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'::11\ OF MONTANA 

June 18, 1975 

JUN 2 0 1975 

F-19l (15) 
Elmo - Rollins 

F-19l (30) 
Flathead County Line So. 

Environmental Quality Council [NV/; 
'. QUALITY Director 

P. O. Box 215 Capitol Post Office 
Helena, Montana 59601 

c 

Gentlemen: 

Transmitted herewith for your review and comment are two copies of 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the subject project. 

According to the rules governing the distribution of draft statements, 
at least 45 days must be allowed for the submittal of comments. Therefore, 
any comments on this Draft Environmental Impact Statement should be submitted 
on or before August 8, 1975. All comments should be sent to the following 
address: 

32-SCK:KFS:GLL:mg 
Attachments 

cc: K. F. Skoog 

Mr. H. J. Anderson, Director of Highways 
Montana Department of Highways 
Helena, Montana 59601 
Attention: Preconstruction Bureau 

Very truly yours, 

H. J. ANDERSON 
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS 

By~~~~/ ::5Pv-Siep en 'KOlogl, ~E., Chief 
Preconstruction Bureau 

:1CC..JqC,~ \, U'"" Lf'!()V!CH\ >~ 1/\ Ptv!!,,\j 
>-,c_ '_~ i'.j/\ 
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SlM1ARY SHEET 

I. TIPE OF ACTION 

eX) Administrative 
eX) Draft 
eX) Environmental Statement 
() Combination Environmental/Section 4 (f) Statement 
e) Legislative 
e) Final 

II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

III. 

The projects covered by this Environmental Statement will involve 
the reconstruction of approximately 13.0 miles of U. S. Highway 93 on 
the west side of Flathead Lake between Polson and Kalispell. The Elmo­
Rollins project, F 191 (15), which is the southernmost project, starts 
about 2.5 miles northeast of the small community of Elmo, proceeds 
northeasterly for approximately 5.5 miles and ends northeast of Dayton. 
The Flathead County Line - South project begins at the end of the Elmo­
Rollins project and proceeds northerly for about 7.5 miles to end at a 
point about 1 mile south of the Flathead - Lake County Line. 

The exact alignment that will be followed is unknown at this time 
as various alternate alignments are being considered for each project. 

A 44-foot wide paved highway with two-12 foot driving lanes and 
IO-foot shoulders will be provided. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

The major impact of these projects will be the provision of a safe 
and efficient highway facility to replace the narrow, dangerous roadway 
that now exists. 

Further subdivision in the project area may occur as a result of the 
improved access. Also, the land that has already been subdivided may be­
come more appealing to the public and easier to sell. 

Some displacement of homes and businesses will be necessary, however, 
the number will depend on which alternate alignment is finally chosen. New 
right-of-way, including agricultural. land, subdivided land, and private 
forested land will have to be purchased. The amount needed will again depend 
on which alternate alignment is selected. 
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Any changes from the existing alignment could reduce the exposure 
and accessibility of adjacent businesses and possibly reduce their volume 
of business. 

Several archaeological sites may be affected. 

A new bridge will be built across Dayton Creek and the existing bridge 
may possibly have to be removed. This may cause some temporary water pol­
lution. No significant impacts on air quality are expected. Depending on 
'which alignment is chosen, noise levels in some areas could exceed the al­
lowable. 

No significant impact on fish, wildlife, or waterfowl is expected. 

The construction process will disrupt the area and necessitate detours, 
traffic delays, etc. 

The projects will result in the expenditure of several million dollars 
and construction will consume about 670,000 gallons of oil based products. 

IV. ALTERNATES 

I 
I 
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I 
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Seven alternate alignments are under consideration for the Elmo-Rollins I 
project. These vary in length from 5.37 miles to 6.37 miles. Estimated costs 
range from $2,300,000 to $2,900,000. Between the beginning of the project 
and Dayton, all of the alternates, except No. 7 which follows the present I 
highway, are located to the north and west of the existing highway with 
Alternates 5 and 6 being the farthest to the west. All except 5 and 6 pass 
through the small conummity of Dayton. From a point just east of Dayton to 
the end of the project, all of the alternates are on the same alignment and I 
essentially follow the existing highway. 

Three alternate alignments are under consideration for the Flathead County I 
Line-South projett. They vary in length from 7.56 miles to 7.73 miles and costs 
range from $3,100,000 to $4,100,000. One alternate essentially follows the 
present highway with the other 2 located generally to the west and north. Near I 
the end of the project one alternate shifts to the east of the present highway. 
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DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT 

I. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECTS AND THEIR SURROUNDINGS 

A. Location - The two subject projects are located in the north­

western portion of Lake County in northwestern Montana. They will 

involve the reconstruction of approximately 13.0 miles of U. S. 

Highway 93 on the west side of Flathead Lake between Polson and 

Kalispell. The attached maps (see exhibit section) show the lo­

cation of the projects with respect to the entire State, Flathead 

Lake, Polson, Kalispell, and other small communities in the area. 

The projects are within the north U. S. Highway 93 regional 

corridor which stretches from Missoula to the Canadian Line and 

passes through the counties of Missoula, Lake, Flathead and Lincoln. 

The south corridor covers the portion of U. S. 93 from Missoula to 

the Idaho Line. The city of Missoula is located 84 miles to the south 

of the projects and Kalispell about 30 miles to the north. 

The Elmo-Rollins project, F19l (15), which is the southernmost 

project of the two, starts about 2.5 miles northeast of the small 

community of Elmo at the end of a section of highway that was built 

in 1962. This point of beginning is also about 2 miles northeast of 

the U. S. 93 - State Highway 28 junction. From there, the project 

proceeds generally in a northeasterly direction for approximately 5.5 

miles and ends about 2.3 miles northeast of Dayton. Seven alternate 

alignments are being considered through this area and they are described 

in detail in the alternates section of this statement. 
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The Flathead County Line-South project, F19l (30), begins at the 

end of the Elmo-Rollins project and proceeds northerly for about 7.S 

miles to a point about 1 mile south of the Flathead-Lake County line. 

Three different alternate alignments are being considered on this pro­

ject and they are also discussed in the alternates section of this 

statement. 

B. Purpose - U. S. Highway 93 is a major north-south route across 

western Montana. It begins at the Idaho border and extends northerly 

to the Canadian border, passing through Missoula and Kalispell, both 

of which are major cities in Montana. Since it is a major route, it 

carries a considerable amount of traffic (refer to item I-D), especially 

between Missoula and Kalispell. 

