
C.HE Ifl ASSESS

MONTA\TA DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES AND
CONSERVATION

Proiect Name: Obrecht Wetland Restoration Proiect Prooosed Imolementation Date: 512002

Prooonent: Montana Denartment of Fish. Wildlife & Parks (FWP)

Type and Purpose of Action:

The Overall Pmjecf

This project involves two parts which will occur on School Trust Land: l)wetland restoration and 2) constructing a powerline. These

activities are part of a larger project (referred to as the overall projecf) involving a total of 135 wetland restorations and running power
to a well and pipelines to supply livestock water to 7 pastures. The overall project encompasses approximately 13 square miles of BLM
and2squaremilesofStateschoolTrustLand,allleasedtotheObrechts. Theprojectisfundedby BureauoflandManagement,the
Obrechts, Montana Migratory Bird Stamp Program, Ducls Unlimited, Inc., and a grant from the North American Wetlands

Conservation Act.

This EA reviews only impacts to St(ile School Trust Land- Bureau of Land Management will prepare a separate environmental review
document covering activities affecting properfy which they administer.

School Tnrst I and

The wetland restoration part of this project involves plWging 12 man made ditches on School Trust Land which were excavated in the

1960's to drain 12 wetlands totaling approx. 10 wetland acres. Each of 8 ditch plugs will require approximately 25 cubic yards of frll
and each of the remaining 4 ditch plugs will require approximately 50 cubic yards of fill. The original purpose for draining the wetlands

was to consolidate water into pits for use by livestock. The overall project will provide livestock water in tanls via pipelines, thus,

livestock will no longer rely on pits or their associated drainage ditches for supplying water.

Constructing a power line will be necessary for providing electricity to a well pump. This will be used to supply water to 7 pastures via
pipelines. Although the entire length of the powerline is 2.3 miles, approx. 0.9 miles of power line crosses School Trust Land. No
well, pipelines or water tank are planned on School Trust Land.

Of the two sections of State School Trust Land which occur in the overall project area, only one section will have actual construction

impacts. That is, all of the wetland restorations and power line construction impacting School Trust Land occurs on section 36, T37N
P'KF
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OTHER GOVERNMENTAL
JURISDICTION. LTST

AGENCIES WITH
OF PERMITS NEEDED:

l't\'t<c

This EA specifically reviews impacts to
State School Trust Land. BLM is invofved
'i n the owerall nrnier'f No sf af e ory!vJvvv

federal permits will be necessary for
a.i .1- har .qna.1_ 6f l1-ri c nrnianl-qryev u v! uIrI> !r! vJ sL L .

This project is a result o LL^ 1

BI,M, Ducks Unlimj-ted, Inc., DNRC, and
Montana Fish, Wildlj-fe & Parks working
together to achieve a win-win solution for
waLering livestock and restoring wetland
habitat. Al-1 affected parties have been
involved in brininq this proiect toqether.

1. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT, AGENCIES, GROUPS OR
INDIVIDUALS CONTACTED: Provide a brief
ahrnnnl nnrr nf fha <nnni na :rri nnani ncvrf!vl]v!vYjv!urlv9vvPfIrVqrrvvlrYv+lfY

involvement for this proiect.



3. CONSIDERED: ternative: Proceed with the
Obrecht. Wet.land Restoration Project as
described.

No Action Alternative: Maintain the
existing condition without power line
construction or wetland rest,orations.

II. IMPACTS ON THE PHYSICAI, EI{T/IRONMETiTT
RESOURCE IYIN] POTEI{IITIAI IMPACTS

N = Not Present or No Impact will
occur.
Y = Impacts mav occur (e:<plain below)

 .GEOLOGY AI{D SOTL QUALTTY, STABILITY
AlfD MOISTURE: Are fragile, compactible or
unstable soils present? Are there unusual
geologic features? Are there special
reclamation considerations ?

tnl As much as possible, spoils from when
ditches were originally excavated will be
used for constructing ditch plugs to
restore wetlands. Soils are a glacial ti1l
with no special reguirements for
reclamation.

s.WATER QUAIITY, QUANTITY AT{D

DISTRIBUIION: Are important surface or
groundwater resources present? Is there
potential for violation of ambient water
quality standards, drinking water maximum
contaminant 1eve1s, or degradation of water
cnralitv?

lnl Wetland restorations may actually
improve water guality by capturing
sediments and subsurface water supply may
benefit as captured water will percolate
into the ground.

5.AIR QUALITY: WiIl PoLlutants or
particuLate be produced? fs the project
influenced by air quality regrulations or
zones (Class I airshed) ?

In]

T.VEGETATION COVER, OUAI\IITTTY AI{D
QUALITY: Will vegetative corununities be
permanently altered? Are any rare plants
or cover tlPes present?

lnl There are no known rare plants in this
area. A11 construction work will require
conserving top soils with associated
dormant seed. OveraII soil disturbance
will be very limited (i.e. up to 50 cubic
yards of fill for the 4 largest ditches).
Restoring wetlands wilI, however, return
the landscape to a natural system which may
benefit some of the native species of
wetland veqetation.

S.TERRESTRTAT,, AVrAt{ AI{D AQUATTC LIFE
Al{D HABITATS: Is there substantial use of
the area by important wildlife, birds or
fish?

tyl This area has a high wetland density
which is an important breeding area for
early nesting waterfowl, northern pintails
and mallards. These shallow wetland
habitats also provide excellent feeding and
breeding areas for many species of
shorebirds, some of which area e)<periencing
declinincr populations .

