
DNRC. Trust Land Management Division
CHECKLIST ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

I. TYPE AND PURPOSE OF ACTION

Dave Homing proposes to obtain an easement for a road to access private property. The proposat
would involve State land in section 16 T.11N. R.a /. near Dana's Point northeast of Helena Montana.The
easement would utilize an existing road with some minor realignment and extension of approximately 200'to
reach the land of the

Project Name:
Proposed
lmplementation Date:
Proponent:
Location:
Gounty:

Homing ROW

Spring 2006
Dave Homing
Sestion 16 T.11N. R.atV.
Lewis & Clark

II. PROJECT DEVELOPMENT

1. PUBLTC TNVOLVEMENT, AGENC|ES, cROUpS OR |NDIVIDUALS GONTACTED:
Provide a bief chronology of the scoping and ongoing involvement for this projed.

The state's lessee and adjacent homeowne/s association were contacted.

2."'1iIGoVERNMENTALAGENclEsW|THJUR|sD|cT|oN,',"'ffiffiffi.m

3. ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED:

!. lssuing the easement as proposed.
2. Not issuing the easement
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III. IMPACTS ON THE PHYSICAL ET{VRONMENT
o RESOURCES pdentially impacted are listed on theform, followed by commonissues that would be considered.c Explain POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND MITIGAflONS following each resource heading.t Enter'NONE lf no impacts are identified orthe resource is not present.

4, GEOLOGY AND SOIL QUALtft STABILITY AND MOISTURE:
Consider the prasence of fragile, compadable or unstable soils. tdentify unusual geologic features. Spectty any spcial
reclamation considerations. ldentify any cumulative impacts fo so/s.

None. The majority of the easement would be located on an existing road. Some minor reconstruction
would be done to improve grade and alignment and the existing road would be extended for appmximately 200'
to the property line. The area involved in new construction has been previously mined hydraulically in the early
part of the c€ntury. The proposed grade and alignment would limit washino and drainase problems.

5. WATER QUALIW, QUANTITYAND DISTRIBUTION:
ldentity lmportant surtace or groundvtater resources. Consider the pdentiat for violation of ambient wder quality
standards, drin4ng water maximum contaminant levels, or degradation of water quatity. ldenttfy cumulative effeds to
wder resources.

None. No surface water resources are on the tract and no ground water impacts are
expected.



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

None. No class 1 zones would be impacted. A minor amount of dust could be expected during
construction but the small nature of the project would limit impacl.

7. VEGETATION COVER, QUANTIW AND QUALITY:
Wrat changes would the adion cause fo vegetative communities? Consider rare ptants or aver types that would be
affected. ldentify cumulative etreds to vegetation.

None. No rare plants or cover types were observed on the area involved. The entire easement area has
been previously disturbed. Some minimal disturbance would occur but reseeding would minimize impact.

8. TERRESTRIAL, AVIAN AND AQUATIG LIFE AND HABITATS:
Consider substantial habitat values and use of the area by wildlife, birds or fish. ldenttfy cumulative effecls to frsh and
wildlife.

None. Mule deer frequent the area however the small size of the project would limit any impact.

9. UNIQUE, ENDANGERED, FRAGILE OR LIMITED ETWIRONMENTAL RESOURCES:
Cgltsider any federally listed threatened or endangered species or habitat identified in the project area. Determine
effecfs to wetlands. Consider Sensfffue Speoes or Speclbs of speciat conem. ldentify cumulative effeds fo fhese
specrbs and their habitat.

None. Some Bald Eagle use is present in the general area. No nest sites were observed during an on
site inspection. No impacts are expected.

'0. 
HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES:
ldenttty and ddermine effeds to histoical, archaeological or paleontological resoures.

None. No sites are listed and no resourc€s were observed.

1I. AESTHETICS:
De-termine if the proiact is located on a pominent topographic teature, or may be visible from poputated orsoenjc areas.
What level of noise, light or visual changa woutd be produced? tdentfi cumitative etreds to'aestnetics.

None. Tenain and the location limit the visibility of the project from the lake and adjacent pfivate land. A
small portion of the project would be visible from Dana Point road at the jundion.

12. DEMANDS ON ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES OF LAND, WATER, AIR OR ENERGY:
Determine the amount of limited resourcos tha projed woutd require. ldentify other adivities nearby that the project
would atred. ldentify cumulative effeds to anvironmenta! resources.

