DS- 252

CHECKLIST ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Project Name: Land Breaking of crested
wheatgrass/smooth brome grass conservation
reserve program acreage for conversion to
dryland agriculture. State of Montana
Lease Number 4016.

Proposed Implementation Date: Spring 2012

Proponent: Randy J. Cromwell, 90 Shannon Creek Rd,

Scobey, Montana 59263

or pulse crop production.

Type and Purpose of Action: Surface lessees, Randy J. Cromwell has made a written
request for breaking of tame grass/alfalfa on former conservation reserve program
acreage to the Glasgow Unit Office of the Department of Natural Resources &
Conservation. The surface lessee has requested permission to break an estimated 239.4
acres of crested wheatgrass/smooth brome grass formerly enrolled in the conservation
reserve program. The Tand breaking would be a conversion from present use of tame grass
to dryland agriculture for the purpose of growing small grain or pulse crops. The
acreage would be reclassified from dryland hay to dryland agriculture for small grain

Location: NW4, N2SW4, Section 13 Township
37 North Range 47 East

County: Daniels

I. PROJECT DEVELOPMENT

1. PUBLI C | NVOLVEMENT, AGENCIES, GROUPS OR
I NDI VI DUALS CONTACTED: Provide a brief
chronol ogy of the scoping and ongoi ng
i nvol venent for this project.

Randy J. Crommel | the surface | essee has nade a
request to break 239.4 acres (nore or |ess) of
crested wheatgrass/snooth bronme fornerly
conservation reserve program acreage on State

| and Lease Nunber 239.4. The request was sent to
the Departnent of Natural Resources and
Conservation, G asgow Unit Office for review
and eval uation. The request will be revi ewed
per Departnent of Natural Resources and
Conservation | and breaking criteria for al

| ands ot her than native sod. The G asgow Unit

O fice contacted the foll owi ng gover nnent
agency for comments: Mntana Fish WIdlife and
Par ks, Region 6.

2. OTHER GOVERNMENTAL ACGENCI ES W TH
JURI SDI CTI ON, LI ST OF PERM TS NEEDED:

The ot her governnent agencies that may have
jurisdiction for this project are the United
States Departnent of Agriculture, Farm Service
Agency and United States Departnent of

Agricul ture, Departnent of Natural Resources
and Conservation Service.

3. ALTERNATI VES CONSI DERED:

No Action Alternative: Deny permission to the
surface | essee to break 239.4 acres of fornmer
tame grass acreage. Under the no action
alternative this acreage would be classified as
dryl and hay production.

Action Alternative: Gant permission to the
surface | essee to break 239.4 acres of tane




grass acreage. The new | and use w |l
agriculture to produce snall
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I'l. 1 MPACTS ON THE PHYSI CAL ENVI RONVENT

RESOURCE

POTENTI AL | MPACTS

GEOLOGY AND SO L QUALITY, STABILITY AND
MO STURE: Are fragile, conpactible or
unstabl e soils present? Are there unusual
geol ogic features? Are there special
recl amati on consi derations?

remai n nue
gme ?rre 9r SS ve ? area WI Il
}Jﬁ 0 oéuce v |on

’\lo ActiP[l AlternaH1e SaThe 88I|S oln the State
anl ng vest oc graz

Action Alternative: This type of project wll

i mpact the soils that are currently producing
tame grass/alfalfa vegetation. The soils will
be broken up for the purpose of producing
dryland smal|l grain and pul se crops. The soil
type that will be broken for dryl and
agriculture is: Wlliams clay loam 2 to 8%

sl opes. The Wllians clay loamis suitable for
dryland agriculture. This soil type has
noderate hazards to wind and water erosion.

Wl liams-Zahill clay loam 2 to 8% sl ope. The
W liams-Zahill loamis suitable for dryland
agriculture. This soil type has noderate
hazards of water and wind erosion. The |essee
will mitigate inpacts for the hazards of wind
and water erosion. Through managenent practices
such as continuous cropping and cheni cal
fallow. The onsite inspection of this tract
showed no salinity present in the topsoil
profile. The 239.4 acres requested for breaking
will maintain current soil qualities and soil
stability under dryland agricul ture managenent.

Mtigation: There will be areas of tract that
wi || be flagged by Departnental personnel and
left in permanent vegetative cover. The surface
| essee plans to continuous crop or chenical
fallow this acreage. The annual standing
stubble will mitigate any type of soil |oss
fromw nd or water erosion...

5.

