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Introduction
A pair of trumpeter swans nested on a marsh at the Bouma Post & Pole property, east of

Lincoln, in 2003. This was the first documented trumpeter swan nesting in the Blackfoot Valley
since breeding trumpeters were extirpated in the valley with European settlement. The pair was

seen about 3 years earlier on Bouma's wetlands, but were probably too young to nest until this
year. Mid-way through incubation, the female hit a power line and was killed. Working with the

landowner, Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks (FWP) recovered the 4 eggs (which the female had

left covered in the nest) and took them to John Jarvis at the Montana Waterfowl Foundation in
Ronan, who is working with the Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes on their swan

reintroduction program. He put the eggs in an incubator, then, near hatching time, transferred

them to the nest of a surrogate captive pair's nest. Three of the four eggs hatched. The cygnets

remained with the captive pair, penned in a wetland at the Montana Waterfowl Foundation and

isolated from humans. The plan was to release them back with their father who stayed on the

Bouma wetland throughout the summer and that they would migrate as a group to the father's
traditional wintering areas. It was believed that the father swan wintered in west-central

Wyoming. Northwestem Energy replaced the overhead power line at the Bouma marsh with a
buried line, cost-shared with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

On September 10, 2003,the 3 banded cygnets were released on the Bouma urctland. Mr.
Bouma reported that the male was very aggressive toward intruders. The swans left Bouma's on

Oct.25,2003. Three days later the ponds froze solid. On October 25, a hunter observed the

swans on Kleinschmidt Lake Waterfowl Production Area near Ovando. He'saw the leg bands

when they flushed. All four swans were present. They were observed in Jackson, Wyoming on

November 12by Susan Patla of the Wyoming Game and Fish Department as they {ed and then

moved out on the ice of Flat Creek. One cygnet, F28, was missing from the group, now thrce

birds. F28 was the smallest cygnet, suspected to be a female.



The swans were last seen together about November 22,2003, in Jackson, Wyoming. One of the

cygnets (marked F27) was observed again on February 2 at Flaming Gorge Reservoir in
northeastem Utah by two anglers. It was apparently alone.

The presence of this adult male trumpeter swan provides a unique opportunity to restore

the breeding population of trumpeter swans in the Blackfoot Valley, with hopes of establishing a

population that would be present each spring and summer on a number of the valley's wetlands.

The immediate objective of this proposal is to enable project partners to release more cygnets

with the male if he retums to the Blackfoot watershed without a mate in2004. Or, if the male

returns with a new mate, there may be an opportunity to use the surviving yearlings as guide

birds for a release of additional cygnets. The long-term objective of this proposal is to establish

at least 5-7 pairs in the Blackfoot Valley. Based on the number of wetlands which may support

breeding swans, a maximum number of breeding pairs in the valley would be expected at 20-30

pairs.

Agency Authoritv for the Proposed Action
Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks (FWP) is authorized under the authority granted in 87-l-

201 MCA to "spend for the protection, preservation, and propagation of . . . game and nongame

birds all state funds collected or acquired for that purpose . ." FWP's authority to protect,

preserve and propagate game and nongame birds is subject to rules and policies that may be

adopted by the Fish, Wildlife & Parks Commission, as described in 87-1-301 MCA. The

trumpeter swan is classified as a "migratory game bird" under 87-2-101 MCA.

As a voting member of the Pacific Flyway Council, the state of Montana, represented by
Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks, cooperates with other states and agencies in the Pacific Flyway

to resrore, conserve, and manage migratory bird populations. The Pacific Flyway Council

identified the upper Blackfoot Valley as a priority area for trumpeter swan restoration in the July

2003 Annual Report of the Pacific Flyway Implementation Plan for the Rocky Mountain
Population of Trumpeter Swans.

Location and Area Description
The Blackfoot River Watershed consists of 1.5 million acres in west-central Montana.

The Blackfoot River itself is 132 miles long, with headwaters in Lewis and Clark County, middle

reaches in Powell County, and the lower reaches (including the entirety of the Clearwater R.iver

drainage) in Missoula County. Land ownership is divided among federal (53%), corporate

timber-holdings (20%), privately owned ranches and other settlements (20%), and state land

(7%). Settlements in the watershed are Lincoln, Helmville, Ovando, Seeley Lake, Greenough,

Potomac, and Bonner. There are 2,500 households in the watershed. R.anching, forest

management, and tourism are the principal land uses from which residents generate their livings.

Hunting, fishing, trapping, camping, and river floating are important recreational pursuits.

The physical geography of the watershed ranges from glaciated alpine meadows at above

8,000 feet, forests of natural and commercial value at mid-elevations, to prairie pothole

topography on the valley floor. Glacial landforms, moraine and outwash, g{acial lake sediments

and erratic boulders cover the floor of the entire Blackfoot Valley and exert a controlling

influence on the wetland and aquatic features upon it. Wetland densities exceed 100 basins per

square mile throughout significant portions of the valley. Wetlands occurring near the north-end



forested communities of the watershed contain relatively fresh water, while southern wetlands

become increasingly brackish. Six plant communities considered rare or uncommon are found
here. The three-tip sagebrush/rough fescue plant association is common locally, yet found
nowhere else in the world. The big sagebrush/rough fescue plant association, endemic to west-

and north-central Montana, abound in the Kleinschmidt Flat area. Expanses of Drumrnond's
willow plant association occur along Monture Creek, and three communities considered rare,

including a peatland association, are found in the north and east portion of the Ovando Valley.

The National Wetland Inventory has been completed on the Blackfoot watershed, which

documented a high concentration of depressional wetlands. A field inspection by trumpeter

swan biologists in the summer of 2003 indicated a high suitability of the area for breeding

trumpeter swans. Approximately 62 wetlands of more than l0 acres in size exist in the valley.
Of those, expert opinion identified 25 as potential nesting habitat for trumpeter swans in the

OvandoiHelmville area. At least 30-40 wetland basins are assumed to meet requirements of
trumpeter swans in the entire watershed

Lesica estimates that 600 vascular plant species occur within the valley, nearly 30 percent

of which are associated with wetlands. Four rare plants are found in freshwater wetlands (boreal

peatland species at the southern limit of their continuous reach). Howell's gumweed is common,

but found nowhere outside the Ovando Valley, and is considered globally threatened. Ninety-
eight percent of the project area remains in natural or semi-natural vegetation (Montana Natural
Heritage Program 2002).

