
Montana Department of Transportation _ Jim Lynch, Director 

270 1 Prospect Avenue Brian Schweitzer, Governor 

Helena MT 59620- 100 1 

County GALLATIN 

February 7,2005 LEGISLATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL 
POLICY OFFICE 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Subject: Cooperating Agency Environmental Documentation 

As a Cooperating Agency under the provisions of 23 CFR 771.1 11 the Montana 
Department of Transportation (MDT) is providing you a copy of this project's 
environmental documentation. 

This environmental documentation complies with the provisions of 23 CFR 771.1 17(a) 
for categorically excluding this proposed project from further National 

Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) (42 U.S.C. 4321, et seq.) documentation 
requirements. The attached also complies with the provisions of 75-1 -103 and 75-1 -201, 
MCA (see ARM 18.2.237 and 18.2.261, MEPA "Actions that qualify for a Categorical 
Exclusion" as applicable to the MDT). 

If you have any questions concerning the attached environmental documentation please 
call the MDT Environmental Services Division at (406) 444-7228. 

Sincerely, 

~ n g i n e e r i n ~ ~ ~ u r e a u  Chief 
Environmental Services Division 

S:\ADMIN\48-GEN-CORRESP\MAILINGS\COOP AGENCY LTR.DOCU3R205-1(25)12PSTRS-SEEMANHATTANPCN4862 

Attachment 

Environmental Services Unit 
Phone: (406) 444-7228 
Fax: (406) 444-7245 

An Equal Opportunity Employer Web Page: www.mdt.state.mt.us 
Road Report: (800) 226-7623 

TTV (800) 335-7592 



Montana Department of Trarnortation -p -- -. 
serving YOU w/thprlde 2701 Prospect Avenue 

Jim Lynch, Director 
Brian Schweitzer, Governor 

Helena MT 59620- 100 1 

January 21,2005 

Janice W. Brown, Division Administrator - ' 7 2005 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) 
2880 Skyway Drive /I~VC~?TEA FILE/ E N ~ ~ R ~ N M ~ ~ L  
Helena, MT 59602 Ccwq' 
Subject: BR 205-1 (25)12 % 

STRS-SE OF MANHATTAN 
(P.M.S. Control # 4862) 

This is to request approval of this proposed project as a Cateqorical Exclusion (CE) under the 
provisions of 23 CFR 771 . I  17(d), and the Programmatic Agreement as signed by the MONTANA 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (MDT) and the FHWA on April 12,2001. Copies of its Preliminary 
Field Review Report (dated April 19, 2002) and Project Location Map are attached. This proposed 
action also qualifies as a CE under ARM 18.2.261 (Sections 75-1 -103 and 75-1-201, MCA). 

The following forrr~ provides the documentation required to demonstrate that all of the conditions are 
satisfied to qualify for a Programmatic Categorical Exclusion Approval (PCE) as initially agreed by the 
(former) MONTANA DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS (MDOH) and the FHWA on December 6,1989. (Note: 
An "X in the "N/A" column is "Not Applicable" to, while one in the "w column is "Unknown" at the 
present time for this proposed project.) 

NOTE: A response in a box will require additional documentation for a Categorical 
Exclusion request in accordance with 23 CFR 771.117(d). 

YES N/A UNK 
1. This proposed project would have (a) significant environmental 

impact(s) as defined under 23 CFR 771 . I  17(a). O X  
2. This proposed project involves (an) unusual circumstance(s) as 

described under 23 CFR 771 .I 17(b). I -.& 

3. This proposed project involves one (or more) of the following 
situations where: 

A. Right-of-way, easements, and/or construction permits would be 
required. 

1. The context or degree of the Right-of-way action would 
have (a) substantial social, economic, or environmental 
effect(s). 

2. There is a high rate of residential growth in this proposed 
project's area. 

Environmental Services 
Phone: (406) 444-7228 
Fax: (406) 444-7245 

An Equal Opportun~ry Employer 

Web Page: www.mdt.state.rnt.us 
Road Reporl: (800) 2267623 

TTY: (800) 335-7592 
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3. There is a high rate of commercial growth in this proposed 
project's area. 

4. Work would be on and/or within approximately 1.6 
kilometers ( I f  mile) of an Indian Reservation. 

5. There are parks, recreational, or other properties 
acquiredlimproved under Section 6(f) of the 1965 National 
Land & Water Conservation Fund Act (16 U.S.C. 460L, et 
seq.) on or adjacent to proposed the project area. 