U. S. 93 south of the Elmo-Rollins project and north of the Flathead 

County Line-South project has been rebuilt within the last fifteen (15) 

years and is a good highway. However, the existing highway within the 

project limits is very old and has a pavement width ranging from 22 feet 

to 24 feet. Much of the alignment is very poor and has numerous sharp 

and dangerous curves. Data from our 1973 sufficiency rating for this 

seption of primary highway is as follows: 

1) Foundation - maximum of 10 - rated at 0 

2) Surface - maximlDll of 30 - rated at 8 

3) Drainage - maximum of 10 - rated at 4 

4) Safety - maximtml 0 f 20 - rated at 1 

5) Capacity - maximum of 30 - rated at 21 

The above ratings are very low for this type of maj or, primary highway 

and indicate that an improved highway is needed. 
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Therefore, the basic purpose of these two projects is to provide 

a new, improved, wider, and safer highway to serve the traveling public. 

C. History - The existing highway from north of Elmo to the Flathead -

Lake County line was built in 1932 and 1933 by the Montana Highway Depart­

ment. Some improvement work has been done from time to time since it was 

originally built. 

The highway has now been in continuous service for over 40 years and 

is in dire need of reconstruction. The possibility of rebuilding the Elmo­

Rollins project was considered as far back as 1955 when the original survey 

for the project was made. Subsequent to that, design was started and by 

about 1964, the design was essentially complete and a considerable portion 

of the right-of-way had been acquired. However, because of higher priorities 

and the limited amount of funds, it became apparent that the project could 

not be let to contract for many years and work was therefore stopped. In 

1968, the project was again brought back to life but by then design standards 

and methods and approval procedures had changed and become more complex. So 

design work started again with the intention of maximum utilization of the 

previous survey, design, and right-of-way that had already been purchased. 

By 1971,/ t he project was once again back in right-of-way status and right­

of-way appraisals were started. It soon became apparent that it was going 

to be very difficult to purchase the necessary right-of-way. There were 

numerous landowners in the vicinity of the project objecting to the alignment 

and wanting it shifted further west. Also, numerous subdivisions were platted 

which went right across the proposed centerline. Therefore, since it appeared 

that the problems were becoming almost insurmountable, the Montana Highway 

Commission on March 27, 1972, agreed to the undertaking of a complete re­

evaluation of the location and design of the project. Since then, several 
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alternate alignments have been selected for further review and work is 

proceeding on the necessary location studies. 

Approval to proceed with the preliminary engineering phase of the 

Flathead County Line-South Project was received in January, 1969. Since 

that time, various alternate alignments have been selected and work on 

the necessary location studies is underway. 

Since the two projects were at similar stages of development and 

involved the same type of work, it was decided that the location studies, 

environmental statement, and other necessary work would be done together. 

D. Traffic - The present average daily traffic on the two projects amounts 

to 1360 vehicles per day. Of this, approximately 13.3% is trucks. If pickups 

are considered to be trucks, then the total percentage of trucks would be 

35.1%. 

The design year traffic, which is the traffic expected 20 years after 

the project is let to contract, is expected to reach 3100 vehicles per day. 

The projects are being designed to adequately carry the traffic that is 

expected in the design year. 

E. Scope of Work - The work to be performed on the two projects will con­

sist of complete reconstruction of the existing highway to a new, up-to-date 

standard. A 44-foot wide paved highway with two l2-foot driving lanes and 

10-foot shoulders will be provided. 

The exact alignment that will be followed has not yet been determined 

as several alternates are under consideration for each project. The alternates 

being studied are described in the alternates section of this statement. No 

matter which one is chosen, the new alignment will be much better than the 

existing alignment as it will not have the sharp, dangerous curves that now 

exist. 
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A new bridge will be provided across Dayton Creek. The old bridge 

will be left in place to maintain traffic while the new bridge is being 

built and then traffic will be switched to the new bridge. The old bridge 

mayor may not be removed depending on which alternate alignment is selected. 

All conflicting utilities will be relocated before construction of the 

project begins. 

Other work on the project will consist of providing adequate drainage 

facilities, topsoiling and seeding all disturbed areas, and signing and 

striping the new highway. 

New right-of-way will have to be acquired throughout the length of the 

project. Some type of limited access is also being considered, although no 

final determination has yet been made. Initiation of this action would reduce 

the number of new approaches and help control their location, thereby reducing 

the adverse safety and capacity effects of too many approaches. 

F. Existing Environment -

1. Land Use -

a. The Region -

Development Trends - Todays development patterns of the Flathead 

and Bitterroot Valleys to a significant degree have evolved from a 

number of small settlements which contained shelter for workers 

associated with the early lumber industry. Many of these small 

settlements functioned as transfer points for the logs to be shipped 

to sawmill towns such as Missoula, Somers and Kalispell. As trans­

portation facilities improved~lumbering operations became concentrated 

in sawmill towns leaving a number of the smaller communities to look 

to agriculture as an economic base. The agricultural oriented com­

munities remained low in population while the lumber manufacturing 
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communities of Kalispell and Missoula continued to grow to 

become regional service centers. Contributing to the region's 

past and present growth, particularly with respect to the emerg-

ing recreation industry, has been the land ownerships and use 

patterns that have emerged preserving the area's unique resources. 

Land Ownership and Use - Regional patterns of ownership and use 

indicate that by far the major portion of land use is devoted to 

activities of an extensive low density nature. The MOntana Depart­

ment of Health and Environmental Sciences regulations require a 

20,000 square foot or greater lot size in areas lacking water and 

sewer services and this is considered to be low density development. 

In review of Table I it can be seen that urban and built-up land 

represents a very small portion, less than two percent of the U. S. 

93 corridor area. For the most part in Flathead and Missoula counties 

these lands are concentrated in the population centers of Kalispell 

and Missoula. Lake County urban and built-up lands are primarily 

distributed in small settlements ranging in size from 50 to 5500 

persons with Polson being the largest Lake County Community. 

Of significance is the amount of land included under Federal 

(U.S. Forest and National Park Service) and private forest ownerships. 

