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CHECKLIST ENVlRONMElalTAL ASSESSMENT 

Project Name: - Lower Section 
Proposed 
Implementation Date: Falllwinter, 2004 
Proponent: United States Forest Service (USFS) 
Location: NE 1/4 Section 36, Township 34 north, Range 25 we 

County: Lincoln ;\) f 1 G:~ ,'.-,( (-1 . ' .  : I Jj 

USFS has applied under the Cost Share Agreement for an easement on the existing Mt. Marston Road #900 that would 
cross approximately 0.16 mile of State ownership in Section 36, Township 34 north, Range 25 west, 66 feet in width, 
encumbering approximately 1.28 acres of State trust land on. Appendix A shows the project area, hereafter referred to 
as the subject property. 

The subject property is within the Stillwater State Forest's jurisdiction 

The easement is to provide access to USFS property for continued access and management of National Forest Land. 
In the context of the Cost Share Agreement, the USFS can grant rights to a third party without State approval. 

II. PROJECT DEVELOPMENT 

1. PUBLlC INVOLVEIVIENT, AGENCIES, GROUPS OR INDIVIDUALS CONTACTED: 
Provide a brief chronology of the scoping alld ongoing involvement for this project. 

The USFS issued a Decision Notice exercising a categorical exclusion concerning this project (and others) to all 
interested parties on October 9, 2001. Appendix B contains a copy of the Decision Notice. The State discovered 
during completion of this project that it had not completed an analysis required by the Montana Environmental Policy act 
(MEPA). Given the normal level of scrutiny to USFS projects, the public involvement accomplished by the USFS 
sufficiently covered the State's obligations. Therefore, no additional scoping of the public was determined to be 
neczssa~y in order to complete this analysis. 

The subject property contains no leases or licenses; therefore, no releases are needed 

2. OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES WITH JURISDICTION, LIST OF PERMITS NEEDED: 

None 

3. ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED: 

The fotlowing alternatives were considered for this project: 

No-Action Alternative A - No Cost Share Agreement easement to the USFS would be granted. No legal access would 
be secured to National Forest land. 

Action Alternative B - The proposed action would grant the USFS an existing road easement to provide legal access for 
continued access and management of National Forest Land. 

Ill. IMPACTS ON THE PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT 

RESOURCES potentially impacted are listed on the form, followed by common issues that would be considered. 
Explain POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATIONS following each resource heading. 
Enter "NONE" I f  no impacts are identified or the resource is not present. 



4. GEOLOGY AND SOIL QUALITY, STABILITY AND MOISTURE: 
Consider the presence of fragile, compactable or unstable soils. ldentify unusual geologic features. Specify any special 
reclamation considerations. ldentify any cumulative impacts to soils. 

'The soils in Section 36 are well suited for road construction. No special reclamation measures would be necessary; the 
road is constructed and maintained to meet Best Management Practices (BMPs). 

5. WATER QUALITY, QUANTITY AND DISTRIBUTION: 
ldentify important surface or groundwater resources. Consider the potential for violation of ambient water quality 
standards, drinking water maximum contaminant levels, or degradation of water quality. ldentify cumulative effecfs to 
water resources. 

Effects on streamflow and water quality would not be measurable because the proposed action has no stream 
crossings. 

6. AIR QUALITY: 
What pollutants or particulate would be produced? ldentify air quality regulations or zones (e.g. Class I air shed) the 
project would influence. ldentify cumulative effects to air quality. 

The project area is not within a Class I Airshed. 

7. VEGETATION COVER, QUANTITY AND QUALITY: 
What changes would the action cause to vegetative communities? Consider rare plants or cover types that would be 
affected. ldentify cumulative effects to vegetation. 

None - existing road. 

8. TERRESTRIAL, AVIAN AND AQUATIC LIFE AND HABITATS: 
Consider substantial habitat values and use of the area by wildlife, birds or fish. Identify cumulative effects to fish and 
wildlife. 

The subject property is near State Highway 93. As such, the subject property is not providing substantial habitat values 
for wiidlife. 

9. UNIQUE, ENDANGERED, FRAGILE OR LIMITED ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES: 
Consider any federally listed threatened or endangered species or habitat identified in the project area. Determine 
effects to wetlands. Consider Sensitive Species or Species of special concern. Identify cumulative effects to these 
species and their habitat. 

See #8 above. 

10. HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES: 
ldentify and determine effects to historical, archaeological or paleontological resources. 