The use of such Section 6(fl sites would be documented 
and com ensated with the'appropriate agencies. (e.g.: 
MDFW& E , local entities, etc.). 

6. Are there any sites either on, or eligible for the National 
Register of Historic Places with concurrence in 
determination of eligibility or effect under Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 470, et 
.seq.) by the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), 
which would be affected by this proposed project. 

7. There are parks, recreation sites, school grounds, wildlife 
refuges, historic sites, historic bridges, or irrigation that 
might be considered under Section 4(f) of the 1966 U.S. 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION Act (49 U.S.C. 303) on 
or adjacent to the project area. 

a. "Nationwide" Programmatic Section 4(9 Evaluation 
forms for these sites are attached. 

b. This proposed project requires a full (i.e.: DRAFT & 
FINAL) Section 4(9 Evaluation. 

B. The activity would involve work in a streambed, wetland, 
and/or other waterbody(ies) considered as "waters of the 
United States" or similar (e.g.: "state waters"). 

1. Conditions set forth in Section 10 of the Rivers and 
Harbors Act (33 U.S.C. 403) and/or Section 404 under 33 
CFR Parts 320-330 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 
1251 -1 376) would be met. 

2. Impacts in wetlands, including but not limited to those 
referenced under Executive Order (E.O.) # I  1990, and their 
proposed mitigation would be coordinated with the 
Montana Inter-Agency Wetland Group. 

3. A 124SPA Stream Protection permit would be obtained 
from the MDFW&P? 

STRS-SE OF MANHATTAN 
BR 205-1 (25)12 
CN 4862 

YES NO N/A UNK 

x u -  
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4. There is a delineated floodplain in the proposed project 
area under FEMA's Floodplain Management criteria. 

The water surface at the 100-year flood limit elevation 
would exceed floodplain mana ement criteria due to an 
encroachment by the propose ? project. 

5. Tribal Water Permit would be required. 

6. Work would be required in, across, and/or adjacent to a 
river which is a component of, or proposed for inclusion in 
Montana's Wild and/or Scenic Rivers system as published 
by the U.S. Department of Agriculture, or the U.S. 
Department of the Interior. 

The designated National Wild & Scenic River systems in 
Montana are: 

a. Middle Fork of the Flathead River (headwaters to 
South Fork confluence). 

b. North Fork of the Flathead River (Canadian Border 
to Middle Fork confluence). 

c. South Fork of the Flathead River (headwaters to 
Hungry Horse Reservoir). 

d. Missouri River (Fort Benton to Charles M. Russell 
National Wildlife Refuge). 

In accordance with Section 7 of the Wild and Scenic Rivers 
Act (16 U.S.C. 1271 - 1287), this work would be 
coordinated and documented with either the Flathead 
National Forest (Flathead River), or U.S. Bureau of Land 
Management (M~ssouri River). 

C. This is a "Type I" action as defined under 23 CFR 772.5(h), 
which typically consists of highway construction on a new 
location or the physical alteration of an existing route which 
substantially changes its horizontal or vertical alignments or 
increases the number of through-traffic lanes. 

1. If yes, are there potential noise impacts? 

2. A Noise Analysis would be completed. 

3. There would be compliance with the provisions of both 23 
CFR 772 for FHWA'S Noise Impact analyses and MDT 'S  
Noise Policy. 

STRS-SE OF MANHATTAN 
BR 205-1 (25)12 
CN 4862 

yEsEsN/AU 
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D. There would be substantial changes in access control involved 
with this proposed project. 

If yes, would they result in extensive economic and/or social 
impacts on the affected locations? 

E. The use of a temporary road, detour, or ramp closure having 
the following conditions when the action(s) associated with 
such facilities: 

1. Provisions would be made for access by local traffic, and 
be posted for same. 

2. Adverse effects to through-traffic dependant businesses 
would be avoided or minimized. 

3. Interference to local events( e.g.: festivals) would be 
minimized to all possible extent. 

4. Substantial controversy associated with this pending action 
would be avoided. 

F. Hazardous wastes /substances, as defined by the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and/or the Montana 
Department of Environmental Quality (MDEQ), and/or (a) 
listed "Superfund" (under CERCLA or CECRA) site(s) are 
currently on and/or adjacent to this proposed project. 

All reasonable measures would be taken to avoid and/or 
minimize substantial impacts from same. 