Over half of Lake County and over 90.0 percent of the Flathead and 

Missoula Counties are composed of forest lands which contribute 

highly to the recreational value of the U. S. 93 corridor area. 
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TABLE I 

LAND OWNERSHIP AND USE - 1967 

LAKE, FLATHEAD AND MISSOULA COUNTIES 

Lake Flathead Missoula 

Total Land 
Area y 960,000 100.00 3,289,600 100.00 1,672,320 100.00 
Federal 171,125 17.8 2,411,649 73.3 714,713 42.7 
Urban and 
Built Up 19,11!5 2.0 17,347 0.5 18,000 1.1 
Small Water 
Area y 5,000 0.5 6,524 0.2 4~989 0.3 
Agriculture 11 764,762 79.7 854,078 26.0 934,618 55.9 
Cropland 115,471 12.0 115,679 3.5 43,646 2.6 
Pasture 80,891 8.4 22,354 0.7 14,000 0.8 
Range 180,472 18.8 49,820 1.5 74,079 4.4 
Forest 375,963 39.2 657,119 20.0 790,303 47.3 
Other 12,065 1.3 9,106 0.3 12,590 0.8 

11 Does not include reservoirs over 40 acres in size. 

y Water areas from 2 to 40 acres in size. 

11 Includes private, state, and Indian owned lands, including tribal 
lands. 

Source: Montana Data Book, 1970. 

Recreation Resources - Outdoor recreational potential is largely 

in direct proportion to the natural qualities that exist within 

an area. The complex relationships between landforms, lakes, streams, 

flora, fauna, climate and accessibility that are found within the 

U. S. 93 corridor area, coupled with the multitude of acres devoted 

to National Forests and the primary attractions of Glacier National 

Park, Flathead Lake, Jewel Basin, and the Bob Marshall Wilderness, 

have contributed significantly to the recreational potential of the 

Lake, Flathead, and Missoula County areas. Glacier Park alone attracts 

over one million visitors annually, many of whom travel through the 
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project area. As a result of the growth of the recreational 

industry within the U. S. 93 corridor area,several changes 

relative to land use have been occurring. Private development 

has been taking place in the form of vacation homes, camping 

areas, motels, marina, and other service establishments. Public 

recreational development such as parks, campgrounds, picnic areas, 

hiking, riding and sightseeing trails, and fishing access sites 

can be found throughout the region. With increases in the demand 

for recreational activities and the growth of private and public 

development, greater pressures have been placed on highway facil­

ities, particularly through the project area. 

b. Project Area 

(i) Land Ownership (Refer to Exhibits) 

Flathead National Forest 

The Flathead National Forest is located to the north and 

west of the project area. Although the National Forest 

Boundary is near the project, there are no Forest Service 

Lands included within the U. S. 93 Project Area. Contact 

with the U. S. Forest Service, indicates that the proposed 

highway project would not interfere w:.th any Flathead National 

Forest Plans. 

Flathead Indian Reservation 

The Indian Reservation Boundaries include the entire southern 

half of the U. S. 93 project area. All of F19l (15), Elmo­

Rollins, and the southern portion of Fl91 (30), Flathead County 

Line-South, projects are encompassed by the reservation boundar-
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ies. Approximately 8S percent of the total reservation 

land is owned by non-Indians. Within the project area, 

the ammmt of Indian owned land is very small, probably 

amounting to less than 10%. Only 2 of the alternates under 

consideration would affect any of this Indian owned land. 

Montana Department of Fish and Game 

Fish and Game holdings within the project area consist of 

the 39.S acre Elmo Recreation Area, the 3.4 acre Juniper 

Beach Fishing Access Site and the 140 acre West Shore State 

Park. Contacts with the Montana Department of Fish and Game 

indicate that no further sites are being considered for ac­

quisition and there are not plans for expansion of existing 

facilities. 

Cii) Existing Land Use 

Settlement patterns in general consist of low density develop­

ment oriented primarily to the existing alignment of U. S. 93 

and the shore of Flathead Lake. The Elmo-Rollins portion of 

the project area mainly encompasses three mixed permanent­

seasonal residential areas, the community of Dayton and an 

agricultural area located on the Dayton and Proctor Creek 

drainage. Due to topographic limitations, the present alignment 

of U. S. 93, and demands for Flathead Lake frontage, a con­

centrating effect on residential development has resulted. 

Within the Flathead County Line-South portion of the project 

area, due to severe topographic limitations and dense forest 

lands, construction of permanent and summer residences has 

been more dispersed. Favorable climatic conditions have allowed 
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the growing of a number of small scattered orchards. The 

following narrative discusses in more detail existing pro­

ject area land use activity. 

Residential 

For the most part permanent and seasonal single family 

residential structures are intermixed throughout the 

project area. The same intermixing condition is found 

to be true relative to new construction. Of permanent 

residential structures, non-farm residences are generally 

oriented to the lake shore reflecting demands for land of 

high scenic and recreational value. Farm residential 

structures on the other hand are more dispersed in nature 

and located in most cases west of the U. S. 93 alignment. 

Three primary areas of concentrated, non-farm residential 

development are found within the Elmo-Rollins project area 

occurring between project beginning point and the community 

of Dayton. The present density of these areas is approxi­

mately one dwelling unit per 20,000 square feet which con­

forms to Montana Department of Health requirements for 

private water wells and septic tank systems. However due 

to topographic and high water table conditions within these 

concentrated development areas, any further lot reductions 

could result in substandard lot sizes and increase potential 

health hazards. 

Residential development within the community of Dayton 

is generally located back a distance of at least 100 feet 

from the existing U. S. 93 roadway alignment. Residential 
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densities for the most part within Dayton are low 

wi th the exception of the southeast portion of the 

community. In this area dwelling unit ratios have 

been reduced below the MOntana Department of Health's 

20,000 square foot requirement. The Comprehensive Area­

Wide Water and Sewer Plan, 1970, for the State of Montana 

proposes a central water and sewer system for Dayton. 

Remaining residential development within the F19l (IS) 

project area contains primarily a more scattered single 

family residential development again, concentrated along 

the Flathead Lake Shore. Of the Flathead Lake Shore 

development, greatest residential densities are found 

in the Rollins area. These single family residential 

structures meet Montana State Board of Health require­

ments and are located a considerable distance from the 

existing U. S. 93 alignment. 

Commercial 

Retail facilities within the project area consist mainly 

of combination store-gas station operations. Two of these 

facilities are located at Dayton and one at Rollins. In 

addition a locker plant, tourist museum and another store­

gas station facility are located just south of Rollins. 