A list of 234 bird species has been compiled for the watershed, as of February 2002
(attached). Both tundra and trumpeter swan have been observed as transients in this area in

recent years, and as mentioned above, one pair of trumpeters did nest near the headwaters in

2003. The project area supports 45 bird species on the Partners in Flight (PIF) priority list for
Montana, including three of Level I priority: Common Loon, Trumpeter Swan, and Harlequin
Duck. Both the Common Loon and Harlequin Duck breed within the project area;32 of the

remaining PIF species breed or are suspected breeders here. Within Priority Area l, the Sandhill

Crane population has grown from 100+ birds in 1988 to over 560 birds in 1998, a222 percent

increase. Other priority birds within the PIF, U.S. Shorebird, and North American Waterbird
conservation plans that occur in the proposed project area include American Bittern, Peregrine

Falcon, Black-necked Stilt, and marsh-dependent songbirds, such as Red-winged and Yellow-
headed Blackbird. Brewer's Sparrow, Loggerhead Shrike and Northem Goshawk, among other

upland species, also occur here. Indicative of nesting suitability for trumpeter swan is the

common occunence of breeding diving ducks, specifically redhead, canvasback, and hsser

scaup, which also require high quality, semi-permanent and permanent wetlands for nesting.

Mammals in the valley bottom and adjacent forests include elk, mule deer, white-tailed deer,

moose, black bear, grizzly bear, gray wolf, mountain lion, bobcat, and beaver.

Evidence of trumpeter swan presence in the Blackfoot Valley prior to European

settlement comes from the Lewis and Clark Expedition journals. Their journal entry for July 6,

1806 stated that swans were observed on "Werner's Creek" (which is actually the Clearwater

River) in the Blackfoot Valley. These were probably trumpeter swans, since tundra swans are

rarely observed in Montana during the summer months. Lewis and Clark would not have



identified the species of swan because at the time of expedition it was not yet recognizrcd that
there were two species of swans in North America.

Most of the potential trumpeter swan habitat is located in the broad valley bottom which
is primarily private land. This land area has been the focus of an outstanding cooperative
private/public effon to conserve the rural character of the Blackfoot watershed. Operating under
the name of the Blackfoot Challenge, this "grass roots" group of local ranchers, forest managers,

agencies, non-profit organizations and others with a stake in the future of the Blackfoot has

brought a long-term vision and stability to land and resource management across this landscape,

panicularly in the valley bottom. The Blackfoot Challenge has been talking with residents of the

valley about trumpeter swan restoration and has found consistent support for their restoration to
the area. Since forming officially in 1993, the Challenge partners have:

A copy of the 2002 awtual report of the Blackfoot Challenge is attached.

ln2}O2,the Blackfoot Challenge was awarded a conseryation grant of $l million from
the North American Wetland Conservation Act (NAWCA) program to acquire conservation
easements on additional properties with outstanding wetland values. This is the first North
American Wetland Conservation Act INAWCA) proposal for this project area and will result in
permanent protection (13,453 acres) and restoration and enhancement (2,569 acres) of wetland
and associated grasslands. This proposal is anticipated to be the first of three submitted by the

Blackfoot Challenge on behalf of its numerous partners. At this time, it appears that most of the

work funded by this first grant will focus in the Tupper Lake and Deer Park wetlandcomplex in
the mountain/prairie ecotone.

While private lands and partnerships with private landowners are critical to maintaining
and enhancing wetland habitats in the Blackfoot Valley, publicly owned wildlife/waterfowl areas

serve as management cornerstones. The U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service owns and manages the

Blackfoot and H2-O Waterfowl Production Ar€as, and FWP owns the adjoining Aunt Molly
Wildlife Management Area, all'in the oxbow wetland complex of the Blackfoot River as it leaves

the Lincoln Canyon, including a portion of Brown's Lake. Similarly, permanent wetlands in a
prairie and forest ecotone environment occur on the Bandy R.anch (owned by the Montana Forest

and Conservation Experiment Station, University of Montana) and the adjoining BlacKoot-
Clearwater Wildlife Management Area (owned by FWP) at the westem neck of the Ovando

Valley.



Other Agencies with Overlanpine Jurisdiction
Under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1916, the U.S. Department of Interior, U.S. Fish and

Wildlife Service, is entrusted with responsibility for all migratory birds of the U.S.

Descrintion of the Proposed Action
FWP proposes to obtain trumpeter swan eggs and release approximately l0 cygnets in the

Blackfoot Valley in summer 20A4. FWP proposes to repeat this process as needed in subsequent

years with the goal of establishing a minimum of five to seven nesting pairs in the Blackfoot
Valley. 2004 is a critical year because, while the Bouma adult male is still in the area, he serv€s

as a guide to lead young swans out of the area in the fall to suitable wintering habitats and back

to the valley in the spring.

Protocols for procurement and release of the eggs/cygnets would be coordinated with
state and federal agencies that comprise the Rocky Mountain Population Trumpeter Swan

Subcommittee of the Pacific Flyway Study Committee. The selection of a release site and

subsequent monitoring of the birds would be closely coordinated with local agency

representatives and trumpeter swan specialists from the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service. Public
input into the review and potential implementation of this proposal would be coordinated
through the Blackfoot Challenge organization of local landowners and agencies. Cygnets would
only be released with permission from the public or private landowner of the selected release

site, and only with the concunence of immediately adjacent landowners. FWP proposes to

involve local landowners and schools in monitoring numbers, movements, and distribution of
swans in the Blackfoot Valley.

List of Agencies Consulted During Preparation of the Environmental Assessment

Kevin Ertl, U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 271 Cut OffRoad, Helmville, MT 58843

Greg Neudecker, U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service, g22Bootlegger Trail, Great Falls, MT 59404

Blackfoot Challenge, g22Bootlegger Trail, Great Falls, MT 59404



A. PHYSICAT EN\TIRONMENT

1. I.NID RESOI'RCES

will the proposed action result in:

IMPACT' Can
Inpact Be

Mitigated Conment
IndexUnknown' None Minort

Potentially
Significant

< a. Soil instability or changes in
oeoloqlc substructure?

x

b. Disruption, displaeeBent, erosion,
conpaction, moisture 1oss, or ower-
covering of soil which would reduce
oroductivitv or fertil.itv?

x

< c. Destruction, covering or
uodification of any unique geologtic or
plrvsical features?

x

d. Changes in siltation, deposition or
erosion patterns that may nodify the
channef of a riwer or stream or the bed
or shore of a lake?

x

e. Exposure of people or property to
earthquakes, landsJ.ides, ground failure,
or other natural hazard?

x

r- Other (1ist) x

PART II . EIN'IRONMENTAT REVIEW

1. Evaluation of the impacts of the Proposed Action including secondary and
cunulative impacts on the Physical and Human Environment.

Narrative Description and Ewal,uation of the Cumulatiwe and Secondary Effects on Land R'esources (Attach additional
pages of narrative if needed): The proposed action wilt not impact land resources, as noted above.

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Cunulative and Secondary Effects on Air Resources (Attach additionaf
pages of narrative if needed): The proposed action would not affect air regourceg.