G. The Montana Pollutant Discharge Elimination System's 
conditions (ARM 16.20.1 314), including temporary erosion 
control features for construction would be met. 

H. Permanent desirable vegetation with an approved seeding 
mixture would be established on exposed areas. 

I. Documentation of an "invasive species1' review to comply with 
both E.O.#13112 and the County Noxious Weed Control Act 
(7-22-21, M.C.A.), including directions as specified by the 
county(ies) wherein its intended work would be done. 

STRS-SE OF MANHATTAN 
BR 205-1 (25)12 
CN 4862 

YES N/A UNK 

x u -  
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J. There are "Prime" or "Prime if Irrigated" Farmlands designated 
by the Natural Resources Conservation Service on or adjacent to 
the proposed project area. 

If the proposed work would affect Important Farmlands, then 
an AD-1006 Farmland Conversion Impact Rating form would 
be completed in accordance with the Farmland Protection 
Policy Act (7 U.S.C. 4201, et seq.). 

K. Features for the Americans with Disabilities Act (P.L. 101 -336) 
compliance would be included. 

L. A written Public Involvement Plan, would be completed in 
accordance with MDT's Public Involvement Handbook. 

4. This proposed project complies with the Clean Air Act's Section 
176(c) (42 U.S.C. 7521(a), as amended) under the provisions of 
40 CFR 81.327 as it's either in a Montana air quality: 

A. "Unclassifiable"/attainment area. This proposed project is 
covered under the EPA's September 15, 1997 Final Rule on 
air quality conformity. 

B. "Nonattainment" area. However, this type of proposed project 
is either exempted from the conformity determination 
requirements (under EPA's September 15, 1997 Final Rule), 
or a conformity determination would be documented in 
coordination with the responsible agencies: (Metropolitan 
Planning Organizations, MDEQ's Air Quality Division, etc.). 

C. Is this proposed project in a "Class I Air Shed" (Indian 
Reservations) under 40 CFR 52.1 382(c)(3)? 

5. Federally listed Threatened or Endangered (TIE) Species: 

A. There are recorded occurrences, and/or critical habitat in this 
proposed project's vicinity. 

S-r RS-SE OF MANHATTAN 
BR 205-1 (25)12 
CN 4862 

YES NO N/A UNK 
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STRS-SE OF MANHATTAN 
BR 205-1 (25)12 
CN 4862 

\/ES NO N/A LINK 

B. Would this proposed project result in a "jeopardy" opinion 
(under 50 CFR 402) from the Fish & Wildlife Service on any 
Federally listed TIE Species? A- 

The proposed project would not induce significant land use changes, nor promote unplanned growth. 
There would be no significant effects on access to adjacent property, nor to present traffic patterns. 

This proposed project would not create disproportionately high and/or adverse impacts on the health or 
environment of minority and/or low-income populations (E.O.#12898). It also complies with the 
provisions of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. 2000d) under the FHWA's regulations (23 
CFR 200). 

In accordance with the provisions of 23 CFR 771.1 17(a), this pending action would not cause any 
significant individual, secondary, or cumulative environmental impacts. Therefore, the FHWA's 
concurrence is requested that this proposed project is properly classified as a Catenorical Exclusion. 

Engineering Section Supervisor 
MDT Environmental Services 

Concur Ire 4 , Date: 1 -XI -0s 
l l ~ i ~ h w a ~  Administration 

Attachments 
"ALTERNATIVE ACCESSIBLE FORMATS OF 
THIS DOCUMENT WILL BE PROVIDED ON 

REQUEST." 

cc: Jeff Ebert, Butte Administrator - MDT 
Kent Barnes, P.E. - IWDT Bridge Engineer 
Paul Ferry, P.E. - MDT Highway Engineer 
John H. Horton - MDT Right-of-way Bureau Chief 
Suzy Althof - MDT Contract Plans Section Supervisor 
David W. Jensen, Supervisor - MDT Fiscal Programming Section 
Tom Hansen - MDT Engineering Section Supervisor 
file 



Montana Department of Transportation 
- M r g m  withpn-de PO Box 201 001 

Helena, MT 59620-1 001 

Memorandum 

To: Joseph P. Kolrnan, P.E. 
Bridge Engineer 

From: S. Fullerton, P.E. 
ridge Design Engineer 

Date: April 19,2002 

Subject: BR 205-1(25)12 
Structures SE of Manhattan 
Control Number: 4862 
Work Type Number: 22 1 

Please approve the Preliminary Field Review for the subject project. 

