
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITYPERMITTINC & COMPLIANCE DIVISION
Com munity Services Bureau
Waste Management Section

MARC RACICOT, GOVERNOR

ATE OF MONTANA

RECEIVEII

-I (406)444-4400 Metcalf Building
1520 E Sixth Ave
PO Box 200901
Helena, MT 59620-0901

Fax: (406)444-1374

November 9, 1998
t{01, 1offi

ENVIRONTIIENTAL
QUAUTT COUNCIL

Cascade County Commissioners, 325 2nd Avenue North, Courthouse Annex Rm 11 l, Great
Falls, MT 59401-2537
Cherry Loney, R.N., Cascade County Health Officer, 1130 17th Avenue South, Great Falls, MT
59405-4523
Jennifer Mench, ZonrngAdministrator, Great Falls City-County Planning Board, P.O. Box 5021,
Great Falls, MT 59403 -5021
Eugene Shumaker, President, Shumaker Trucking & Excavating Contractors, Inc., P.O. Box
1442, Great Falls, MT 59403-1442
Dave Heckler, Environmental Officer, 341st CES\CEV, 39 78th Street, Malstrom Air Force
Base, MT 59402-7536
Edward R. Teddy, Jr.,2416 3rd Avenue South, Great Falls, MT 59405-2906
Paul Sihler, Administrative Officer, Director's Office, Fish Wildlife & Parks,1420 E 6th
Avenue, Helena, MT 59620
Tom Ellerhoff, Department of Environmental Quality, Helena, MT 59620

,,Environmental Quality Council, Capitol Complex, Helena, MT 59620
Documents Section, State Library, Capitol Complex, Helena, MT 59620
State Historic Preservation Office,225 N. Roberts, Helena, MT 59620

Ladies and Gentlemen:

Pursuant to the Administrative Rules of Montana, 17 .4.607(2) and 17.4.609(2), the following
Environmental Assessment has been prepared by the Department of Environmental Quality
concerning the proposed Shumaker Trucking &Excavating Contractors, Inc., Class IV solid
waste landfill located in the NW% of the SE% and the SW% of the SW% of Section 36,
Township 2l North, Range 4 East, and in the NW% of the NE% and the NE% of the NE% of
Section 1, Township 20 North, Range 4 East, M.P.M. Cascade County, Montana. Generally, the
site is located adjacent to and northeast of the Malstrom Air Force Base.

The purpose of the Environmental Assessment (EA) is to inform all interested governmental
agencies, public groups, and individuals of the proposed action and to determine whether or not
the action may have a significant effect on the human environment. This EA will be circulated
for a period of thirty (30) days at which time a decision will be made as to our future action.

,AN EQUAL OPPOR|UNITY EMPLOYER"
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Page2

If you care to comment on this proposed action, please do so in writing, within the allotted time.

Sincerely,

4,",t-- lt *1,"r'-
Rick Thompson
Solid Waste Licensing Program

Encl: Envirmmtel Assesrmat

I:\SHUMAKERLTR



DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Permitting and Compliance Division

Community Services Bureau
Waste Management Section

Metcalf Building
PO Box 200901

Helena- MT 59620-0901

CHECK LIST EI\'WRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

l. Name of proposed facility: Shumaker Class IV Landfill and Burn Site.

Name of applicant: Shumaker Trucking & Excavating Contactors, Inc.

Address of applicant: P.O. Box 1442, Great Falls, MT 59403-1442

2. This application is for a: QC) solid waste landfill, ( ) transfer statioq ( ) resource recovery
or processing facility, ( ) other (please speci&) Conversion of the existhg Clffi
to a Class IV landfill.

3. a) Legal description of proposed location: Approximately 25.5 acres in the NW% of the
SE% and the SW% of the SW% of Section 36, Township 2l North, Range 4 East, and
approximately 18.4 acres in the NW% of the NE% and the NE% of the NE% of Section l,
Township 20 North, Range 4 East, M.P.M. Cascade County, Montana. (Figure l. Location
Map.)

b) General description of facility location: The facility is located adjacent to and northeast
of the Malstrom Air Force Base.

4. If the property is not owned by the applicant, give'name and address of lessor who
holds title to the property:

Name: Mr. Edward R. Teddy, Jr.

Address: 2416 3rd Avenue South, Great Falls, MT 59405-2906

5. Total acreage of proposed site: Approximately 43.9 acres.

Acreage useable for the solid waste system: Forty three and nine tenth (43.9) acres, with
approximately one (1) acre to be used for a burn site.