2, AIR

wil.l the proposed action result in:

IMPACT, Can
IBpact Be
I'fitigated

,
€otment

fndexUnknown' None Minort
PotentiaJ.J'y
Significant

< a. Enission of air pollutants or
deterioration of ambj-ent air quality?
(also see 13 (c) )

x

b. Creation of obiectionable odors? x

c. Nteration of air movement, moisture,
or teaperature patterns o! any change in
climate, either locally or regionally?

x

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

x

e. A@, will the
project result in any discharge which
will conflict with f,ederal or state air
quality regs? (Also see 2a)

x



3. WATER

Vfill the proposed action result in:

I}PACT'
Can Inpact

Be
Mitigated'

Co[ment
IndexUnknown' None l.tinort

Potentially
Significant

< a. Discharge into surface wate! or any
alteration of surface water quality
including but not limited to teBperature,
dissolved oxygen or turbiditY?

x

b. Changes in drainage Patterns or the rate
and amount of surface runoff?

x

c. Alteration of the course or magnitude of
flood water or other flows?

x

d. Changes in the amount of surface water
in any water body or cleation of a new
water body?

x

e. E:q)osure of people or ProPerty to water
related hazards such as flooding?

x

f. Chanqes in the quality of groundwater? x

g. Changes in the quantity of groundwater? x

h. Increase i.n risk of contanination of
surfaee or groundwater?

x

I. Effects on any existing water right or
reservation?

x

j, Effects on other water users as a result
of any alteration in surface or groundwater
crualitv?

x

k. Eff,ects on ottrer usels as a result of
any aLteration in surface or groundwater
cruantitv?

x

f . ac@, will the Project affect a
desiqnated floodpLain? (AIso see 3c)

x

n. ag-rybl, will the Project result in
any discharge that will affect federal or
state nater qual-ity regrulations? (Also see
3a)

x

n. Other:

Narrativ€ D€scription and Evaluation of the Cr:oulative and Secondary Effects on water Regources (Attach addj-tional
pages of narrative if needed): The proposed action will not affect ltater resources.

4.@
wi].l the proposed action result in:

IMPACT,
can

Inpact Be
Mitigated'

Conment
trndexUnknown' None Mi.nor'

Potential.Iy
Significant

a. €hanges in the div€rsity, productivity
or abundance of plant species (including
trees, shrubs, €tragsr crops, and aguatic
clants) ?

x
4. a.
See
conDent
below

b. Alteration of a Pl.ant conmunity? x
4.a.
See
coument
below



c. Adverse
threatened,

effects on any unique, rare,
or endanqered speci€s?

4.a. Trumpeter swans feed mostly in shallow waters and eat stems and leaves of aquatic plants growing on the
bottom of wetlands. Trumpeters wilL also dig holes a foot deep in search of roots and shoots in the bottom of the
wetfand. Trumpeter swans rarefy feed on l-and, according to Terres (1995), so would not be expected to become
agricultural pests. CollectiveIy, these alterations of the existing plant community would be minor, and are viewed
as positive from the perspective of wi.Idlife management objectives for restoring natural processes in wetlands.

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Cumulative and Secondary Ef,fects on tand Resources (Attach additional
pages of narratiwe if needed): The proposed action will not contribute to a negative cuuulative effect on
vegetation. It may add a ninor natural treatoent of aquatic vegetation that coufd contribute a slight irrcrease in
$retland habitat diversity.

'd. Reduction in acreage or productivity
of any agricultural land?

e. Establishment or spread of noxious
weeds?

f . c<reg_-P-R/D-J, will the project affect
eretlands, or prine and unique farmland?

.s.@
will the proposed action result j.n:

IMPACT,

Can
Impact Be

Mitigated'
Conment

Ind,exUnknown' None
I'D,nor Potentially

sionificant

a. Deterioratlon of critical fish or
wildlife habitat?

x

b. €hanges in the diversity or abundance of
qane aniuals or bird species?

x

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

x
5. a.
See
comrent
below

d. Introduction of new species into an area? x

e. Creation of a barrier to the migration or
moveoent of animals?

x

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

x

g. fncrease in conditions that stress
wildlife populations or liu:it abundance
(including harassnent, Iegal or illegal
harvest or other human activity) ?

x

h. ccrEg:_P-R&9, will the project be
perforued in any area in which T&E species
are present, and will the project affect any
TEE sp€cies or their habitat? (Also see 5f)

x

r. <cEggl:EEI, will the project introduce
or oq)ort any species not presently or
historically occurring in the receiving
location? (AIso see 5d)

x

j. Other:



5.a. The proposed action, j,f successfu], over a period of years, would suppl€rnent th€ existing trumpeter swan
population with the addition of 5-7 nesting pairs ln the Bl-ackfoot drainage. This would be a nj.nor addition of
total blrds in the larger trumpeter swan population, but woutd be of greater importance to the loca] fauna in the
Bl-ackfoot. Vlhereas nesting of trumpeter swans in the Blackfoot is now uncommon to rare, thls proposal would change
this to a conmon occur.rence by a low number of indlviduals.

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Cumulative and Secondary Effects on Land Resources (Attach
additional pages of narrative if needed): The interaction of 5-? additional. pairs of trumPeter swans with
other wildlife species in the Blackfoot Valley would be unlikely to cause a negative cumulative effect on any
of these wildlife species.

B. HIrI'IAU EIWIRONMENT

6. NOISE,/ELECTRICAL EFFECTS

will the proposed action result in:

TMPACT'

Can
Inpact 8e
Mitigated'

CoE|ment
IndexUnknown' None Minor'

PotentialLy
significant

a. Increases in existing noise leve1s? x

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

x

c. Creation of electrostatic or
eleetromagnetic effects that could be
detrimental to human health or proPerty?

x

d. Interference with radio or television
receretion and operation?

x

e. Other:

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Cumulative and Secondary Effects on Land ResouNrces (Attach a'dditional
pages of narrative if needed): None

7. I,AIID USE

will the proposed action resuLt in:

IMPACT' €an
Enpact Be
Mitigated .Coesent

IndexUnknown' None Minor'
Potentially
sigmificant

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

x

b. Conflj.ct with a designated natural
area or area of unugual sci€ntific or
educational inportance?

x

c. Conflj.ct with any oxisting land use
whose presence wouLd constrain or
potentially prohibit the proposed action?

x
7.a.
See
',cOnment
b'elow

d. Adverse effects on or relocation of
residences?

x

e. Other:

7.a. Trumpeter swans do occasionafly fly into above-ground powerlines, as experi.enced last sultuler on the nesting
area east of Lincoln. Once trumpeters select nesting areas, FI{P rnay approach local power colpanj-es to voluntarily
lnstall devices on selected .re"rLy Lines to help swans see the lines more readily. In extre(€ cases, FtlP may seek

cooperation from the local power company and funding to bury the Line, as was acconplished last sutnner. Local
po,"ir compani.es will not incur any involuntary obligation as a result of the proposed action-



Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Cumulative and Secondary Effects on Land Resour.ces (Attach additional
pages of narrative if needed): The proposed action could contribute to a minor negative cumulative inpact on power
conpanies to voluntarily address potentj.al, conflicts with wildl-ife, in combination wj.th the existing situation
involving osprey and Canada geese nesting on poi^ter poles.