Approved 

We are requesting comments from the following individuals, who have also received a 
copy of the Report. We will assume their concurrence if no comments are received by 
May 6,2002. 

Distribution: w/attachment 
Bridge File J.R.Giard 
J.M.Marshik P.Saindon 
K.Neumiller R.E.Williarns 
C.S.Pei1 R.D.Morgan 
J.H.Horton M.A.Goodman 
K.M.Barnes W.Scott 
S-Sternberg D.J.Blacker 



Preliminary Field Review Report 

The following attended the field review that was held March 27,2002: 

Lesly Tribelhorn Butte District Zachary Cunningham Butte Right of Way 
Gary Larson Secondary Roads Mike Krausert Bridge 
Walt Ludlow Hydraulics Bryan Miller Bridge 
Deb Wambach Environmental Gene Kaufman FHWA 
Roger Schultz Road Design 

Proposed Scope of Work 

This project, as originally programmed, concerned replacement of two bridges, Montana 
Rail Link Overpass and Camp Creek. We are proposing to include only the MRL 
Overpass replacement in this project. The overpass replacement is significantly more 
expensive than anticipated. Because they are close to each other, it is advantageous to 
replace Camp Creek and Baker Creek bridges at the same time to improve road 
alignment. At this time Baker Creek is not eligible for replacement. ~JL  Jcd&7 

k PA # c - ' p 9 ~ .  Hdd*, nom;B,FZ& w;// Ir h 
overpass will be on a new alignment. 

7 

Project Location and Limits 

The Montana Rail Link Overpass is on Secondary 205 Southeast of the town of 
Manhattan in Gallatin County. The project length is about 1.8 kilometers. Stationins 
increases from Northwest to Southeast. 

Bridge ID Number 
Route Number 

Functional Classification 

1 Distance From Manhattan I 1.8 krn 1 

S00205011+09551 
S 205 

Minor Arterial 
Reference Post 1 

Feature Crossed 
1 1.92 

Over Montana Rail Link 

As Built Project Number 
Legal Descri~tion 

FAGH 82-A,B,C,D(3) 
T. IN. R.2E. Section 11 



Physical Characteristics 

Bridge ID Number I S00205011+09551 
Feature Crossed I Over Montana Rail Link 

Year Built 
Bridge Lenszth 

Sufficiencv Rating 49.0 

1941 
87.2 meters 

Bridge Width 
Number of Spans 
Amroach Widths 

1 Structure Status Structurally Deficient-Replacement Eligible 1 

8.53 meters (curb to curb) 
6 

8.2 meters 

Structure Type 
Structural Deficiencies 

The adjacent land is agicultural. The centerlines of Interstate 90 and Secondary 205 
' come within 100 meters of each other on this project. Interstate 90 will not be affected. 

C.I.P. Tee Beads tee l  Multi-Beam 
All concrete com~onents are in Door condition 

Location 
Vertical Clearance 

There are blast plates on the existing structure. As built plans indicate the plates were 
made of wrought iron or alloy steel. There is no mention of asbestos in the blast plate 

\ . plans. 
c 

Rural 
6.9 meters to top of MRL rail 

The existing vertical ali,onment does not meet the criteria for minimum stopping sight 
distance at 100 kilometers per hour. 

The existing horizontal ali,ment is composed of two 291 meter radius reverse simple 
curves. This "S" curve configuration is sub-standard because: 

1) There is insufficient tangent roadway between the curves for complete 
superelevation run out. 

2) Curve radii are well below the 1165 meter minimum required for curves 
without spiral transitions. 



Traffic Data 

Bridee ID Number SO020501 1+0955 1 1 
Feature Crossed 

Current AADT (2002) 
Over Montana Rail Link 

1670 

Design Year AADT (2025) 
DHV 

Accident History 
From 1992 through 2001 there were seven recorded crashes at the MRL Overpass. 

All were single westbound vehicle collisions with the bridge rail or the approach 
guardrail. Three crashes occurred on icy pavement, four on dry pavement. Two collisions 
happened at night and five during daylight. Two of the crashes involved injuries. Butte 
District requested this structure be reviewed in the 2001 Safety Engineering ~rn~rovement 
Program. Installation of reflectors on the approach guardrail was recommended. 