In the northern portion of the project area, located off 

the U. S. 93 alignment, is a restaurant-inn facility. These 

retail facilities are all oriented to the existing U. S. 93 

alignment. 
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Tourist facilities such as overnight cabins and 

motel accommodations are mainly confined within the 

F19l (30) project area. One small cabin facility is 

located immediately adjacent to the existing U. S. 93 

alignment at Rollins near Table Bay. In this same vicinity 

are located motel accommodations on the Lake Shore. Just 

north of this area is a fishing camp and trailer court 

facility which is situated immediately adjacent to the 

existing U. S. 93 right-of-way on Flathead Lake. 

Industrial 

Industrial land use activity within the project area is 

limited to agribusiness. Two poultry farms appear to be 

the only facilities of an industrial nature within the 

project area and are located near Rollins. 

Recreation 

Public recreational facilities are comprised mainly of those 

provided by the Montana Fish and Game Department. The Elmo 

recreation area is located approximately 2000 feet southwest 

of the beginning of project F19l (15) and provides camping, 

picnicking, fishing, swimming and boating opportunities. 

Approximately l~ miles northeast of the Elmo Recreation 

Area is the Juniper Beach Fishing Access. This recreational 

facility provides mainly fishing and access to Flathead 

Lake. West Shore State Park, also a Montana Department of 

Fish and Game facility, is located at the northern terminus 

of F19l (30). This facility provides excellent facilities 
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for camping> swimming, boating and access to Flathead l 

Lake. A private camping facility with swimming pool ac­

commodations is located just south of Rollins. 

Federal Aid Secondary 352 at Dayton provides access 

to the Lake Mary Ronan Recreational Area located just 

outside the project area. Camping, fishing and swimming 

facilities are provided at the Lake Mary Ronan site. 

S~mi-public church camp facilities are provided by 

the United Methodist Church at Rollins and by the Presby­

terian Church just north of the terminous of F19l (30). 

Community Facilities 

School facilities of the project area include two 

small, older elementary schools. The elementary school 

located at Dayton is located on a small site adjacent to 

the existing U. S. 93 alignment. On a larger site is the 

Rollins area elementary school site, located approximately 

1000 ft. from the existing U. S. 93 alignment. 

Church facilities other than the church camps previous­

ly mentioned in the recreation section are located at Dayton 

and Elmo. 

The Rollins area Volunteer Fire Department equipment 

is housed just south of the elementary school. 

Just west of Dayton, outside of the limits of the 

project alternates, is located the only known cemetery 

in the project area. 
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Cultural 

According to the University of Montana Department 

of Anthropology, there are sixteen known historical and 

archaeological sites located within or adjacent to the 

F19l (15) and F19l (30) project areas. Three of these 

sites are located along Dayton Creek. None of the 16 

sites are included in the National Register of Historic 

Places or the State Historical Preservation Plan. 

Agriculture 

The largest portion of the F19l (15) Project Area 

consists of open rangeland with scattered forests at the 

upper elevations. Dayton Creek and Proctor Creek west 

of Dayton form a small subirrigated valley containing 

croplands and haylands. 

Surrounding Rollins within the F19l (30) project 

area and including a small area approximately one mile 

south of the West Shore State Park, are farmlands sub­

irrigated by perennial streams and mountain snow melt. 

Due to the sloping topography of the locality a major 

portion of these farmlands are used for pasture. Also 

found within the F19l (30) project area, due to small 

pockets of favorable climatic conditions, are apple and 

cherry orchards. 

(iii)Land Use Planning 

At the present time there are no known existing 

general plans or proposed land use plans included within 
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or encompassing the project area. Three planning 

organizations do have jurisdictions which would 

include the project area of the two proposed highway 

projects. These planning organizations are the Flathead 

Indian Reservation, The Regional Planning Association of 

Western Montana and the Lake County Planning Board. 

The Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes of the 

Flathead Reservation Planning Process is currently involved 

with an inventory and mapping phase with respect to reser-

vation resources. Tribal inputs to this statement consisted 

of: 

(1) 

(2) 

Coordination and evaluation of reservation planning 

efforts with respect to the proposed F19l (15) Project. 

Review of 4 (F) lands and lands of cultural signifi-

cance to the reservation. 

The Regional Planning Association of Western Montana 

presently provides planning services to a nine county area 

in Western Montana. Counties encompassed by the Regional 

Planning Association include Flathead, Granite, Lake, 

Lincoln, Mineral, Missoula, Powell, Ravalli and Sanders 

Counties. Similar to the Flathead Indian Reservation, the 

Regional Planning Association of Western Montana has been 

primarily concerned \vith resource inventory and mapping. 

Other functions of the Association have been planning 

education, assistance to member counties in the organization 

of planning boards, and to assist established boards with 

their planning activities. The regional planning organization 

provided substantial assistance in furnishing both back-

15 



2. 

ground and resource inventory data for this statement. 

Specific areas of assistance included: 

(1) Coordination between the Montana Department of 

Highways and Lake County governments in respect 

to the proposed projects and planning - design-

evaluation process. 

(2) Provision of inventory data relative to geology, 

earthquake epicenters, soils, and land ownership 

patterns. 

Since the newly formed Lake County Planning Board was 

in the preliminary organization stage, it did not provide 

input into the preparation of this draft environmental 

impact statement. The new County Planning Board will be 

furnished with a copy of this Draft Environmental Impact 

Statement for review and comment. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
II 

I 
I 
I 
I 

Terrain - The project area's terrain can be described as mountainous 

to the north and large rolling hills and rock outcroppings to the south. II 
All drainages drop off toward the shore of Flathead Lake. A large II 
drainage formed by Dayton Creek and Proctor Creek flows eastward 

intercepting Flathead Lake and the project near Dayton. Two other II 
smaller drainages formed by Birch and Big Lodge Creeks are found II 
near Rollins. Relief of the project area varies from 2900 feet 

above mean sea level on the west shore of Flathead Lake to 4500 feet II 
within the Hog Heaven ~1ountain Range about 2 miles southwest of 

Rollins. The extremes in local relief have had considerable influence 

on project area settlement patterns. 
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3. Stream Crossings - Dayton and Proctor Creeks form the basic 

perennial stream drainage pattern for the southern half of the 

project area. These creeks drain into Flathead Lake near Dayton. 

There are also 5 intermittent streams providing additional runoff 

during Ule snowmelt and wet seasons of the year. 

Birch, Big Lodge, and Forrey Creeks form the perennial stream 

system on the northern half of the project. In addition, there are 

also 4 intermittent streams in Ulis area. 