No impacts to historical, archaeological, or paleontological resources are expected because of the proposed project 

11. AESTHETICS: 
Determine if the project is located on a prominent topographic feature, or may be visible from populated or scenic areas. 
What level of noise, light or visual change would be produced? ldentify cumulative effects to aesthetics. 

T h e  project is not located near prominent topographic features or where the visual impacts of the existing 
road would affect aesthetic values. 



12. DEMANDS ON ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES OF LAND, WATER, AIR OR ENERGY: 
Determine the amount of limited resources the project would require. ldentify other activities nearby that the project 
would affect. ldentify cumulative effects to environmental resoutces. 

None 

13. OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS PERTINENT TO THE AREA: 
List other studies, plans or projects on this tract. Determine cumulative impacts likely to occur as a result of current 
private, state or federal actions in the analysis area, and from future proposed state actions in the analysis area that are 
under MEPA review (scoped) orpermitting review by any state agency. 

None 

IV. IMPACTS ON 'THE HUMAN POPULATION 
- 

RESOURCES potentially impacted are listed on the form, followed by common issues that would be considered. 
Explain POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATIONS follow~ng each resource heading. 
Enter "NONE" If no impacts are identified or the resource is not present. 

14. HUMAN HEALTH AND SAFETY: 
ldentify any health and safety risks posed by the project. 

None 

15. INDUSTRIAL, COMMERCIAL AND AGRICULTURE ACTIVITIES AND PRODUCTION: 
ldentify how the project would add to or alter these activities. 

16. QUANTITY AND DISTRIBUTION OF EMPLOYMENT: 
Estimate the number ofjobs the project would create, move or eliminate. ldentify cumulative effects to the employment 
market, 

None 

17. LOCAL AND STATE TAX BASE AND TAX REVENUES: 
Estimate tax revenue the project would create or eliminate. ldentify cumulative effects to taxes and revenue 

None 

18. DEMAND FOR GOVERNMENT SERVICES: 
Estimate increases in traffic and changes to traffic patterns. What changes would be needed to fire protection, police, 
schools, etc. ? ldentify cumulative effects of this and other projects on government services 

None 

19. LOCALLY ADOPTED ENVIRONMENTAL PLANS AND GOALS: 
List State, County, City, USFS, BLM, Tribal, and other zoning or management plans, and identify how they would affect 
this project. 

None 



20. ACCESS TO AND QUALITY OF RECREATIONAL AND WILDERNESS ACTIVITIES: 
Identify any wilderness or recr-eational areas nearby or access routes fhrough this tract. Determine fhe effects of the 
project on recreational potential within the tract. ldentify cumulative effects to recreational and wilderness activities. 

None 

21. DENSITY AND DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION AND HOUSING: 
Estimate population changes and additional housing the project would require. ldentify cumulative effects to population 
and housing. 

None 

22. SOCIAL STRUCTURES AND MORES: 
ldentify potential disruption of native or traditional lifestyles or communities. 

None 

- 

23. C ULTURAL UNIQUENESS AND DIVERSITY: 
How would the action affect any unique quality of the area? 

No  affect, 

24. OTHER APPROPRIATE SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC CIRCUMSTANCES: 
Estimate the return to the trust. Include appropriate economic analysis. ldentify potential future uses for the analysis 
area other than existit~g management. ldentify cumulative economic and social effects likely to occur as a result of the 
proposed action. 

T h e  estimated Trust  revenue to  the State is $3,330.00 

V. FINDING 

EA Checklist 
Prepared By: 

-- 

25. ALTERNATIVE SELECTED: 

Name: Robert L. Sandman Date: 10125/04 

Title: Stillwater Unit Manager 

Action Alternative B to grant an existing road easement under the Cost Share Agreement on 0.16 mile of the Mt. 
Marston Road #900 to the USFS. 

26. SIGNIFICANCE OF POTENTIAL INIPACTS: 

I find that Action Alternative B will not have significant impacts on the human environment for the following reasons: 

Taken individually and cumulatively, the identified impacts are within Department policies, standards, and rules. 
The proposed activities are similar to past projects on State lands using common practices in the industry and are 
not being conducted on unique or fragile sites. 
Action Alternative B will not preclude analysis of future actions on State land. 

27. NEED FOR FLIRTHER ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS: 

EIS More Detailed EA No Further Analysis 
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EA Checklist Name: Jon Dahlberg 

Title: Northwestern Land Office Area Manager 
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E'urcxi Fonlnc Ranycr Box If ii 
Sen71cc Di~trict Forrlnc, R2T 59911 

Koer~nai Rr.I.'. (4&) 8n-le(51 
_ _ - .  , ._-.,__ -- ..--. . --- .--a- 

Dab: Oclobcr 9,200 1 

Stlbjml; Ldm-Fitzsi~t mclns FRTA Easencnt Exchanjic 

To: File? 