Letting Date AADT (2005) , 1810 
3020 
360 

ES AL 
AGR 

Major Design Features 
Functional Classification 
Minor Arterial 

70 
2.6% 

Design Speed 
100 kilometers per hour 

Horizontal Alignment 
The proposed horizontal alignment will have four curves. All curves will have 

deflection angles considerably smaller then the existing alignment. Spiral transitions will 
be placed at the end of each curve. The skew of the crossing at the MRL has been 
increased slightly to facilitate this configuration. The use of large radii and spiral 
transition will make the new roadway much easier to traverse then the existing. The 
minimum radius on the proposed roadway will be 400 meters. This is well above the 
required minimum for non NHS Secondaries. 

Vertical Alignment 
The proposed vertical ali,ment significantly flattens the approach grades thereby 

allowing for the use of desirable length vertical curves. Longer approaches will increase 
the cost of the project. 

Typical Sections 
The bridge typical section will have two 3.6 meter lanes with and two 1.4 meter 



shoulders. A 1.5 meter separated sidewalk will be provided on North side of structure. 
The roadway typical section will have two 3.6 meter lanes and two 1.2 meter 

shoulders. Plant mix bituminous surfacing will be provided as designed by the Surfacing 
Design Section. 

Bridge 
A three-span continuous plate girder bridge is being considered for this site. It will 

require seismic design consideration. A 30 degree left skew will be used to reduce span 
length over MRL. Standard banier sections will be used. 

Geotechnical Considerations 
Retaining walls may be used at the abutments to shorten bridge spans and to 

satisfy MRL slope requirements. They may also be used to reduce wetland impact. 
The structure will require a Geotechnical Seismic Design. Core logs will be needed for 
bridge foundation elements and retaining walls. 

Hydraulics 
There are no natural streams on this project. A 48 inch corrugated metal pipe 

conveys an irrigation canal under the PTW West of abutment one. This canal will be 
affected by shift in horizontal alignment and may need to be realigned. 
Refer to the Location Hydraulics Study Report. 

Design Exceptions 
No design exceptions are anticipated. 

Right of Way 
New Right of Way will be required for this project. The Right of Way will be designed 
to minimum standards of 3 meters past the construction limits. Construction permits will 
be needed. Irrigation easements will be needed. 

Utilities 
There is a buried fiber optic cable along the South side of the railroad. There are aerial 
power lines along the North side of the right of way. There is a telephone pedestal next to 
the fence to the right side near abutment one. 

Railroad 
The bridge crosses over the mainline of Montana Rail Link. Only one track needs to be 
spanned. There will be no additional future tracks. MRL track clearances and slope 
requirements must be observed. MRL has aerial utility lines along the South side of their 
tracks. 

Environmental Considerations 
There are two class IIUIV wetland areas near the existing bridge. One is along the South 
side of the existing structure, and the other is West of the existing structure. The wetlands 
to the South of the structure should not be affected by the proposed project. It is likely 
WSF:msk:U: \4862\WORDS\PFR REPORT.DOC 517 



that the West wetland area will be minimally impacted by the project. It is recommended 
that the transition back to the PTW be made as quickly as possible and that associated 
slope flattening be minimized in order to avoid unnecessary impacts to these wetlands. 

An irrigation ditch, dry at the time of the field review, runs beneath the structure fill 
slopes near abutment one. It will require culvert replacement and channel realignment. 

There is evidence of marmot or gopher activity in the northeast fill slope. A game trail 
(likely whitetail deer), deer carcass and numerous scat piles were found around the 
Northeast embankment and beneath the structure. A handful of cliff swallow nests are 
attached to the bottom of the structure. It is anticipated that the proposed project will 
maintain access for the game trail and that the limited amount of swallow occupation will 
not required special attention during construction. 

Biological, historical and cultural evaluations will be completed. A categorical exclusion 
will likely be prepared for this project. 

Traffic Control 
Traffic will be maintained on the PTW while the new bridge and approach fills i re 
constructed. Traffic will then be routed onto the new roadway embankment using traffic 
gravel as needed. A minimum 6.5 meter roadway width will be provided at all times. 

Survey , 
A data collector survey in state plane coordinates is required for this project. Seethe 
attached Survey Request for specific survey requirements. 

Salvage 
MDT Maintenance wants any steel guardrail and any steel guardrail posts from the 
existing structure. Contractor will dispose all other material from existing bridge. 

Public Involvement 
A news release will be issued to the media. A public informational meeting will be held. 
No formal public hearing is required. 