Narrative Description
pages of narrative if
health.

and Evafuation of the Cumulatiwe and Secondary Effects on Land Resources (Attach additional
needed): The proposed action wi.]l not contribute to a negative cumulative effect on human

Narrative Descripti.on and Evaluation of the Cumulative and Secondary Effects on Land Resour'ces (Attach additional
pages of narrative if needed): The proposed action will not conlribute to a negative cumulative effect on human

cornmunities.

8. RISK,/HEAITII IIAZARDS

will the proposed action result in:

IMPACT'
Can

IDpact Be
uitigated

Conment
fndexUnknown' None Minor'

Potentially
Significant

a. Risk of an explosion or release of
hazardous substances (including, but not
linited to oi1, pesticides, chenicals, or
radiati.on) in the event of an accident or
other forms of disruPtion?

x

b. Affect an existing emergene:t resPonse
or emergency evacuation plan or create a
need for a new plan?

x

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

x

d. aglrybl, will anY chemicar
toxicants be used? (Also see 8a)

x

e. Other:

9. COMMUNITY IMPACT

WilI the proposed action result in:

IMPACT,
Can

fnpact Be
Mitigated'

Coement
IndexUnknown' None Minor'

Potentially
Significant

a. Alteration of the location,
distribution, density, or growth rate of
the huuan population of an area?

x

b. Alteration of the social structure of
a conmunitv?

x

c. Nteration of the level or
distribution of euploynent or conmunity
or personal incone?

x

d. Changes in industrial or coooercial
activity?

x

e. Increased traffic hazards or eff€cts
on existing transportation facilities or
patterns of Dovement of people and goods?

x

f. Other:



10 . PUBLIC SERVICES/TA:<ES/UTILIIIES IMPACT'
Can

Iupact Be

Mitigated'
Conment
Index

wil.l the proposed action result in:
Unknown' None Minor'

Potentially
Significant

a. Will the proposed action have an
effect upon or resuft in a need for new
or altered governmental services in any
of the following areas: fire or pol5.ce
protection, schools, parks/recreational
facili.ties, roads or other public
naintenance, water supply, seerer or
septic systems, sofid waste disposal,
health, or other governDental services?
ff any, specify:

x

b. will the proposed action have an
effect upon the local or state tax base
and revenues?

x

c. lli11 the proposed action result in a
need for new facilities or substantiaL
alterations of any of the following
utifities: electric poerer, natural gas,
other fuel supply or distribution
systems, or cotnmunications?

x

d. will. the proposed action result in
increased used of.any ener(ry source?

x

< e. Define projected revenue sources
10
See
coD.rrent
below

< f. Define projected maintenance costs.
10.b.
See
comment
below

g. Other:

10.a. Revenue sources for implementing the proposed augmentation of trumpeter swans come from annua.I sales of
Montana hunting licenses. Possible sources of supptemental funds include the U. S. Fish and Vlildlife Service and
private donors.

10.b. EIVP maintenance costs wouLd be incurred i-n the form of monitoring swan distribution and nest success. FfiP
would accompfish as much of this as possJ.ble by way of public invofvement and volunteerism in the locaf community,
perhaps coordinated via the Blackfoot Challenge. Otherwise, management actions would be included and absorbed by
tfre existing FIr]P Native Species Progxam and FWP Region 2 Wild1ife, and are exPected to be l-ess than 51,000
annual1y.

Na3rative Description and Evaluation of the Cr:oulative and Secondaly Effects on Land Resources (Attach ad<llltional
pages of narrative if needed): the proposed action wiII not contribute to a negative cunulati't/e effect on Pub1ic
services.

<11.@
will the proposed action result in:

IMPACT'
Can

IDpact. Be
Mitigated'

.Co-hent
trndexUnknown' None Minort

Potentially
Significant

a. Alteration of any scenic vista or
creation of an aesthetical.ly offensive
site or effect that is oPen to Public
view?

x

b. Nteration of the aesthetic chalacter
of a conuunity or neighborhood?

x



<c. Alteration of the guality or quantity
of recreational/tourisn opportunities and
settings? (Attach Touriam Report)

x
11.a.
See
conDent
below

d. ca@, will any designated o!
proposed wild or sceaic riwers, trails or
wilderness areas be inpacted? (Also see
11a,11c)

x

e. other:

11.a. The habitual presence of increased numbers of trumpeter swans could attract a minor amount of addj-tional
tourism to the Blackfoot Va11ey. We woul-d expect this to occur as multipfe visits over the years by relatively few
interested j.ndividuals, rather than one or two visits by many tourists.

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Cululative and Seeondary Effects on Land R€sources (Attach additional
pages of narrative if needed): The proposed action will not contribute to a negative cunulative effect on
aesthetics. However, an increase of truepeter swans in the Blackfoot nay contribute to a ninor cumulative benefit
to the aesttretic environment, considering the possibility of also viewing grl-zzJ-y bear, sandhill crane, and other
charismatic wildlife in this area.

12 . CULTT'RAL,/HISTORICA'- RESOI,'RCES IMPACT,
Can

Impact Be
Mitigated'

Comment
Index

Will the proposed action result in:
Unknown' None Minor'

PotentialJ.y
Significant

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

x

b. Physical change that woul.d affect
unicrue cultural walues?

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

x

d. <acgLrylfl, will the Project affeet
historic or cultulal resources? Attach
SHPO letter of clearance. (Also see
12.a)

x

e. Other:

Narrative Description
pages of narratiwe if
re9ources.

and Evaluation of the Cumulative and Secondary Effects on Land Resources (Attach additional
needed): Ilhe proposed action will not contribute to a negatiwe cuuulative eff,ect on cultural



SIGNIFICA}ICE CRITERIA

13. SUI'O{ARY EVATUAIION OE. SIGNIFICENCE IMPACT'
Can

Inpact Be
Mitigated'

Co4me!t
Index

WiIl the proposed actiolr, considered as a
whole: Unknown' None !4inor'

Potentially
Significant

a. Have iDpacts that are individually
linited, but cuuulatively considerable?
(A project or proglan nay result in
inpacts on two o! Dore separate resources
which create a significant effect srhen
considered together or in total. )

x

b. Involve potential risks or adverse
effects which are uncertain but extremely
hazardous if they were to occur?

x

c. Potentially conflict with the
substantive requirements of any loca1,
state, or federal 1aw, regulation,
standard or formal plan?

x

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

x

e. cenerate substantial debate or
contloversy about the nature of the
inpacts that woufd be cleated?