WATER QUALI TY, QUANTITY AND DI STRI BUTI ON:
Are inportant surface or groundwater
resources present? |s there potential for
viol ati on of anbient water quality
st andards, drinking water nmaxi mum
contam nant |evels, or degradation of water
quality?

piadel, BReELhElarl e MBS ML SbbeEgcthee
y. T d

n
dng?r? f er qugrmpy quantlty an

Action Alternative: The project wll
surface | essee to expand his dryl and
agriculture small grain and pul se crop
production. The | and breaking for small grain
and pul se crops will not use water resources,
other than the water associated with the
topsoi |l from annual precipitation.

all ow t he

AR QUALITY: WII pollutants or
particul ate be produced? |s the project
i nfluenced by air quality regul ations or

No Action Alternative: No inmpacts will occur to

air quality under this alternative.
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zones (Class | airshed)?

Action Alternative: The breaking of the tane
grass acreage for dryland agriculture purposes
will have no inpacts to the air quality of the
State | and.

VEGETATI ON COVER, QUANTI TY AND QUALI TY:
W11l vegetative comunities be pernmanently
altered? Are any rare plants or cover
types present?

[\lﬂAction AI[ernatlve [1 { this al%erna”ve
e currep ane grass pla community w
remain intac
Action Alternative: The breaking of the tane
grass plant community will permanently destroy
the current plant community on the project
area. The tame grass community consisting of
crested wheatgrass/snooth brone grass. The
former conservation reserve program acreage
contains no known rare plant species. This

pl ant comunity is currently tame

grass/al fal fa.

TERRESTRI AL, AVI AN AND AQUATI C LI FE AND
HABI TATS: |s there substantial use of the
area by inportant wildlife, birds or fish?

N0, 061 HPBg Al Phnat 4% EPeshoBl bRt bYRREmi 1y
remain in t

Action Alternative: This type of activity wll
disturb the habitat types on the State |and.
The area of inpact is a crested

wheat grass/ snooth bronme plant comunity. This
type of tane grass plant comunity has linited
habi tat resources. There will be m ninal

i mpacts to the wildlife and upland bird
resources associated with the State |and. There
will be sone areas of tract that will continue
to produce a tane grass plant community. The
remai ning tame grass plant comunity wll

provi de sone habitat resources for song birds,
upl and gane birds, waterfow, and whitetail
deer. Montana Fish Wldlife and Parks were
asked for their conmments concerning this
proposal . Montana Fish WIdlife and Parks
comments are as follows: | amwiting to
coment on the request to break 239.4 acres of
formerly enrolled Conservation Reserve Program
acreage on DNRC | and in Daniels County. After a
review of this lease location, it is clear that
this stand of CRP is older and has a pl ant
community that is highly dom nated by brone
grass. MFWP i s not opposed to breaking the
described lands for small grain production and
appreci ates the reassurance that all
environnental |y sensitive drainages will be
left in permanent vegetation. MRW is aware of
the difficulty that | andowners are havi ng when
trying to re-enroll their CRP particularly
given the habitat that these fields can provide
for nesting waterfow , songbirds and upl and
birds, as well as many other snmall nmammal,
anphi bi an, and reptile species. Through our

Upl and Gane Bird Habi tat Enhancenent Program
MFWP wi || be offering a cost sharing
opportunity in the formof a “Seed Cost Share”
for those that plan to enroll in CRP with a

hi gher conservation practice seed m x, such as
a CP25. By default, a CP25 practice will gain
nore EBI points needed to qualify for CRP, but
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can be nore expensive; hopefully this cost
share opportunity will help off-set those

addi tional costs. As you know, CRP that has
been newly planted to formerly cropped fields
can be sone of the nost productive stands. If
you know of | essees who would be interested in
such an opportunity, please feel free to direct
themto contact our regional office in @ asgow
or our Upland Gane Bird Habitat Biologist, Ryan
Wl liamson at 406-895-2468. Thank you for the
opportunity of comment on this matter. Mark

Sul l'ivan, Region 6 WIdlife Manager.

9.

UNI QUE, ENDANGERED, FRAG LE OR LI M TED
ENVI RONVENTAL RESOURCES: Are any federally
listed threatened or endangered species or
identified habitat present? Any wetlands?

Sensi tive Species or Species of specia
concern?

?rnative

Act t tive: Und
MRePStUPT Apbenaatiue el Lt s, 2t 2

| t
en
FnV|ronnenta resources o Ss
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Action Alternative: The project area contains
no known uni que, endangered, fragile or limted
envi ronnment al resources. The project area
consists of flat to gently rolling terrain,

wi th crested wheatgrass/snooth brone grass
vegetation. All drainages will be left intact
for water runoff erosion control

10.