4. Geology - The general geology of the subject projects consist pri­

marily of till, argillite bedrock and gravels derived from Dayton 

Creek. Similar geologic conditions exist on each of tile alignments. 

The first mile or so of the project consists primarily of 

glacial till containing silts with lesser amounts of gravel. Steeply 

dipping bedrock is encountered in the next 2 miles. Bedrock consists 

of dark maroon quartzitic argillite of Pre-Cambrian age. Bedrock is 

overlain in places by till and in the valley of Dayton Creek drainage, 

gravel overlays the bedrock. North of the Dayton Creek Drainage, till 

overlies the bedrock and a few rock exposures are noted ahead on 

station until argillite rock exposures outcrop about 2.5 miles north 

of Dayton. Rock and in places, sand - silty till is encountered 

throughout the remainder of the project. 

5. Climate - Surrounded by sheltering mountains, the project area and 

the Flathead Valley in general has a very mild climate considering 

its elevation and latitude. The natural barrier of the Rocky Mountains 

wards off and deflects to the southeast, the great majority of cold 

waves that sweep down from Canada. In the valley, there are no blizzards, 

hot winds, tornadoes, or hurricanes. Periods of severe cold are very 

17 



infrequent and do not last very long. There have been winters 

when the temperature has not reached zero degrees. There is 

hardly any wind as the average wind velocity of 4.6 miles per 

hour is very low. Summer weather is also mild with the daytime 

temperature rarely reaching 900 and cool nights. 

The mean annual temperature for the area is 41.4 degrees 

and the average annual rainfall amounts to about 14 inches. 

6. Population - Population of the three counties comprising the 

north U. S. Highway 93 corridor area has grown considerably 

during the last few decades reaching 112,168 inhabitants by 1970. 

Since 1950, total population numbers for Flathead, Lake and Missoula 

counties have increased by almost forty percent. (Refer to Table II) 

Missoula County had the largest growth in population indicating an 

increase of almost 65.0 percent within the twenty-year period. Repre­

senting the lowest growth rate of the three county area during the 

two decades was Lake County with a population increase of 4.4 percent. 

Responsible for the low growth rate was the 109s in population by 

Lake County between 1950 and 1960. During this period the county 

experienced a population loss of 721 persons as a result of 2,447 

persons moving out of the county while having an excess of 1,726 

births over deaths. (Refer to Chart I) 

Major communities within the corridor area have also shown sub­

stantial increases in population. Without including urban area popu­

lations, the City of Missoula grew from 22,385 persons in 1950 to 

29,497 by 1970 representing over a 30.0 percent increase. Both the 

cities of Kalispell and Polson indicated over 8.0 percent increases 
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TABLE II 

POP ULATION NUMBERS - U.S. 93 CORRIDOR AREA 

Percent Percent 
Increase Increase 

County 1950 1960' 1970 1950-70 1960-70 

Flathead 31,49 5 32,695 39,460 +25.3 +19.7 

Lake 13,83 5 13,104 14,445 + 4.4 +10.2 

Missoula 35,49 3 44,663 58,263 +64.2 +30.5 

Total 
Corridor 
Area 80,82 3 90,732 112,168 +38.8 +23.6 

SOURCE: U.S. Cens us of Population 1970, 1960, 1950 

- 19 -



d~ing the same twenty year time period. (Refer to Table III) 

The City of Polson had its largest population gain during the 

1960-70 decade amounting to 6.5 percent or 150 persons. 

The West Shore Census County Division, which encompasses 

the project area, increased in permanent population numbers from 

579 to 642 during the 1960-70 decade. (Refer to Table IV) This 

10.9 percent growth rate can be attributed in a large part to 

increases in tne Indian population and in migration of out-of­

county and out-of-state residents. 

Conclusions 

1. The entire U. S. Highway 93 corridor area increased 

in population between 1960 and 1970. 

2. The City of Missoula and Missoula County accounted 

for the largest population increase with Flathead 

County being second. 

3. Although the City of Polson and Lake County indicated 

small and negative population changes from 1950 to 1960, 

respectively, growth rates significantly increased from 

1960 to 1970. 

4. It is anticipated that the U. S. 93 corridor area will 

continue to be one of the fastest growing regions within 

The State of MOntana. (Refer to Table V) 
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Qity 1950 

Kalispell 9,737 

Missoula 22,485 

Polson 2,280 

TABLE II I 

POPULATION OF MAJOR COMMUNITIES 

U.S. 93 CORRIDOR AREA 

PerCCl'!t 
J.:,G"C:3se 

.J.960 1970 ;_950-70 

10,151 10/ 526 +8.1 

27,090 29, 497 +31·.:2 

2,314 2,464 -+8 •• 1 

SOURCE: U.S. Census of Population 1970,1C);;nJ,950. 

Area 

West Shore County 
Census Division 

Lake County 

TABLE IV 

POPULATION NUMBERS 

U.S. 93 PROJECT AREA 

1960 1970 

579 

SOURCE: U.S. Census of Population 1970, 1960. 

Urban Area /1 

Missoula 

Kalispell 

Polson 

TABLE V 

POPULATION PROJECTIONS TO 1985 

1970 
Population 

52,300 

19,900 

4,100 

SOURCE: Upper Midwest Council, January 1973. 

L1- Includes Contiguous non-farm pop~lation. 
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Percent 
Increase 
1960-70 

+3.7 

~.9 

Percent 
Increase 
1960-70 

+10.9 

1985 
Estimates 

86,600 

25,300 

5,400 



7. Economic Characteristics 

a. Family Income Distribution 

Income of Lake County families has increased considerably 

since 1960. (Refer to Table VI) Median income rose from 

$4183 in 1960 to $6786 in 1970 representing a 62.2 percent 

gain. Decreases were indicated in the number of families 

within all income ranges below $6000 with the opposite being 

true for families in the income ranges $6000 and above. Per­

centage increases in the number of families with incomes over 

$8000 ranged from 102.9 percent to a high of 577.5 percent. 