x

f . ep|!}f, is the project e)q)ected
to have organized opposition or generate
substantial public controversy? (ALso see
l.3e)

x

g. @CFor P-R/D-J, list any federal or
state perDits required.

x

PART rr. ETWTRoNMENTAL REVTEW, CONTTNUED

1. Description and analysis of reasonable alternatives (including the no
action alternative) to the proposed action ythenever alternatives are
reasonably availabte and prudent to consider and a discussion of how the
alternatives would be implemented:

No action is the only practical- alternative to this proposed action. If the
proposed action to augment the trumpeter swan population j-n the Blackfoot Valley
were not sel-ected, FWP would simply be left with the alternative of taking no
action to augment the trumpeter swan popul-ation in the Blackfoot Valley. The
no-action alternative would not risk the persist€nce of thre larger trumpeter
swan population in Montana. However, no action would allow an {lnusuaf
opportunity for augmentation in the Blackfoot ValJ-ey to pass; i.e., the
opportunity to use an experienced parent swan in the Bl-ackfoot Valley t.o teach
its migration pattern to captive-hatched cygnets, thereby accelerating the
recolonization of suitable habitat in the Blackfoot Valley by trurnpeter swans.

2. Evaluation and listing
measures enforceable by

mitigation, stipulation, or other controL
agency or another governnent agency: none

of
the



PERT TII. NARRATIVE EVATUATION A}ID COMMENT

f"WP concludes that the proposed action best implements direction in the
statewide trumpeter swan management p1an. It is an action that would increase
the numbers of trumpeter swans 1n the Blackfoot, which would increase natural
val-ues of the environment for many local- resj-dents and tourj-sts alike. These
benefits woul-d be possible with negligible or no detrimental effects on locaI
economies or land uses.

PART IV. EJA CONCLUSION SECTION

1. Based on the significance criteria evaluated in this EjA, is an EIS
required? YES / UO If an EIS is not required, e:q>J-ain ghI the EjA is the
appropriate leve1 of analysis for this proposed action:
Based on an eval-uation of impacts to the physical and human environment,

under MEPA, the proposed action is not a significant action affecting the human
environment; therefore, an envj-ronmental- impact statement is not a necessary
level of review.

2. Describe the Level of pr:blic involvement for this project if any and, given
the complexity and the seriousness of the environrnental issues associated
with the proposed action, is the level of pubJ"ie involvement appropriate
under the circumstances?
Public comment will be solicited during the 30-day comment period described

below. Copies of this draft EA wil-I be mailed directly to affected landowners,
^i ^6 --^ entities with overlapping jurisdictional authority, al-l knownd.vgrr\-fgD olr\r

nrjrrrfa Ar^aniZatiOnS with a posSible intereSt in the prOjeCt, and a standard}J!rvoLs v!varll
mailing l-ist of parties interested in actions proposed by FWP. Notice of the
availability of the draft EA also will be advertised on FWP's Internet website.
This l-evel- of opportunity for public comment should ensure that. all approprlate

issues are raised and mav be addressed in the final- plan.

3. Duration of comnent period if any:
The public comment period will begin on March 8, 20A4 and close at the end

of the day on April '7, 2Q04 (an April 7 postmark will be accepted) .

4. Nane, titl,e, address and phone number of the Person(s) Responsible for
Preparing the EIA:

Kristi DuBois (responsible for the information in the draft), Native Species
Program Coordinator, FWP, 3201- Spurgin Road, Missoula, MT 59804

Mike Thompson (assisted
Spurgin Road, Missoula,

in
MT

preparing the draft), Wild1ife B1-ologist, FVIP, 32AL
59804

John Firebaugh (regj-onal program review), Regional Viildlife Manager, FWP, 32OI
Spurgin Road, Missoula, MT 59804

Tom Hinz (statewide program review), Wetl-ands Legacy Program Coordinator, FWP,

PO tsox 113220, Bozeman, MT 597L7-3220
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Blackfooi Watershed Birdlist 2t21t2002

Osprey B
Status Prarrie Falcon B

Common Loon n
D Merlin b

Clark's Grebe h American Kestrei tst

Red-neckeo Grebe B Flammulated Owl B
Horned Grebe B Great Horned Owl B
Eared Grebe Great Grev Owl I
Western Grebe h Lonq-eared Owl l

Pied-biiled Grebe B Short-eared Owl
White Peiican t Northern Pvomv Owl b
Double-crested Cormorant Northern Saw-whet Owl h

Great Blue Heron B Western Screech Owl b
Tundra Swan +t Barred Owl t

Trumoeter Swan t Ruffed Grouse B

Canada Gocse t1 Blue Grouse B

Snow Goose T Columbian Sharptailed Grouse B
Ross's Goose t Soruce Grouse B

Greater White-Fronted Goose +t Grav Partridoe B

Mallard B Rino-neckeC Pheasant B
Gadwall B Whoopinq Crane +t

Harlequin Duck B Sandhill Crane I
Northern Pintail B Bittern b
Green-winoed Teal B Virqinia Rail L

Blue-winqed Teal B Sora Rail R

Cinnamon Teal B American Coot B
Eurasian Wioeon t Killdeer B

American Wioeon TJ Semipalrnated Plover
Northern Shoveler B American Golden Plover T

Wood Duck I ommon SniDe B

Redhead B Lono-billed Curlew B

Rinq-necked Duck E Lono-billed Dowitcher I(

Canvasback B Sootted Sandoioer b
Greater Scauo I Solitarv Sandoioer t
Lesser Scaup B Uoland Sandoioer b
White-winqed Scoter +t Least Sandoioer l

Surf Scoter t Western Sandoiper +

Common Goldeneve B Sanderling It

Barrow's Goldeneve B Whimbrel lt

Bufflehead B Whitejaced lbis t
Ruddv Duck B Willet D

Hooded Merqanser B Lesser Yellowleqs t

Common Meroanser B Greater Yellowleos t
t

Red-breasted Merqanser I Marbled Godwit +t

Turkev Vulture Black-necked Stilt h

Ferruoinous Hawk t American Avocet B

Sharo-shinned Hawk h Wilson's Phalarooe B

Coooer's Hawk b alifornia Gull t

Red-tailed Hawk B Rino-billed Gull
Swainson's Hawk n Franklin's Gull t

Rouoh-leooed Hawk + Herrino Gull t



Golden Eaole B Bonaoarte's Gull t
Bald Eacle B Lonqtailed Jaeqer I
Northern Harrier B Black Tern B

Northern Gcshawk tt Forster's Tern t
Pereorine Falcon B Caspian Tern t
Vaux's Swift B Common Tern
White-throated Swifl t Rock Dove B

Black Swift b Mournino Dove B

Northern Flicker B Common Niohthawk I
Red-naoed Saosucker B Goloen-crowned Kinqlet B