9.T,NIQUE, ENDAIiIGERED, FRAGII,E OR I,IMITED
ESIVfRONMENTAL RESOTTRCES: Are any federally
listed threatened or endangered species or
identified habitat present? Any wetlands?
Sensitive Species or Species of special

concern?

lyl This projecE woufd result in returning
natural- wetland habitats to their original
condition.

L0.HISTORICAL AIiID ARCHAEOLOGICAL STTES:
Are any historical, archaeological or

paleontological resources present?

tyl There are known tepee rings in this
area. A certified archaeologist will
review the construction sites to assure no
cultural sites will be jeopardized by this
proi ect .

: Is the project on a lnl The end result of this project w



II. IMPACTS ON THE PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT
prominent topographic feature? Will it be
visible from populated or scenic areas?
WilL there be excessive noise or liqht?

restoration of approximately 10 acres of
wetlands which will add to the aestheLic
value. The powerline will detract from the
overall aesthetics of the area. This is
considered to be minor as this area is
remoLe and seldom visited people other than
l-ha I oqqao' q

12.DEMANDS ON ENVTRONMENTAL RESOURCES OF
LAND, WATER, AIR OR ENERGY: Will the
nroiecf use resources that are limited in
the area? Are there other activities
nearby thaL will affect the proiect?

In] WeLland restorations will return
drained wetlands to their natural wat.er-
L^11.i -^ ^-^-^i f .,livf urrrv ualJagr Ly .

13 . OTHER ENVTRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS
PERTTNENT TO THE AREA: Are there other
studies, plans or projects on this tract?

lnl As described above, this project is
nart of : lercrer nrrar:l I nrnj oct tO feStOfe}/qlL v! q rqryu!

135 drained wetlands and Lo construct waLer
ni ne'l i nes f or slr-*t --r -- 1 : --^^-^.:k water to!/al/errrieD !v! ruPPryfIIV IIVSDLUL

7 pastures. There are no addiLional plans
bevond this overall pro-iect.

III. IMPACTS ON THE HUMAN POPULATION
RESOURCE [Y/N] POTENTTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION

MEASURES
14. HUMAN HEALTH AND SAFETY: Wil-l this

project add to health and safety risks
in the area?

In]

15. INDUSTRIAL, COMMERCIAL AND AGR]CULTURAL
ACTTVITTES AND PRODUCTION: Will the
project add to or alter these
activities ?

tnl Thi s nroiecf vli I I :.trr,al lrr lrenef it thetrrl flrfo I,lvJ svLgg++J !

grazing operation by providing a reliable
source of livestock water.
The restored temporary wetlands generally
provide greater forage content ttran
adjacent uplands because of the additional
moisture these sites capture. This results
in greater overaff carrying capacity for
qrazinq stock.

1-6. QUANTITY AND DISTRTBUTION OF
EMPLOYMENT: Will the project creaLe,
move or eliminate jobs? If so,
esti-mated number.

[n] All of the work assocj-ated with this
nroi eet wi '1 I I ik^'-- ^**1 business on----sry srrrlJrvy qr sa
a \/er\/ f emnorarv basis. Fund.s associaLed
with this project will benefit loca1
businesses.

17. LOCAL AND STATE TAX BASE AND TAX
REVENUES: Wil-f the project create or
eliminate tax revenue?

lnl

18. DEMAND FOR GOVERNMENT SERVICES: Wil-]
substantial traffic be added to
exist.j-ng roads? Will other services
(firc nrnl-ocj-i nn nnl i co qchonl q oj-c)

/ vvrrvvf s, vuv /

be needed?

lnl

19. LOCALLY ADOPTED ENVIRONMENTAL PLANS AND
GOALS: Are there State, County, City,
USFS, BLM, Tribal, etc. zoning or
management plans in effect?

fnl

20. ACCESS TO AND QUALITY OF RECREATIONAL
AND WILDERNESS ACTTVITIES: ATE
wilderness or recreational areas nearby
or accessed through this tract? Is
there recreational potential within the
tract?

frzl Thc (nhonl Trust Land associated withLJ J

this project are both accessible from
adjacent public land (BLM). The primary
recreational use of these lands is fal-l
huntincr.

21. DENSITY AND DISTRIBUTTON OF POPULATION
AND HOUSING: Will the project add to

In]



the population and require additional
housinq?

22. SOCIAL STRUCTURES AriID MORES: Is some
disruption of native or traditional
lifestvles or communities possible?

In]

23. CIILTU&AIJ ITNIQUENESS Al{D DIVERSITY: hlill
the action cause a shift in sohe unique
crualitv of the area?

lnl

24. OTHER APPROPRIATE SOCIAL ATiTD ECONOMIC
CIRCUMSTATiICES:

Inone]

EiA Checklist Prepared By: Rick Northrup, Wildlife Bioloqist Date: April 2, 2002

EA Checklist Approved By:
Tirle

Date: April 4, 2002

IV. FIIIDING
25. AI,TERNATTVE SEI,ECTED:

26 . SIGT{IFICAIICE OF POTEIITIA], IMPACTS:

27. Need for Further Environmental Analysis:

t I EIS [ ] More Deuailed EA I I tto Further Analysis