Other Projects 
Safety Improvements East of Manhattan, STPHS 205-1 (24)15 will real ip Secondary 
205 between Reference Posts 14.7 and 15.7. The ready date is currently January 2005 

ReadyfLetting 
The current ready date for Structures SE Manhattan is January 2005. 

Management 
The Bridge Bureau is managing the Preconstruction phase. 





MONTANA DIVISION 

"NATIONWIDE" SECTION 4(0 EVALUATION FOR MINOR IMPACTS 
ON 

HISTORIC SITES 
EXCLUDING HISTORIC BRIDGE REPLACEMENTS 

Project # BR 205-1 (25112, (P.M.S. C# 4862) Date: January 21, 2005 

Project Name: STRS-SE OF MANHATTAN Location:/Yellowstone Trail segment, ID#24GA1572) 

Gallatin Countv 

NOTE: Any response in a box requires additional information. 
Consult the "Nationwide" Section 4 (f) Evaluation criteria. 

YES - NO - 

1. Is the 4(0 site adjacent to the existing highway? - X L i  

2. Does the proposed project require the removal or alteration of historic 
structures, and/or objects? L i  - X 

3. Does the proposed project disturb or remove archaeological resources 
which are important to preserve in-place rather than to recover? u - X 

4. Is the impact on the 4(0 site considered minor (i.e.: no effect; or 
no adverse effect)? 

5. Has the STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE (SHPO) agreed in writing 
with the assessment of impacts, and the proposed mitigation? - X u 

6. Is the proposed action under an Environmental Impact Statement (E.I.S.)? L i  - X 

7. Is the proposed project on a new location? u - X 

8. The Scope-of-Work for the proposed project is one of the following: - X 

a) Improved traffic operation; 
b) Safety improvements; 
c) 3R; 
d) Bridge replacement on essentially the same alignment; or 
e) Addition of lanes. 

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED 

1. The "do-nothing" ALTERNATIVE has been evaluated, and is not 
considered to be feasible and prudent. 



NOTE: Any response in a box requires additional information. 
Consult the "Nationwide" Section 4(fJ Evaluation criteria. 

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED (conclusion:) 

YES - 

2. An ALTERNATIVE has been evaluated on the existing alignment which 
Improves the highway without any 4(fJ impacts, and is also not considered to be 
feasible and prudent. X 

3. An ALTERNATIVE on a new location avoiding the 4(fJ site has been 
evaluated, and is not considered to be feasible and prudent. 

Descriptions of ALTERNATIVES 2. and 3. are attached.* - X 

MINIMIZATION OF HARM 

1. The proposed project includes all possible planning to minimize harm. 

2. Measures to minimize harm include the following: 

COORDINATION 

1. The proposed project has been COORDINATED with the following: 

a) SHPO (date: 1114199) 

b) ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION (ACHP, date: 1/29/99 ) 

c) Property owner (date 

d) LocallStatelFederal agencies 

List: 

County Commissioners (date: ) 

2. One of the preceding had the following comment(s) 

regarding this proposed project, andlor the mitigation: 



SUM MARY 

All required ALTERNATIVES have been evaluated and the proposed project meets all the 
criteria included in the "Nationwide Programmatic" Section 4(5) evaluation approved on 
December 23, 1986. This Proqrarrlmatic Evaluation includes all possible planning to minimize 
harm which will be incorporated in this proposed project. 

APPROVAL 

This document is submitted pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 303 and in accordance with the provisions 
of 16 U.S.C. 470f. 

d 

Tom Hansen, P.E. 
Date: / / z q / O g '  

Engineering Section Supervisor 
Envirorlmental Services 

Approved: Q h&b Date: 1 -  %3-05- 
way Administration 

"ALTERNATIVE ACCESSIBLE FORMATS OF THIS 
DOCUMENT WILL BE PROVIDED ON REQUEST." 

CC : 
Jeff Ebert, P.E. - Butte District Administrator 
Paul Ferry, P.E. - Highway Engineer 
Kent Barnes, P.E. - Bridge Engineer 
John Horton, Chief, Right-of-way Bureau 
David W. Jensen, Supervisor - Fiscal Programming Section 
File - Environmental Services 



ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED 

Project # BR 205-1 (2511 2, (P.M.S. C# 4862) Date: January 21, 2005 

Project Name: STRS-SE OF MANHATTAN Location: Yellowstone Trail Seqment, ID#24GA1572) 

Alternative 2 
Under this alternative the roadway would remain on the existing alignment and minimize impacts 
to the historic property by reduction of width, slopes, or elimination of lanes or other design 
features. 