Williamson's Sapsucker B Rubv-crowned Kinqlet B

Hairv Woodoecker h Water Pioit b

Downv Woodoecker B Northern Shrike t
Lewis's Woodoecker B Loooerhead Shrike t
Pileated Woodoecker B European Starlinq B

B lack-backed Woodpecker B iy'y'estern Wood Pewee B

Three-toed Woodpecker B Cassin's Vireo B

Eastern Kinobird B Red-eved Vireo b

Horned Lark Warblino Vireo B

Western Kinobird t Least Flvcatcher B

Belted Kinqfisher Duskv Flycatcher B

Violet-qreen Swallow B Cord illeran Flvcatcher b
Tree Swallow B Hammond's Flvcatcher B

Bank Swallow B Olive-sided Flvcatcher
N.Rouqh-winaed Swallow Willow Flvcatcher B

Barn Swallow Cedar Waxwinq tJ

Cliff Swallow B Bohemian Waxwinq t
Blue Jav t Audubon's Warbler B

Grav Jav w Oranoe-crowned Warbler B

Steller's Jav h Nashville Warbler b
Black-billed Maqpie B Yellow Warbler B

Common Raven B Yellow-rumoed Warbler b

American Crow B MacGillivrav's Warbler B

Clark's Nutcracker B Townsend's Warbler B

Black-caooed Chickadee B American Redstart B

Mountain Chickadee B Common Yellowthroat B

C hestnut-backed Chickadee Wilson's Warbler b
\y'/hite-breasted Nuthatch B Northern Waterthrush b

Red-breasted Nuthatch B y'Vestern Tanaqer B

Pvqmv Nuthatch b Spotted Towhee b
Brown Creeoer b House Soarrow B

Rock Wren t Bobolink B

House Wren B y'Vestern Meadowlark B

Winter Wren b Yellow-headed Blackbird B

American Dipper B Red-winqed Blackbird B

Marsh Wren B Brewer's Blackbird B

Calliooe Humminqbird B Lazuli Buntinq B

Rufous Humminqbird tt Sassin's Finch B

American Robin B American Goldfinch b

Varied Thrush b House Finch b

Hermit Thrush b Grav-Crowned Rosv Finch

Swainson's Thrush B Pine Siskin B



Catbird
Western Bluebird B

Mountain Bluebird B

Townsend's Solataire B

Clav-colored Soarrow B

Grasshopper Sparrow t
White-crowned Soarrow I

Lark Sparrow b

Fox Soarrow t
Sonq Sparrow B

Lincoln's Sparrow
LeConte's Sparrow
Harris'Soarrow
Common Redooll t
Hoary Redpoll t
Snow Buntinq +t
Veery IJ

Brown-headed Cowbird EI

Bullock's Oriole B
Pine Grosbeak t
Eveninq Grosbeak B

Black-headed Grosbeak
Sav's Phoebe B

Red Crossbill B
White-Winqed Crossbill
American Tree Soarrow b
Brewer's Soarrow B
Savannah Sparrow tt
Vesper Sparrow B

Dark-eved Junco hu
Oregon Junco B
Chippinq Soarrow B
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Darrell Sall Memorial Award

f n October 2002, we conducted a Tour for the
Board and the Big Blackfoot Chapter of Trout
Unlimited, ending with a dinner awards ceremony
at the H2O Ranch where Hank Goetz received the
"Darrell Sall Memorial Award" in recognition of his
outstanding contribution to the Blackfoot Challenge
and its mission to protect the natural resources
and rural lifestyle of the Blackfoot River Valley.

Photo by Teri Garrison

tand Lirdturgh with hE W tutddy lktk tutz



Ihe Blackfoot Challenge ls
a private nonprofit organiza-
tian whose mission since 1993
is to protect the natural
resources and rural lifestyle of
the Blackfoot River Vallev.

Officers & Board

f,im Stone, Chairman
PO Box 148
Ovando, MT
793-5830
rsranch@blackfoot. net

Greg Neudecker, V. Chair
USFWS

Nancy Anderson, Secretary
BLM

Dave Cochran, Treasurer
Lanctowner

Land Lindbergh, Officer
Landowner

Daina Bambe, USFS

Andy Erickson, Landowner

Racene Friede. Blackfoot
Teleohone

Denny Iverson, Landowner

Tony Liane, DNRC

Mack Long, FWP

Jeff McNally, Rocky Mt. Elk
Foundation

Denny Sigars, Plum Creek
Timber

Dave Streufert, Powell
County Extension

Staff

Tina Bernd-Cohen
Executive Director
PO Box 563
Helena, MT 59624
(ph)442- 4OO2 (f ax) 442 - 4L t 4
bl kfootchal lenge@aol.com

web Sites

HomePage: www,16.fws.gov/
pfVmontana/mt6.htm

Adopt-A-Trout:
http ://fwp.state.mt. us/
adoptatrout/

BLACKFOOT CHALLENGE ANNUAL REPORT 2OO2

From the Chairman
Jim Stone

For those of you still counting the years (let's hope that
is most of you) we are celebrating a ten-y€ar milestone
with the Blackfoot Challenge. That is an amazing statistic
for me, but as you read this annual report you will begin to
comprehend how productive this past year has been, and
how far we have come in that short amount of tirne.

As I am reminded of the conflicts that we see in this
world everyday, I am humbled by the fact that we have
chosen a direction that is notably more productive and
holds true to a vision; people are the difference. This is a
world of special interest, pol itical wrestling, and unprincipled compromise
affecting how we will leave this land for future generations. We could becorne
complacent and let over-bearing technocrats dictate to this watershed what
their visions and aspirations would be. I think we have spoken to that, and we
have embarked on a much healthier road. This willnever be an issue thai can
be solved, bul we can shape it within the framework ol this watershed to
accomplish our goals tor the next ten, twenty years. As landowners and
managers we have to show by example. This is our legacy. We should be
proud of where we have been; and more impodantly where we choose togo.

These next ten years will be very important for all of us to become involved,
join a community organization, be pro-active in representation of our business
and communities, and commit to our efforl ol watershed planning. The Chal-
lenge speaks from the landowners in this valley. lf we do not speak-up and be
heard, then someone else will speak ior us.

The Blackfoot Challenge is very appreciative of all the support we have had
and we look forward to having more of you become involved. My door is always
open. Please don't hesitate to call on issues that you feel are inportant'
Remember: "better communities are built through comrnunication."

Board and Committees
The Blackfoot Challenge Board of Directors met monthly to fostercommuni-

cation, coordinate activities and help resolve issues and conflicts. Priority topics
this year included conservation strategies, freadwaters water qualityffMDLs for
metals and sedi ments, weed management, water conservation, and educatiOn.