The largest increase was in the income range of $10,000 to 

$14,999 which in 1970 had 691 families as compared to 102 

families in 1960. 
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TABLE n.- L 

FAMILY INCOME AND DISTRIBUTION 

LAKE COUNTY 

Percent 
Fami~ Income Increase 
Di :"'-';ribution 1960 1970 1960-70 

Under 1,000 222 153 -31.1 

1, 000 tQ 1,999 401 186 -53.6 

2,000 to 2,999 439 287 -34.6 

3,000 to 3,999 459 3L~4 -25.1 

~, 000 to 4,999 515 255 -50.5 

5,000 to 5,999 381 327 -14.2 

6,000 to 6,999 277 359 +29.6 

7, 000 to 7, 999 200 245 +22.5 

8,000 to 8,999 139 282 +102.9 

9,000 to 9,999 48 240 +400.0 

10,000 to 14,999 102 691 +577.5 

15,000 to 24,999 39 251 +543.6 

$ 25,000 + 

Median Income 

SOURCE; U.S. 

8 48 +500.0 

$ 4183 $ 6786 +62.2 

Census of Population 1970, 1960. 

Table VII compares the income of the entire county to 

the income of the West Shore Census County Division which 

approximates the project area. It can be seen that the mean 

income of the West Shore Census County Division is considerably 

less than the overall county average. 
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Table YII I 
LAKE COmITY FA!.ITLY mCO!.!E JlJID DISTRIBtrrION: 1970 I 

I 
Family. Incorre County County West, Sho:re CCD 11 I Humber Percent Nu:nber Percent 

Income I 
$under 1,000 153 4.2 6 4.5 

1,000 to 1,999 186 5.1 14 10.5 I 
2,000 to 2,999 287 7.8 26 19.4 

I 3, 000 to 3, 999 344 9.4 17 12.7 

, 4,000 to 4,999 255 7.0 0.0 I 
5,000 to 5,999 327 8.9 29 21.6 

6,000 to 6,999 359 9.8 3 2.2 I 
7,000 to 7,999 245 6.7 3 2.2 I 
8,000 to 8,999 282 7.7 

9,000 to 9,999 240 6.5 6 4.5 I 
10,000 to 14,999 691 .18.8 25 18.7 

I 15,000 to 24,999 251 6.8 5 3.7 

$25,000 48 1.3 I 
TOTAL 3668 100.0 134 100.0 

MEAN INCC:.tE $7718 $5830 I 
I 

Source: U.S. Census or Population ~ 1970 

J/ 
\'lest S.~ore Census County Division Approxims.tes t!le Highway Project Area I 

I 
I 

- 24 -
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b. Labor Force and Employment 

Between 1960 and 1970 the Lake County civilian labor force 

increased by 9.5 percent or slightly over 400 persons. During 

this same time period the total number of persons employed 

grew by 504, thereby reducing the unemployment rate from 9.1 

percent to 6.5 percent. (Refer to Table VIII) A review of 

employment by industry reflects significant decreases in both 

agriculture, forestry, fisheries category, and wholesale trade. 

Agricul ture, a basic industry to Lake County, dec! ined in employ­

ment by over 200 workers paralleling state and national trends. 

The recent tendency towards. fewer and larger wholesale distri­

buting facilities located in the urban service centers of Montana 

may have accounted for the downward shift in wholesale employment. 

Industries indicating substantial gains in the number of workers 

employed were manufacturing, retail trade, services (includes 

insurance, real estate and finance) and government. Both manu­

facturing and retail trade account for employment increases 

ranging from 25.0 to almost 28.0 percent respectively. Lake County 

manufacturing principally consisted in the fabrication of furni­

ture, lumber and wood products. Largest employment increases, as 

elsewhere in Montana, were found in the services and government 

employment categories with both reflecting over 30.0 percent gains. 

Increases in manufacturing, retail trade, services and government 

employment more than offset the jobs lost in agriculture. 
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TABLE VIII 

LABOR FORCE AND EMPLOYMENT 

Civilian Labor Force 
Employed 
Unemployed 
Percent 

Agriculture , 
Forestry and 
Fisheries 
Mining 
Construction 
Manufacturing 
Transportation, 
Communications and 
Utilities 
Wholesale Trade 
Retail Trade 
Insurance, Real 
Estate, Finance 
Services 
Government 
Other 
SOURCE: U.S. Census of 

LAKE COUNTY 

lC)GO 

4404 
4003 

401 
9.1 

1204 
10 

198 
437 

219 
77 

669 

73 
626 
455 

35 
Population 1970, 1960. 

1970 

4821 
4507 

314 
6.5 

996 
22 

218 
546 

238 
51 

~54 

129 
846 
607 

Percent 
Change 
19GO-70 

+ 9.5 
+12.6 
-21. 7 
- 2.6 

-17.3 
+120.0 

+10.1 
+24.9 

+ 8.7 
-33.8 
+27.7 

+76.7 
+35.1 
+33.4 

In comparison to the entire COtmty, it appears that the 

West Shore Census County Division suffered considerably 

more tmemployment. (Refer to Table IX) 
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Table IX, 

UKE COmITY U30R FORCE AND EMPLOYMENT: 1970 

T-1ake Count:y: West Shore CGD.1I 
Nu:nter' Percent Nu:nber PA1"Cent 

Civilian Labor 
Force 4821 100.0 132 100.0 

Employed 45rJ7 93.5 110 83.3 

Unemployed 314 6.5 22 16.7 
: 

" 

Agriculture, Forestry 
and Fisheries 996 22.1 6 5.4 

Mining 22 0.5 6 5.4 

Construction 218 4.8 6 5.4 

M9.nufacturing 546 12.1 5 4.6 

Trans. , Comm. and 
Uti1. 238 5.3 6 5.5 

Wholesale Trude 51 1.1 

Retail Trade 854 19.0 10 9.1 

Ins. , Real Estate, 
Fin. 129 2.9 18 16.4 

Services 846 18.8 29 26.4 

Govt. 607 13.4 24 21.8 

Source: U.S. Census of Population 1970 

West Shore Census County Division Approximates the Highway Project Area 
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c. Major Economic Industries 

The ranking of major economic industries by worth to 

the local economy is very difficult to determine since produce 

value (Refer to Table X) in the case of manufacturing represents 

value added to a product, in retail trade it represents product 

sales, and in selected services receipts are used. Selected 

services is another obstacle because statistics available re­

present only a portion of the total service industry. In attempt­

ing to rank each industry relative to its contribution to the 

local economy three basic factors should be considered which are: 

(1) product value as previously discussed, (2) number of employees 

(jobs produced), and (3) payroll (earnings available to buy goods 

and services). Agriculture would be considered of primary import­

ance to the local economy with manufacturing second, retail trade 

and services -would be third and fourth respectively and government 

services fifth. Wholesale trade would be sixth, transportation, 

communications, and utilities seventh, construction eighth, and 

mining ninth, in economic importance to their contribution to the 

Lake COlDlty economy. 