H STORI CAL AND ARCHAECLOQ CAL SITES: Are
any historical, archaeol ogical or
pal eont ol ogi cal resources present?

wo Ac thon Alt Patlve The proj f ?a has no
I st { grchaeo og ca es and

eXIS ing s us woul d remai

Action Alternative: There are no known

hi storical or archaeol ogical sites on the

project area that will be inpacted. The project

area was inspected by Dan Dobl er, Land Use

Speci ali st fromthe Mntana Departnent of

Nat ural Resources and Conservation, Qd asgow

Unit Office for archaeol ogical, historical and

pal eont ol ogi cal resources. There were no

hi storical or archaeol ogical sites identified

during the on-site inspection.

11.

AESTHETICS: |s the project on a proninent
t opographic feature? WII it be visible
from popul ated or scenic areas? WII there
be excessive noise or light?

ac%loPhAltern 4 ye: u o a ﬁePP
ues SSOC{“?ed ?ﬁ {he SE ?e F under
|s al terna
Action Alternative: The project site is |ocated
inarural area and is not visible to the
general public froma county road. The project
will have no inpacts to the aesthetic val ues
associated with the State land involved with
this project or other surrounding |ands. The
aesthetic values of this area for the nost part
are dryl and agricul ture producing snmall grain
and pul se crops. There are scattered tane
grass/native rangel ands and conservation
reserve programacreage in the vicinity of the
project site.

12.

DEMANDS ON ENVI RONMVENTAL RESOURCES OF
LAND, WATER, AIR OR ENERGY: WII the
project use resources that are linmted in
the area? Are there other activities
nearby that will affect the project?

No Action Alterpatlve There M be npo demapds
on environnental  resources ﬁf Fg %er arr
or energy occurring under this altféernative.
Action Alternative: The project will place no
demands on environnental resources of |and,
water, air or energy. The nearby activities
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occurring on surrounding |lands are the tillage
of dryland agriculture acreage for the
production of small grain and pul se crops.
There are sone scattered areas where |ivestock
grazi ng occurs.

13.

OTHER ENVI RONVENTAL DOCUMENTS PERTI NENT TO
THE AREA: Are there other studies, plans or
projects on this tract?

Action AI ernatlve Under this alterpative
ere woul d hgn es ﬁ X|stin P PS
g}gf EbsgBOJeCts rvat on nan hgve

occurrlng on [ﬁ S?a?e 3. y

Action Alternative: The breaking of the tane
grass vegetation will not inpact other projects
or plans that the Departnent of Natura
Resources and Conservati on may have occurring
on this tract of State |and.

[11.  1MPACTS ON THE HUVAN POPULATI ON

RESOURCE

POTENTI AL | MPACTS AND M TI GATI ON MEASURES

14.

HUVAN HEALTH AND SAFETY: WII this
project add to health and safety risks in
the area?

Act t
safetylPPsﬁg ern
Action Alternative: The breaking of tane grass
vegetation for dryland small grain or pul se
crop production has m nimal human health or
safety risks.

tive: h al t
d occur unger tn?s arteratlve

15.

| NDUSTRI AL, COMMERCI AL AND AGRI CULTURAL
ACTI VI TIES AND PRODUCTION:  WI I the
project add to or alter these activities?

Pﬁ Actlop ternatjve: Under this alter tlve
?IVI I e no changes to current agriculture
Action Alternative: The project will enhance

the surface |l essee’s ability to produce snal
grain and pul se crops on his State | and | ease.
The production of dryland small grain and pul se
crops will also enhance the revenue generated
for the School Trust.

- Act Al't ;T ill b t
16.  CLANTI TY AND DI STRI BUTI CN CF EMPLOYMENT: 0 QGahlt s BRG"a SYFi bdlPon &' enpPoyenfPacts
WI1l the project create, nove or elimnate
jobs? If so, estimated nunber. Action Alternative: The project will not inpact
the quantity and distribution of enploynent.
The | and breaking will be acconplished by the
surface | essee or his designated hired | abor
force.
17. LOCAL AND STATE TAX BASE AND TAX No Acti ?n Alternative: and state tax
I
REVENUES: WII| the project create or ?g g eﬁﬁgt[sgenues wou d ge |npac? 8 under
A o
elimnate tax revenuer Action Alternative: The project will have no
i mpacts on the local or state tax base.
18, DEMAND FOR GOVERMVENT SERVI CES: W | Rerl Ll Abbehaokbighat Pl LOVE AhbRlmati ve

subst anti al
roads? WII
protection,
needed?

traffic be added to existing
ot her services (fire
police, schools, etc) be

servi ces.

