf an EIS ls not requlred, explaln whv the EA ls the appropriate level of analysls for $is
proposed action:

The proposed addition to an existing game farm is 40 acres. Given the relatively small size and
FWP's belief that the threat of animals escaping, ingress and possible disease transmission can
be reduced through suggested mitigation measures to a level below significant impacts, an EIS

is not required for this application.

2. Describe the level of public lnvolvement for this proiect lf any and, glven the complexity and
the seriousnoss of the environmental lssues associated with the proposed action, ls the level of
public lnvOlvement approprlate Under the Circumstances? (At r nrhlnnrtrr, I EAr mrst b.llADE
avallable to the publc thrurgh tho Stete &tlleth Eoard Syrtem.l

Upon completion of the EA, a notice will be sent to adioining landowners, the local newspapers,
and other potentially affected interests, explaining the project and asking for input during a 21-
day comment period.

3. Duration of comment period lf any: 20 days

4. Name, title, address and phone number of the Person(sl Responslble for Preparlng the EA:

Game Warden Brian Sornrners
490N.Meridian Rd.
Kalispe‖′M丁 59901
{406}751‐ 4562

REF:RASMUSSENoEA
02/20/96

Wi!dlife Biolo9ist Tinn Thier

P。 0。 Box 507
Trego′ MT 59934
{406)882‐4697

GAFARMEA.FRM
Rev. 12ノ95
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