28 -

I 

~ 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



-------------------

N 
1.0 

TABLE X 

WORTH OF MAJOR ECONO:.ac INDUSTRIES 

BY RANKING 

LAKE COUNTY 

-lPdustry Date Product Value Esta bl isll.::.:.:IT..:;::,e..:..:n.;;.:t s~ __ --.::.~~ Em]loyees 

Agriculture L1 (1969) $11,716,664 

Mining L?:. (1968) 71,000 

Construction il (1972) ---_ .... ------

W.anufacturir.~ !.1.. (1%7) 6,300,000 

Tra ns , COITan, Ut:D .• L?. (1972) -----------

Yfnolesale Trade fA (1%7) 3,979,000 

Retail Trade LA (1967) 19,830,000 

Selected Services fk. (1967) $ 1,147,000 

Government h (1%9) ----------

SOURCE: ~ County Business patterns 1972 
~ U.S. Census of Agriculture 1969 

1012 

16 

29 

10 

14 

170 

81 

1.1--_ Estimated using an average annual income of $4000 per year 
~ __ U. S. Census of BusLless 

1435 

20 

106 

305 

59 

42 

4P!7 

64 

9';;1 

Payroll 

$2,431,587 

---------

108,000 

3,800,000 

97,000 

214,000 

1,758,000 

2,538,000 

$ 3,708,000 



Conclusions 

1. Lake County family income expanded from a median of $4183 to 

$6786 between 1960 and 1970 with greatest increases seen in the $9000+ 

income levels. HOwever, the Highway Project area did not totally share 

in the expanded family income. In terms of 1970 family mean income, Lake 

County's $7718 was $1888 above the West Shore Census County Division's 

(The West Shore C.C.D. characteristics would approximate the Highway Project 

Area) family income of $5830. Almost 70 percent of the families within the 

West Shore Census County Division earned less than $6000 as compared to 

slightly over 40 percent for all Lake County. 

2. Labor force characteristics indicate Lake County's work force and 

employment increased moderately while unemployment dropped 2.6 percent since 

1960. Table IX suggests that the Project Area suffered substantially greater 

unemployment, 16. 7 percent in 1970,in relation to Lake County's total of 6.5 

percent. 

3. Agriculture, still the leading employer for Lake County, dropped in 

employment by 17.3 percent. Substantial total County gains were seen in the 

manufacturing, retail trade, services and government sectors. Unlike total Lake 

County employment figures, the agriculture, forestry and fisheries industry 

comprises only 5.4 percent of the West Shore C.C.D. total employment. However, 

following Lake County trends was an increasing emphasis in the services and 

public administration sectors by Project Area employees. 

4. Agriculture and wood products manufacturing respectively provide the 

economic base and the largest share of employment opportunities for Lake County 

with the exception of the West Shore Census County Division. In accord with total 

Lake County characteristics in the Project Area's growing economic dependence on 

the retail, service and government segments of the local economy for employment. 
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8. Fish and Wildlife - The only fisheries encountered along the 

Elmo-Rollins Project are Dayton Creek and Flathead Lake. 

According to the Montana Department of Fish and Game, no 

inventory of the fish population of Dayton Creek has been made. 

Ronan Creek, the outlet of Lake Mary Ronan and a tributary of 

Dayton Creek, has been sampled and found to contain rainbow 

trout, cutthro~t trout, and kokanee salmon. It is probable 

that these species also inhabit Dayton Creek. In addition, it 

is possible that fish from Flathead Lake use Dayton Creek for 

spawning. 

In general, Dayton Creek provides a poor fishery because 

of heavy dewatering from irrigation, and siltation due to in­

tensive grazing. 

Flathead Lake, the largest natural body of fresh water west 

of the Mississippi, is one of the most important recreational 

areas in western Montana. Fishing forms an i.rrq:>ortant part of 

this recreational resource. The following list shows the species 

of fish present in the lake and their relative abundance (Douglas 

MacCarter, 1972). 

Species Abundance* 

Lake Trout C 

Dolly Varden C 

Brook Trout R 

E;;utthroat Trout C 

Rainbow Trout R 

Kokanee A 

Mountain Whitefish C 
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Species Ahundance* 

Pygmy Whitefish R 

Lake Whitefish C 

Largemouth Bass C 

Yellow Perch C 

Northern Squawfish A 

Peamouth A 

Ptnnpkinseed C 

Largescale Sucker C 

Longnose Sucker C 

Redside Shiner C 

*A - abundant; C - conmon; R - rare 

White-tailed deer, mule deer, ring-necked pheasant, and 

Hungarian partridge are seen occasionally in the fields adjacent 

to Dayton Creek. The general lack of interspersed cover types and 

intensive grazing by livestock prohibits this from being an import­

ant deer range. The lack of extensive grain farming and heavy grazing 

probably inhibits production of game birds. 

Residents of the area report that ducks nest along Dayton Creek. 

Moose and elk are found in the mountains to the northwest of the 

project, but are seldom seen adjacent to the road. Blue grouse, spruce 

grouse, and ruffed grouse also occur in the more heavily wooded areas 

to the northwest. 

No species classified as endangered under the Endangered Species 

Act of 1969 are known to be present near the proposed project. 

Flathead Lake is the site of a relatively large concentration of 

ospreys. This species is not classified as endangered or threatened 

by the federal government, but has been the subject of numerous in-
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vestigations because populations appear to be declining in 

some areas due to ingestation of toxic pesticides. 

The osprey population of Flathead Lake areas has been 

studied by Donald MacCarter (1972) and Douglas MacCarter (1972). 

Review of these papers and correspondence with the authors in­

dicates that the proposed projects do not traverse prime osprey 

habitat. No known nests are located so as to be affected by the 

construction. 

The Flathead County Line South project traverses the shore 

of Flathead Lake, but does not cross any drainages containing fish. 

The extensive mixture of pastures, orchards, and coniferous 

forest make the area bordering this project an important deer range, 

especially in the winter. Elk and moose are found in the mountains 

to the northwest, but are seldom seen near the road. 

Mountain grouse occur along the route, but this is not pheasant, 

Hungarian partridge, or duck habitat. 