Action Alternative: The project wll
demands for governnment services.

pl ace no




19. LOCALLY ADCPTED ENVI RONVENTAL PLANS AND
GOALS: Are there State, County, Cty,
USFS, BLM Tribal, etc. zoning or
managenent plans in effect?

No Action Alternative: No inmpacts woul d occur
to the locally adopted environmental plans or
goal s under this alternative.

Action Alternative; The project will not inpact
| ocal | y adopted environnental plans and goals.
The United States Departnment of Agriculture
agenci es (Farm Servi ce Agency, Natural

Resources and Conservation Service) will review
this [ and breaking request by our |essee. The
witer of this docunent envisions that they

wi || approve of the |and breaking request with
there specific managerrent pI an of operation.

20. ACCESS TO AND QUALITY OF RECREATI ONAL AND
W LDERNESS ACTIVITIES: Are wilderness or
recreational areas nearby or accessed
through this tract? |s there recreational
potential within the tract?

LB, EEREE Pt cor LY gL, R L b oo

ernative.
Action Alternative:
m ni mal recreational values (upland bird
hunting) in its current status. The |and
breaki ng project will have miniml inpacts to
the recreational values associated with this
tract of state land. There will be no inpacts
to recreational values on other bordering

The project area has

| ands.
21.  DENSI TY AND DI STRI BUTI ON OF POPULATI ON AND | No Ac terE F tng ts will ocgur to
HOUSING WII the project add to the gﬂgln un er |s a 8Png gpulation ana
i i iti i ng?
popul ation and require additional housing? Action Alternative: The project will not inpact
the density and distribution of the popul ation
and housing on this rural area.
22. SOCI AL STRUCTURES AND MORES: |s sone

di sruption of native or traditional
lifestyles or conmunities possible?

ction At tiv i cts will occ to
nat fA\ve r tr ? |a0 aF IWesWEes or commnlu[i es
under t Is alterna .

Action Alternative: The project will not
the social structures of the | ocal

i mpact
communi ti es.

23.  CULTURAL UNI QUENESS AND DI VERSI TY: W I
the action cause a shift in sonme unique
quality of the area?

Act j terpative: No ingacts ill occur to
e cu' rura uni queness and diversity under
Is alternative.

Action Alternative:
the cul tural

The project will not inpact
uni queness and diversity of the

State | and.
24. OTHER APPROPRI ATE SOCI AL AND ECONOM C [\JE Act i Or ternati Under this. alternative
Cl RCUVBTANCES: af Cwdl dAléccu B “econom 8 1 mpact s

Action Alternative: The cumul ative affects of
this project provides econonic benefit to the
surface | essee and the Departnent of Natural
Resources and Conservation School Trust Fund.
The dryland agriculture acreage on the State
land will increase | essee’s annual revenue from
his State | and | ease hol di ngs. The Depart nent

of Natural Resources will see additional

revenue generated fromthis tract of State | and
for the School Trust.




EA Checkl i st Prepared By: \ S\

Dat e:

Randy Dirkson

Land Use Speci ali st

Iv.

FINDING

25.

ALTERNATIVE SELECTED:

No Action Alternative: The no action
alternative; was not selected by the 3 asgow
Unit OFfice, Unit Manager.

Action Alternative: Grant witten pernission to
surface |l essee Randy J. Crowell to break and
estimated 239.4 acres nore or |ess of crested
wheat grass/ snoot h brone grass vegetation
located on this tract of State Iand. The 239.4
acres will then be converted to dryl and
agriculture for small grain and pul se crop
production. The total anmpunt of acreage will be
determined after areas are flagged that will

not be broken for dryland agricultural

producti on.

26.

SIGNIFICANCE OF POTENTIAL IMPACTS:

Action Alternative: The project will enhance the natural
resources capabilities to produce dryland small grain and pulse
crops on the State land. The land breaking project will increase
revenue for the surface lessee and the State of Montana School
Trust.

27.

Need for Further Environmental Analysis:

[ 1 EIS [ ] More Detailed EA

[ X] No Further Analysis

EA Checklist Approved By:

R. Hoyt Richards,

Glasgow Unit Manager, NELO

Name

/s/

Title

4-4-12 Date:

Signature