This ALTERNATIVE has been evaluated on the existing alignment, which improves the highway 
without any 4(f)  impacts, and is also not considered to befeasible and prudent. 

The roadway will not remain on the existing alignment. The purpose of the project is to 
correct an angled approach to the crossing. This would require a change in alignment. 

Alternative 3 
Under this alternative the roadway would be shifted to avoid any impact to the 4(f) resource. 

This ALTERNATIVE on a new location avoiding the 4(f) site has been evaluated, and is not 
considered to be feasible and prudent. 

The historic property cannot be avoided because the roadway design must shift the 
alignment in order to correct the problem of insufficient sight distance. 







rn1EXDMENT 
TO 

PROGRARIIh.I.4TIC AGREEhIEKT 
.4hlOIVG 

THE FEDERAL HIGHlj'AY ADMINISTR4TION 
THE ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION 

AND 
THE MONTANA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE 

AFFECTING HISTORIC ROADS AND BRIDGES 
IN MONTANA 

WHEREAS, the Federal Highway Administration, Montana Division (FHWA), proposes to 
make Federal hnding available to the Montana Department of Transportation (MDT) for that 
agency's on-going program to construct or rehabilitate highways and bridges, and 

WHEREAS, the FHWA has determined that this federally-assisted program may have an effect 
upon a certain class of properties included in or eligible for inclusion on the National Register of 
Historic Places and has consulted with the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (Council) 
and the Montana State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) pursuant to Section 800.1 3 of the 
regulations (36 CFR Part 800) implementing Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation 
.Act (16 U.S.C. 4700; and 

UPFIEREAS, the FHWA and the MDT developed a Historic Preservation Plan regarding roads 
and bridges and that document was reviewed and accepted by FHWA, SHPO and the Council, 
and 

WHEREAS, that document did not include historic roads constructed before the creation of the 
Montana State Highway Commission in 191 3, requiring the necessity of including those 
properties under a Programmatic Agreement as specified in Part VI, Section A(S)(l)(a) of the 
MDT's Roads and Bridges Historic Preservation Plan (See Attachment 2), and 

WHEREAS, that the existing Programmatic Agreement/Historic Preservation Plan is 
supplemented by this amendment and its underlying provisions remain in effect to the extent that 
they have not beencompleted, and 

WHEREAS, the MDT participated in the consultation and has been invited to concur in this 
Programmatic Agreement; 

NOW THEREFORE, the FHWA, the Council and the Montana SHPO agree that the program 
addressed in this Programmatic Agreement shall be administered in accordance \vith the 
following stipulations to satisfy the FHWA's Section 106 responsibility for all individual 
undertakings of the program. 



Stipulations 

The FHWA will ensure that the following measures are carried out: 

1) The FHWA and MDT will implement this amendment to the Historic Roads and Bridges 
Programmatic Agreement in lieu of compliance with 36 CFR $ 9  800.4 through 800.6. 

2) The MDT will acquire a 2+ mile (10,560k linear foot) segment of the Mullan Road 
(24MN133) in Mineral County, Montana. The trail will be preserved and developed as a 
historic recreationauinterpretive trail. The MDT will provide funding toward the 
development and interpretation of the trail and obtain a conservation easement on the 
property to assure its future preservation. The interpretive plan for the trail will be 
developed in cooperation with the Montana SHPO, the Montana Department of Fish, 
Wildlife & Parks and the Salish-Kootenai Tribal Preservation Office. The Mullan Road 
se,gnent will be acquired by the MDT by June 30, 1999. 

3) The MDT will provide 513,000 to the Montana Historical Society for partial funding of a 
conference regarding the historically significant Bozeman Trail. The conference will 
encourage research into the development and use of pre-1913 roads and trails, their 
preservation and development and interpretation for the public benefit. Other funding for 
the conference will be secured from the Montana Committee for the Humanities, 
Wyoming Humanities Council, Bozeman Trail Association, Frontier Heritage Alliance 
and other private organizations. The conference will be held Juiy 28 - 3 1, 1999 (See 
Stipulation 2 above). 

33 The MDT's financial contribution to the conference will. function, along with other 
stipulations of the existing Plan, as mitigation for individual undertakings where 
se,gnents of historic pre-1913 roads and trails may be affected by MDT road and bridge 
reconstruction projects. 

53 A list of MDT projects that have the potential to affect segments of historic pre-1913 
roads and trails is attached (See Attachment 1). 