None. The small scope of the projed limits any impacts.

13. OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS PERTINENT TO THE AREA:
Lis.t other studies, plans or projects on this tract. Determine cumulative impacts tikely to oeaur as a resuft of cunent
private, state or faderal adions in the analysis area, and from future proposed state adions in the analysis area that are
under MEPA review (scoped) or pennitting raview by any state agency.

None. The trad is cunently leased for grazing. The grazing lessee is proposing to eventually fence the
area. involved in the proposed projec't. lmpac'ts would be mitigated by requifing the proponent to install gates in
fencing to reduce conflict.



IV. IMPACTS ON THE HUMAN POPULATION
RESOURCES potentially impacted ara listed on the form, followed by common rssues that would be considered.
Explain POTENTIAL lMPAcrs AND MlrlcArloNs foilowing each rcsource heading.

a

a

a E1!ey "NONE lf no impacts are identified or the rcsource is not present.

14. HUMAN HEALTH AND SAFEW:
ldentify any heafth and safety risks posed by the projed.

None.

'5. 
INDUSTRIAL, COMMERCIAL AND AGRICULTURE ACTIVITTES AND PRODUCTION:
ldentify how the project would add to or after thesa activities.

None.

16. QUANTIWAND DISTRIBUTION OF EMPLOYMENT:
Estimate the number of iobs the proied would qeata, move or eliminate. tdentify cumulative effacts to the employmant
market.

None.

'7. 
LOCAL AND STATE TAX BASE AND TAX REVENUES:
Estimata tatt revenuethe projectwould create or etiminate. ldentify umulative affeds totaxes and revenue.

None.

lE. DEMAND FOR GOVERNMENT SERVICES:
Estimate increases i1 traffic and changes to traffic pafterns. What changes would be needed to fire prdedion, potice,
schoo/s, etc.? ldantlty cumulative effects of this and other projects on govemmenf servbes

None. The small scale of the projeci would limit impact.

19. LOCALLYADOPTED ENVIRONMENTAL PI"ANS AND GOALS:
lj.s.t Std9, County, City, USFS, BLM, Tibal, and other zoning or management plans, and identify how thay would affect
this projecl.

None.

20. ACCESS TO AND QUALITY OF RECREATIONAL AND WILDERNESS ACTIVITTES:
ldelttfy any wilderness or recreational areas nearby or access roufes through this trad. Determine the effeds of the
proieet on recreationd potantial within the trad. ldentify umulative etrectslo recraational and wilderness activities.

None. The tract is cunently accessible from the Dana point rd.

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

None.



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

None.

23. CULTURAL UNIQUENESS AND DIVERSIW:
How would the action afied any unique quality otthe area?

None.

24. OTHER APPROPRIATE SOCIAL ANO ECONOMIC CIRCUMSTANCES;
Estimate the return to the trust. lnclude appropriate economic analysis. ldantify potentiat future uses for the analysis
area otherthan axisting management. ldentify cumulative economic and sociat effeds likel to occur as a result of the
proposed action.

Return to the trust would be $650.00/a. perthe fee schedule. No impacts are expected.
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V. FINDING

25. ALTERNATIVE SELEGTED:

Discussions initializing this request began approximately at the time that our internal moratodum was plaoed on
the acceptance of easement applications. The proponent is aware that the policy on easements is under
culrent review, and that his application will need to comply with the new policy once set by the Land Board. The
project has been reviewed and would meet the previous policy conditions for issuance, as well as the cunent
draft policy which is under review. To facilitate construction in a timely manner, coordinated with the
construstion on the adjacent private land, the proponent has requested and applied for a Land Use License for
construction. This action would occur on the same route. A license provision requiring obliteration of the route,
should policy change render issuance of the easement unacceptable, will be included.

I have selectgd the q[qnative to issue the LUL, and recommend the issuance of the easement.
26. SIGNIFICANCE OF POTENTIAL IMPACTS:

Easement stipulations will timit potentialimpacts. In addition to standad stipulations a special stipulation
to address potential conflict with the cunent grazing use will be included; Grantee will be responsible to provide,
install and maintain gates acceptable to the grazing lessee at ingress and egress points on the State land
involved.

27. NEED FOR FURTHER EI{\'IRONMENTAL ANALYSIS:

l-_l ers t] More Detailed EA E No FurtherAnalysis

Signature: /S/ DanelJ. Bakken Date: 4l28l200o