6. Population to be serwed by solid waste system: Malstrom Air Force Base.

Tonnage to be accepted per year: Approximately 2000 tons per year. The estimated life
for the facility is five (5) years.
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7. Description of the purpose and benefits of the proposed action:
a) The application submitted by Shumaker Trucking &Excavating Contractors, Inc. is for
the conversion of the existing Class III landfill which is limited to accepting Group III (inert)
wastes, to a Class IV landfill and burn site. Class IV facilities can accept Group IV
(construction and demolition wastes and asphalt), as well as Group III wastes.

b) The proposed action would benefit the applicant and other contractors by providing a
construction and demolition waste disposal site which is in close proximity to the Malstrom
AFB. This would reduce transportation and disposal costs to the applicant and other
contractors working on the base.

Description and analysis of reasonable alternatives whenever alternatives are
reasonably available and prudent to consider:
a) Alternative I. Action: License the facility as proposed.

b) Alternative 2. No action: Deny the application.

c) Alternative 3. The Department could require the applicant to select an alternative site
if the proposed site is deemed unsuitable.

d) Alternative 4. Require additional monitoring or design changes.

A list and appropriate evaluation of mitigation, stipulations and other controls
enforceable by the agency or another goyernment agency:
The proposed facility must meet the minimum requirements of the Montana Solid Waste
Management Act and the Administrative Rules promulgated under that Act.

Recommendation:
The recommendation of the Montana Department of Environmental Quality is to request
input from the public regarding the proposal.

If an EIS is needed, and if appropriate, explain the reasons for preparing the EA:
No EIS is needed.

If an EIS is not required, explain why the EA is an appropriate level of analysis:
The Departrnent finds that the operation of the proposed facility will not significantly affect
the quality of the human environment. Due to the past use of the facility as a Class III
landfill without significant impacts to the environment, the Environmental Assessment is
an adequate document to address the potential impacts of the proposed operation.

Other groups or agencies contacted or which may have overlapping jurisdiction:
Montana Department of Environmental Quality, Afu and Waste Management Bureau and the
Cascade City-County Health Department.

Individuals or groups contributing to this EA:
Shumaker Trucking & Excavating Contractors, Inc. Class IV Landfill Application,
November 1997; Shumaker Trucking & Excavating Contractors, Inc., Class III Landfill,
DEQ File; Mr. F. Patrick Crowley, DEQ-Verbal Communication.

8.

11.

12.

9.

10.

13.

t4.



EA prepared by: Rick Thompson and Pat Crowley, Waste Management Section.

Date: November 9, 1998
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Evaluating The Potential Impact of the Proposed Solid Waste Management System on the Environment

The following is a detailed.explanation concerning the previous page's comments on the potential impact of the
proposed.lice.g.sg modification on the environmenf (see Tables I an-d 2). Inother words, those categoiies marked
"attached" will be addressed in the subsequent pages.

I. Potential Impacts on the Physical Environment

1) Topography
!fe. propgged Class IV fill area will be located in 2000 feet x 400 feet parcel. Presently a portion of the area to be
fill is a 150 feet wide abandoned rail road bed which parallels the Malstom Air Force Basb property line. This
area varies in depth between six (6) and twenty (20) feet. The remainder of the fill area will be'excivated
sequentially as shown in Figure 2. Site Plan.

Potential impacts: The operation of a Class IV landfill at the proposed location will be some minor impacts on the
topography. A positivg impqct thqt will result will be the filling and reclamation of the abandoned raifroad grade.
A negative impact resulting from landfilling operations at the pioposed site involves the excavation of the ce-lls
prior to filling and the-stockpiling of cover materid. It is antiCipated that those impacts on surface topographical
features in the area will be minor and temporary as the cells wiil be filled and reclaimed prior to the ciosurti of the
facility in approximately five (5) years.

4) Air Quality
If approved to operate a Class IV landfill, the applicant will also operate a Class III burn site.

Potential Impacts: Potential impacts from the operation of a Class IV landfill and Class III Burn Site at the
existing Clqst III landfill is anticipated to be mihor. According to the State Air Quality laws and rules, open
Fy.qittg will only-take p!ac9 when permitted by the Department. This will enswe that burning takes placb under
ideal conditions for pa{icglate dispersal. Also no significant increase in dust emissions from-the site is anticipated
as traffic to and from the facility ii anticipated to reriain the same.

II. Potential Impact on Human Environment

9) Industrial, Commercial & Agricultural Activities & Production
Potential Impacts: Tllre addition of a Class IV landfill to the Great Falls area will increase the options for the
disp-osal ql-9ro_tlp !V and Group III wastes. However, the impact is anticipated to be minor as ihe use of the
facility will be limited to Shumaker Trucking & Excavating Contractorsr lhc., and their customers.



REFERENCES

Shumaker Trucking & Excavating Contractors, Inc. Class IV Landfill Application, November 1997,

Shumaker Trucking & Excavating Contractors,Inc. Class III Landfrll, DEQ File.

I:\SHUMAKER.EA