An cxchnngc o f  Forcst Rclads and Trails Act (FRTA) cmmentu over cxisting roads which cross both 
fcclcrtrl and state lands ho~;  been requested by ths US Forcst Service and thc State of Montana Dep~rtmcnt 
of Nai~~ri t l  Rcsourws ancl Conservation, 

Tllc S ~ a t c  of Mvntana is v;qucsting the following road sections for Right-af-Wny easmmts which are 
locnlcll ~ l i t h i n  thc bound~:~hies of thc Kwtenni h'atjond Forest to manage Statc Lands in the Ed118 Crtfek and 
Stillwntct River drainage,; of the Fortinc Rnngcr District. 

lkqnd Name R o a m  Lc~gdJ&- 
. . 

Pdsl on Carnp 3637 0-1.55 Sections 21,28, and 33; 1"34N, R26W 
Yostlza-i Chnp C 3637-C 04.82 Sccrion 21; T34N, ICZ6W 
Mt, Marstun 900 0.1 6-1.13 Scctian 25; T34W5 WSW 
Mt. Marston A 900-A 0-0.12 Section 25; T34N, R25W 

l:l?TA Ptimtu Road; 
Slate A MiGn Rond 7&36 0-0.09 Scclian 21; T34N, IU6W 

'1'110 Forest SFMW i s  rcqur:slhig exclusive easement ncross Mt, Marston Road 900 htaling amproxirnatdy 
0,16 I V I ~ I L T  l o ~ t ~ d  T341'~', R25W, Section 36. Approv~l ol'this casmcnt will providethe Forest Scrvicc 
continnu1 acccss fbr mnns~j!cment o f  National Forosl h d .  

Appmvc zhc cxcharlgc of l*c?rtd case~ne~ltc bdween thc Forest Scrvice and the Slate of Montam, Road3 in 
this F[~'I'A agf.reemenf 3m 11:~i;Ftil~ system mnd prisms. The Forcst Servicc would grant FRTA I:orai Road 
bh.cincntq for R a ~ d  No's 13637,3637€, 900 nrrd 900-A. They would also p n t  a FRTA Private Road 
F;r.rcmcnt Ihr Road Xo. 78:I:G. In reciprocity, the Statc of Montana would grant an exclllaivt: eaacmmt to 
~ h c  Fo~.csr Serticc for l2oar:l No. 900 ovcr approximately 0.1 6 miles of State rand, A11 of thcsc misting 
1.oads 'WOLII~I bc shard byI :~~t l l  agcncics. 

I t  i s  ltly dccision to  apprclve: thc cxchange of casements requested by Lhs Statc of Montana for usc of' 
exis l i~~g rohd sccljons listmil above and lha Forcst Ssrvicc rcquest for usc for Road 900 across Statc h n d ,  
'VIE ~aiinrlalc Far my dccisil:vn is based on rhc info[mntion contained in this Decision Lcller, suppofiing 

C Q ~ ~ X I R  for t l ~ c  Land xnd Sming  People 



tlocu~lrcnlalion conltlinc.rl in thc District Files, and the rcquirnncuts o f  t,he Alaska Xetional Interest h d s  
C'onscn~aiion ACI of 153jj;O (AhlLCA). Rcasanablc road access across National Forcst System k inds  is 
nz;.cessnry 10 m~ablc r h ~  :;talc of Moniana ro managc rheir proylty. Thc Stnte of Montana is qualified ro 
reccivc I;RTA Form Ralld and FICTA Privatc R o d  eRsments pcr direction in GSM 2730, and FSH 
2709.12, .75.1( 1). 

Al?proval of these ~~s,lsenr~:.nts will provide tile Slate of Montana accc.ss to their properties with minimal 
impact lo resources and .\rill 5110\~- continued managenlcnt o f  thc S f ~ t e  Trust Lands to their ltighest 
poturti~tl. Approval of d ~ c  exclusive mscment of Road 900 across approxilnately 0.16 milaa af Slate Lnnd 
will provide t l~c Forest S;c!r~cice conlioued access for management of Fatianal ForGI b n d .  