6) The MDT will provide funding for the installation o.f ten historic markers on pre- 1913 
historic roads and trails that are adjacent to Montana's primary and secondary highway 
system. The marker locations will be determined by MDT and SHPO. 

73 The MDT will continue to record and assign Smithsonian trinomial site numbers to 
segments of historic 19"' century roads and trails located within the MDT's five 
administrative districts. Where particular roads and trails segments involve features or 
historic significance on a statewide or national level, the MDT will consult with SHPO to 
develop a plan to avoid andior incorporate the property into the MDT's undertaking as 
specified in Part VI, Section 4 of the existing Roads and Bridges Historic Presenration 



8) The Council and the SHPO may monitor actisities camed out pursuant to this 
Programmatic Agreement, and the Council will revienr such acti~ities if so requested by a 
signatory to this Agreement or by a member of the public. FHWA will cooperate uith 
the Council and the SHPO in carrying out their monitorin,o and review responsibilities as 
stipulated in 36 CFR 800.13 

9)  Any party to this Programmatic Agreement may request that it be amended, whereupon 
the parties consult in accordance with 36 CFR 800.13 to consider such an amendment. 

10) Should the Montana SHPO object within sixty (60) days to any stipulation pursuant to 
this Programmatic Agreement,, the FHWA shall consult with the objecting party to 
resolve the objection. If the FHWA determines that the objection cannot-be resolved, the 
FHWA shall forward all documentation relevant to the dispute to the Council. Within 
thirty (30) days afier receipt of all pertinent documentation, the Council will either: 

1. Provide the FHWA with recommendations which it will take into account in 
reaching a final decision regarding the dispute; or 

2. Notify the FHWA that it will comment pursuant to 36 CFR § S00.6(b), and 
proceed to comment. Any Council comment provided in response to such a 
request will be taken into account by the FHU'A in accordance with 36 CFR § 
S00.6(~)(2) with reference only td the subject of the dispute; the FHWA's 
responsibility to carry out all actions under this Programmatic Agreement that are 
not subjects of the dispute will remain unchanged. 

11) Ln the event that the FHWA does not carry out the terms of this Programmatic 
Agreement, the FHWA will comply with 36 CFR Sections 800.4 through 800.6 with 
regard to individual undertakings covered by this Programmatic Agreement. 

Execution and implementation of this Programmatic -4greement evidences that the FHWA has 
satisfied its Section 106 responsibilities for all individual undertakings of the program. 

ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION 

By: Date: //Z?(Y 
MONTANA DIVIS ADMINISTFUTION 

By: Date: /# z/ -  y y  



MONTANA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER 

CONCUR 

MONTANA DEPARTMENT OF TR4NSPORTATION 

~g\;~\-,<~d Date: 1 I y % 7 By: i '1 



rervlng you wlthprlde 

Montana 

County GALLATIN 

February 7,2005 

270 1 Prospect Avenue 
PO Box 20 I00 I 

Helena MT 59620- 100 1 

Jim Lynch, Director 
Brian Schweitzer, Governor 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Subject: Cooperating Agency Environmental Documentation 

As a Cooperating Agency under the provisions of 23 CFR 771.111 the Montana 
Department of Transportation (MDT) is providing you a copy of this project's 
environmental documentation. 

This environmental documentation complies with the provisions of 23 CFR 771.11 7(a) 
and (d) for categorically excluding this proposed project from further National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) (42 U.S.C. 4321, et seq.) documentation 
requirements. The attached also complies with the provisions of 75-1-103 and 75-1-201, 
MCA (see ARM 18.2.237 and 18.2.261, MEPA "Actions that qualify for a Categorical 
Exclusion" as applicable to the MDT). 

If you have any questions concerning the attached environmental documentation please 
call the MDT Environmental Services Division at (406) 444-7228. 

Sincerely, 

~ n g i n e e r i n ~ ~ u r e a u  Chief 
Environmental Services Division 

S:\ADMIN\48-GEN-CORRESP\MAILINGS\COOP AGENCY LTR.DOC\DR205-1(25)12-STRS-SE-MANHATTAN_CN4862 

Attachment 

Environmental Services Unit 
Phone: (406) 444-7228 
Fax: (406) 444-7245 

An Equal Opportunity Employer Web Page: www.mdt.state.mt.us 
Road Repori: (800) 226-7623 

T N :  (800) 335-7592 