Active Committees of the Blackfoot Challenge in2OO2 include:
. Executive, Finance & Planning
' Conservation Strategies
. Drought & Water Conservation
. Education
. Habitat, Water Quality & Restoration

Conservation Strategies
Greg Neudecken Chair

. Lewis & Clark

. Recreation

. Teacher $eering

. Weed Steering
'Wildlife

The B lackf oot Conservation Strategies Committee provi&s a quadedy forum
for information exchanges on consefvation work in the Blackfoot. ln 2O02 v\€ took
a giant step forward with some maior joint venture proieds. The Blackfoot
C hallen ge received a $ 1 million wetlands @nservation grant.

-2-



We made great progress towards a community-based "disposition and man-
agement strategy" for the buy-out of almost a third of the Plum Creek Timber
Company lands in the Blackfoot, hosting community meetings afiended byover
130 citizens to identify community values of these lands for acoess, recr€ation,
grazing, timbel other natural resource values. We have expanded community
involvement on the Committee and continue work on aBlackfoot Conservation
Plan.

With help lrom USFWS, the National Wetlands Inventory mapping project is
progressing. We developed a watershed-wide bird list. Atpresent the pafinerchip
has easements conservation activities on over 85,000 acres of private lands in the
Blackfoot. Our common goal is to maintain intact large landscapes to protect the
natural resources and rural lifestyle of the Blackfoot Watershed.

We will continue to seek funding opportunities to better coordinate steward-
ship activities and partner on conservation strategies. And, we have a very full
plate as we move into 2003.

Education Commiilee
Racene Friede. Chair

2002 offered many exciting opportunities for Blackfoot teachers
through the Blackfoot Challenge. The Teacher Summit on February 25
allowed teachers from all overthe walershed to share watershed educa-
tion projects they have led at their own schools, and to learn about new
opportunities for natural resource education. Aseries of 3 GIS/GPS
workshops provided through the EOS Center at UM were well attended
by watershed teachers. Many teachers participated in theAdopt-A-Trout
program this year, with a teacher workshop, field trips, and web-based
moniloring of fish movements. Check Website: http://fwp.state.mt.us/
adoptatrouV.

WET Twhers examine wetlands ratoration
sit e with Grea lrleudecker of USFWS

Youth Field Day 2OQ2 unfoilunately was cancelled due to a late season snowstorm. But the weather was plenty
warm for the Project WET Tour in June and July, when participating teachers learned about place-based education,
wetland functions and values, plant identification, and wetland birds and bird research at Seeley Lake, enjoying a

canoe trip down the Clearwater Canoe Trail and Seeley Lake.

The valuable Teacher Steering Committee met throughout the year to advise the
Challenge on issues important to schools. Many thanks to those bachers who have
participated in this committee and to all of you hardworking teachers who do so much f,or

students in the Blackfoot Watershed.

With funding from Mary Bradshaw, we developed an outdoor learning program forthe
H2O ranch, property in Helmville that was donated to USF\lfS in 20@ as a Waterfowl
ProductionArea.

We hosted over 10 tours in the Blackfoot. We reached about 400 adults through
meetings, workshops, tours, training and other education outreach etforts in 20O2. We
presented our power point slide show at meetings, workshops and conferences, distrib-
uted our brochure and made presentations to agency and non-profit organizations through-
out Montana.

Elaine Caton joined the Blackfoot Challenge as our Edrcation Coordinator to help us
implement ouryear-round Blackfoot Watershed Education Program. Thanks to funding support from the Chutney
Foundation, USFWS, FWP, DNRC, EPA and private donations, as well as volunteerservices provided by our Board
members and partners, education will remain a priority activity.

-3-

Lincolntacher releass
sorgbird at WETTour

tliiddle Blackfoot Wetlands lAop



Drought and Water Conservation Commiftee
Mike McLane. Field Staff to Committee

ln?JOO2 the Drought Committee met, tracked snowpack

and flow forecasts, and evaluated whether to call for
emergency drought response. Luckily stream flows did not

fall below 700 cfs at the Bonner USGS stream gage until

lateAugust. Though emergency drought plans for individual

water right holders and recreationists were not requested,

we provided outreach and education through posters at

local post offices and businesses showing low flow fore-

casts, newspaper articles and press releases, as well as

100 flyers and three separate mailings to 73 drought plan participants. lt is evident that ten years of slream restora-

tion work in the Blackfoot has reduced our vulnerability in low flow periods.

The Drought Committee sponsored year-two of a soil moisture

probe pilot project involving twelve large irrigators in the Elackfoot

and the National Center f or Appropriate Technology (NCAT) to

study irrigation usage and assess over-watering and possible

efficiencies based on crop, rotaiion, and soil. Vicki Lynn from

NCAT provided technical support. ln2OO2,12 ranches (including

the Bandy Research Ranch), one golf course, 14fields, and

about 1,500 acres were parl of the projecl. lrrigation system

types included 13 pivot systems, one wheel line and the under-

ground sprinkler system at the golf course. Cooperators grew

alfalfa hay, grass hay, pasture, and turf.

Thanks to a Watershed Assistance Grant from DNRC, we

made progress in developing a Long-Term Water Conservation Strategy to benefit irrigators, other water users as well

as fisheries in the Blackfoot. Strategies include ditch lining projects, habitat improvements, and instream flow leases

to guide our efforts in non-drought years.

Habitat, Water Quality and Restoration Committee
Tina Bernd-Cohen, Ex. Director & Project Coordinator

The Blackfoot Challenge, thanks to its Habitat and Water
Quality Restoration Committee, spent countless hours working
with its scientific team, consultant, and the Department of
Environmental Quality (DEO) to develop metals and sediment
water quality restoration plans in the Blackfoot Headwaters. This
is part of the Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) Planning
required in Montana under a federal court order to clean up
degraded streams. The Challenge agreed to lead the restoration
planning process in cooperation with its partners, conseruation
districts, the Big Blackfoot Chapterof Trout Unlimited, Plum
CreekTimber, US Forest Service, DEQ, FWR and others. The
metals TMDL went to public comment and is available at the DEQ Website:http://www.deq.state.mt.us/ppa/mdm/
tmdf/tmdlPublicComments.asp The sediment Phase 1 Assessement Reportcan be viewed on the NRIS website:

http://nris.state.mt.us/specialproj/blackfoot watershed/uppef/o2Oblackfoot%20reporl"/oN final.pdf

A Monitoring Work Group was formed to address data needs for the TMDL, as well as track the long-term health

of the watershed, and document how Blackfoot restoration projects achieve water quality and habitat health obiec-

tives. Fish, Widlife and Parks continued its monitoring of fisheries health in the Blackfoot, as a cornerstone activity
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Blackfoot River at Bonner, MT (1234000)

USGS ProvbionalData

NCAT Soil Moisture Probe lrstalled in Blackfoot
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and barometer of the health of the watershed. FWP
also produced stream prioritization report that will
guide fulure restoration work on 83 impaired
tributaries of the Blackfoot. The BlackfootChallenge
has continued its partnership activities with the Big

Elackfoot Chapter of Trout Unlimited in 2002, by
securing and passing-through funds for stream
restoration projects in the Blackfoot. We are
looking forward to sustaining this excellent partner-

ship.