IV. REASONS FOR C'!iTECORICALLY EXCLVDIHG THE PROPOSED ACTON 

I t  is 111y ctctrrnminn~ion tilr: t Lhis action may bc cutcgoriwlly cxcluded from documentarion in an 
cnViron~~~cr\~ol jn~pact stci m~nt or cnvironmmlal nsscsmment as It is within cntcgory 31 .lb hem 7 of the 
LISDA Polizies and Procr:dum Handbook (FSH 1909.1 5 )  which includes, "Sale or cxchn~~gc of lend or 
intcrrwt in land and rcsaulccs W ~ C I P  rcsulling 1a:ul uses rcrnain essentmlIythc same." This category of 
:~ctioi~ IS tsslnblishod by t l~s  Chiclor the Porest Service and doas not rquin: preparation of a case file or 
tlccisio~~ Inenlo. 

As summarixcd below na extra~rdinary circumst~nces rel~tcd Ic, thc proposed action mist. 

A. S t r c j ~  Slopc~ or Iilighly Erosfve Soils -The top~graphy of the areas exchanged are flat co gentIy 
sfoping ~ n d  no srcr:p slopcjr arc affected, 

O. 'r'hlacntcned and Xndnngcred Spccies or their crjfical habitat-Thcpropscd action will I~avc no 
o:'feest 011 threatcn(:r! a l ~ d  ct~dongcrcd species. 

C, Ii'loodplalns, wetl,e.nds, or muoicipal watersheds - Odly Road 900 is located within s flondplain 
ol'lhe StiIltv.vatet. River. Exchange o f  caseinencs will have no effccl on tllis floodplain. 

11. Congrcss~onnlly ril,:algnatcd arcas, such as ~flderness, wilderness study arcas, or National 
Rrcrostion Arcas - -  The proposed cxcha~lges arc not in n oongrcrsionally desimated om such as 
wilderness, 1 v i 1 d c r . 1 ; ~ ~ ~  study area, or National Rccretition Awe ar in my area undcr col~sidcratjon 
by Congress for w:iJdcmcss designation. 

I*:.:, tnvcntorled Rood11 ess Areas - Thc proposed cxchangcs are lacatcd in roaded asc,?s and llot pal$ of 
a n  invento~icd road 'css area, (Rckr to Appendix C of thc Forest Plsn Firxal Environmcntd Impad 
Slarcncnr for dctail~ rcgnding thc Forest's Inventoried Roadlcss Areas), 

F. Rcsewch Natklrnl , I r c n s  - 'Ihe p p o s c d  action is not part of a Rcsearch Natural Arra. 

G, N:,:1vt! Amcrican ~i~eligiorrs or crdtural sites, archaeological sites, or historic properties or 
aI*c,fis. No n~odificotions me p ~ - o p s e d  10 thcprescnt r o d  wjrlths or locations. The plopused action 
will have 110 cffcct lun c3lt~ri-J rcsourc&s. 



V. CObTPI,l,4NCE Uf'ITH FOREST PLAN AXD FIKDJNGS REQUIRGD BY BTWER LAWS 

nY?l ,Cn --Thc pnwisitpns of ANILCA (P.L. 96-48:, 16 USC 2210) rcquire FEdcral agcncies to provide 
r c a ~ o n ~ l ~ l c  inpcss and I;:  ~ C S S  10 Irrndouner; within oun=tship inicrrningled with National Forest System 
I,ands, when no oher rc:;rlf;anablc n i e m  of ucccss is possihlc. This decision cornplics with ANILCA. 

C'onshtc~irp with I.'oro~ri[ Plan - Thc proposcd activity i s  consislent with the smndwds, goals, and 
u b j c c ~ i v c ~  ofthe sltecific ~nnnagernenl arms as determined iu thc Kootcnai Fotcst Plan (USDA, 1987) and 
wirll fllc iriterlr of 7NI;ISi!l. 

1,:adangcrcd Sprcies AI:!I.- The Distn'c~ Wddlifdl;isheries Biologist cvalutltcd the proposcd action for 
cnmp:iance with thc Cntil ~ n g c r d  Spccics Act and ckremlincd that the proposcd adion will hat'c no cffact 
on thrmtcwcd and cnda11~~zl.cd sptrcies. 

The Natnrlal NIstoric P~rcservatlon Act - The proposed action would not adve~e ly  affect any cultural or 
his~ol-ic:r I I-csourcc. 

C~CHTJ b v ~ ~ i c r  Acl -All 14 oad 6Cfirnents pr~pbsed for exellan@ arc existing roads. No change in use or 
cfl'~cls to  water quality RC:I expcctod. 

Envlrnnmontlrl Justice -.- NO impucrs to m j n d l y  01. low income pap~]ations w a  idmiifid don'ne the 
cl'lkcts asscssmcnt. 