Lewis and Clark Committee
David Cochran, Chair

The Committee continued its efforts to prepare for anticipated tourists wanting to travel along the Lewis & Clark Trail

during the Bicentennial years. In the Blackfoot, this "River by the road to the Buffalo" runs along the well-worn Native
American trail up the Blackfoot River and
across the Continental Divide to the
Missouri River. The Committee serves as
the grass-roots organization serving as a

clearinghouse and partnership on L&C

opportunities. We are working on three
gateway kiosks and a driving maP

through the Blackfoot. ln Octoberwe
celebrated the dedication of the first
Lewis & Clark Gatewav kiosk at Bonner.

Lewis & Chrk Bicentennial futeway
Interpretive Kiosk at Bonrer, ltliontam

Recreational Steering Committee
Land Lindbergh, Member

Members of the Challenge sit on the Blackfoot River Recreational
Steering Committee that advises Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks on

river recreation management and ways to protect the natural resources
and quality of the recreational experience on the river. In 2002, contro-
versy over a traditional public access site at Scotty Brown Bridge was

successfully resolved with the help of key local landowners. A recreational
use suruey was conducted in the summer of 2002 to quantify increased
recreational river use. The group participated in two Weed Pulls to raise
public awareness about the need for river stewardship and river etiquette.

The Committee has been waiting for the Statewide River Recreation

Management Committee to complete its policy recommendations to the

F&W Commission. The Commission's response to those efiorts will be

all-determining as to where things go from here. ... and willcertainly be a

very criticaljunction for this on-going process of managing recreational
river uses on the Blackfoot. While waiting on the Statewide Management Committee for policy direction, the local

group has concentrated on local access point improvement where necessary to protect the resource and provide a

better recreation experience forthe public.

Sumtner fun on t*e, Blackfoot River



Weed Steering Committee
Jim Stone, Chair

ln2002,the Blackfoot Challenge continued its leadership role
in education and management of noxious weeds in the Blackfoot
Valley. The Weed Steering Committee guides this effort and
includes landowners, county, state and federal agencies, and
university researchers. About 80 people attended the annual
weed meeting in February including Weed ManagementArea
leaders; Powell, Missoula, and Lewis & Clark County weed
coordinators and extension agents, federalagency stafi (BLM,
USFS), state agency staff (FWP, SNRC), Plum Creek Timber,
MSU staff and the Blackfoot Challenge members. This meeting
recapped 2001 accomplishments and set the 2002 work plan.

The Blackfoot Challenge and its weed partners conducted
their annual education efforts including training and workshops
on difty dozen, new invaders, weeds and wildfires, leave no weeds, and monitoring biocontrol agenfs. We sponsored
weed education activities including two Weed Pull/River Cleanup Days at RussellGates and a Weed Tour to MSU to
learn about the latest techniques in the war against weeds.

During the summer, chemicalweed controlwas undertaken in the nine WMAs: Middle BlacHoot, North Fork,
Greenough, Douglas Creek, Nevada Creek, River Junction, Woodworth, Potomac, and Double Arrow on private, state
and federally managed lands. Over 100 individual landowners implemented weed management on their lands. Annual
cost-share funding came from the Montana Noxious Weed Trust Fund. The Challenge, with foundation funds and
grants, sponsored several projects in2OO2. For a second year, though the Blackfoot River Leafy Spurge Cooperative
Project, sites along 4O miles of the Blackfoot were sprayed from the water's edge to the high water mark to eliminate
seed production on infested sites.

We completed our successful Pulling Together grant. 4-H Clubs and
schools in the town centers of Greenough, Seeley Lake, Ovando, Helmville,
Elliston, and Deer Lodge used GIS/GPS mapping technology to encourage
urban landowners to begin noxious weed control in town, some for the first
time. In addition to hand pulling, biocontrol was implemented at these town
centers.

Weed management area signs were installed throughoutthe Blackfoot
letting folks know about our weed management work. The Helmville School
GIS/GPS weed mapping/monitoring demonstration project got asecond year
under its belt, serving as a modelfor applied GIS/GPS technology. The Mannix
Brothers completed their third and final year of goat grazing trials for contain-

ment of spotted knapweed using 600'herded'goats overthe summer. The Blackfoot Challerqesponsored a Mon-
tana State University biological weed control project for yellow toadflax and dalmatian toadflax. The War on Weeds
continues.

Wildlife Committee
Greg Neudecker, Chair

The Wildlife Committee was created in2l02to exctrange information
and coordinate efforts related to management of wildlife and human
interactions in the Blackfoot. A landowner advisory group of seven local
landowners or land managers throughout the valley advise on maior
issues and guide us on solving conflicts. Westaded a preventative
management program of fencing calving and lambing yards with hQh
tensile electric fences to keep predators like grizzly bears and wolves
out of these areas. We also began a GIS mapping program on livestock
operator lands with known grizzly bear locations to identity bear and
human conflict areas and devise solutions. To inform and involve land-
owners, we hosted a meeting and tourwith about40 ranchesconoerned
about grizzly activity on their lands.

Blackfoot Challenge Weed Tour to l45U 2002

Nevado Creek 4-H Club Weed Pull

Joe Broesder presenting Orizzly llanagement at the Bandy Panch



o
o
3
.9I
F

li

_obcE:a*E* tr
6Ed= X

EFE:!s=
ffilBnl o

<d
:4,^9.;ii:eEgI656F665

Iffi:IINffi

I
aOI!
io
=.6 6

=588ba06(Jzf

]TIFE

a
ctgR
o
=+,
(E
Jto

o
q)

c{

oc
o

t-*,
IJ
cr
t-L#
.9o
T'
L-

t-o

o
+,o
a-
{r,

E
tto
?
ol-o*,(!

z

o
ct)
tr
o
(E
?
-o
+.oorts5og
o
o
?
-F

c
€
-o
Ec .rf('Jo c\l;- -o (ou= o)€Elr)to
.! IJO)uct<rr)+
a c X4
E E,9o;Iqty- c
5 bqt>>o-r
=(s

d)

g

;eex
X )sF

= 
s 3;o* 9Sto

s €tfiE;=.* F:FiaE
;iiiE EE; g? I
EeE P3;Es€
-bef nE A=E

5€E F==BEBE
E5fi E9HgEbFbq 9?.EF3=
HF,a:€;gg:-E=5 Sooo'e
-9 FE E aPb E''5
hEE F EE gEE
€€n E-aEEE $
E;e EEEEgE€EE'ieEooC(r!p"gE,,-ll14

s;8 #:;1= 
=

oc
o
3ll

IJ
.2o
ttL
o

6E
e-arg(!.E
E=

=+



n+-

:;i;z