9. Vegetation - The major vegetation types encountered along the alternates 

for the Elmo-Rollins project include open pastures used for grazing 

cattle and horses and a few hay fields along Dayton Creek. The area 

generally lacks dense stands of timber, although scattered stands 

occur in places. 

Common pasture grass species include: Kentucky bluegrass, Smith 

me1ic, green need1egrass, b1uebunch wheatgrass, wheatgrass, needle 

and thread, western wheatgrass, and cheatgrass brome. 

Common forbs include: common salsify, yarrow, alfalfa, lupine, 

and yellow paintbrush. 
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Woods rose, conunon snowberry, western snowberry, service 

berry, and squaw current are corrunon shrubs. 

The major tree species are Ponderosa pine and Rocky Mountain 

Juniper. Douglas-fir occurs less conunonly. 

The vegetation along Dayton Creek is a dense tangle of de­

ciduous trees and shrubs. Common species include black cottonwood, 

chokecherry, water birch, willow, and western snowberry. 

The Flathead'County Line South project traverses a much more 

heavily wooded area. Open pastures are present, but are relatively 

small due to remnants of forest. Cherries and apples are grown in 

many small orchards throughout this area. 

The forested areas are composed primarily of Douglas fir, 

Ponderosa pine, and western larch. Rocky MOuntain Juniper occurs 

much less frequently. 

MOuntain maple, water birch, mockorange, cOl1ID1on and western 

snowberry, mountain spray, and service berry are found bordering 

orchards and pastures. 

10. Transportation Facilities - U. S. Highway 93 is the major trans­

portation facility in the area. It is a part of the Montana Primary 

Highway System and its primary routing number is FAP s. U. S. 93 

is intersected by State Highway 28 or FAP 36 just south of the project 

area at Elmo. The only other highway within the project area is 

Federal Aid Secondary 352 which intersects U. S. 93 at Dayton and 

runs northwest for approximately 5.5 miles to Lake Mary Ronan. 

11. Utilities - There are power and telephone lines running along the 

existing highway for the entire length of the project area. 
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Existing water and sewer facilities are limited to individual 

water wells and septic tanks. Plans for central systems have been 

considered by the Comprehensive Area-Wide Water and Sewer Plan -

1970, for both Dayton and Rollins. 

II. PROBABLE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

A. Broad Impacts - The major broad impact of these projects will be the 

provision of a safe and efficient highway facility to replace the narrow, 

dangerous roadway that now exists. This type of facility is becoming more 

and more necessary for emergency and commercial vehicles as well as the 

general traveling public. 

These projects will be beneficial to both the State and the region 

by providing a highway facility that will better serve the traveling public. 

Tourists from throughout the U. S. will have a safer and more efficient 

highway upon which to travel through the area. The cities of Polson and 

Kalispell will essentially be tied closer together and travel between 

them will be much easier and quicker. Access to religious, cultural, re­

creational, and employment opportunities will be much better for those 

persons that live in the project area. Emergency services should be faster 

and school busses will have a better and safer facility over which to 

transport students. 

Due to the improved highway that will be provided, more land may be 

subdivided for home or cabin sites. Also, the land that is already sub­

divided, but has not been sold,may become more appealing to the public 

and easier to sell. An increase in actual development of the homesites 

may also occur. A considerable amount of land that has already been sub­

divided will be needed for right-of-way, however, the exact amount will 

depend on the alignment that is selected. This is discussed in more detail 
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in the Alternates Section of this statement. 

The projects will affect to some degree, 4 different major 

subdivisions in the area. The subdivisions affected are Grinde 

Tracts, Cromwell Villa, Juniper Shores, and Silver Salmon Shores. 

Information concerning the alternates involved with each subdivision, 

the number of parcels affected, etc. is as follows: 

Alternates 
Subdivision Involved 

Total Parcels 
in Subdi vis ion 

Number of 
Parcels 
Affected 

Ntmlber of 
Parcels 
Developed 

Parcel 
Size 

Grinde Tracts Alt. 1, 24 
24 
24 
24 
24 
24 

Alt. 1,2 52 28 20,000 sq.ft. 
Alt. 1,3 
Alt. 1,4 
Alt. 1,6 
Alt. 7 
Alt. 5,1 

Cromwell Villa Alt. 1, 
o 

22 
22 
22 
22 
22 
22 
10 

Juniper 

Silver 
Salmon 
Shores 

Alt. 1,2 
Alt. 1,3 
Alt. 1,4 
Alt. 1,6 
Alt. 7 
Alt. 5,1 

Shores All 
Alternates 

All 
Alternates 

60 

34 3 

41 12 

3 

5 

9 

174,200 sq.ft. to 
1,000,000~ sq.ft. 

50,000 sq.ft. to 
240,000 sq.ft. 

37,500 sq. ft. 

Secondary impacts may also result from construction of the F 191 (15) 

and F 191 (30) projects relative to increased accessibility and traffic 

exposure to the project area. Spurred new development in the form of 

homesites and visitors to the area will place increased demands on 

public services and facilities. Assuming that the proposed highway projects 

act as a catalyst to only existing undeveloped subdivision tracts approxi-

mately 185 new residential structures would be found in the project area. 
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Utilizing a 1970 Census factor of 3.2 persons per occupied unit 

the project area's population could increase by 592 persons of which 

336 would be permanent residents and 256 the additional seasonal 

population. (This ratio was determined by using the 1970 Census of 

Housing proportion of seasonal dwellings to total dwellings for the 

West Shore Census County Division of Lake County) A permanent population 

increase of 336 residents would account for over a fifty percent increase 

in the project areas permanent papulation. Project Area secondary impacts 

are described as follows: 

(1) Schools 

In using present ratios of Lake County school age 

children to total population an estimated 60 new grade school 

children would be attending the Dayton and Rollins elementary 

school facilities. An additional load of approximately 45 high 

school students would be generated out of the new permanent 

population. 

(2) Police Protection 

The Lake County Sheriffs Department would be required to 

increase law enforcement services for 185 new residential 

structures, 336 new permanent residents or an additional summer 

population of 592. Additional protective services would be 

required for new generated retail and service establishments. 

(3) Fire Protection 

The Rollins Area Volunteer Fire Department and o"ther fire 

fighting organizations may be required to serve an additional 

185 new residential structures as well as new generated retail 

and service developments. 

37 



(4) Recreation Facilities 

Beaches, fishing access and boat launching areas 

demands would more than double with the additional local 

population numbers and visitors generated from increased 

traffic through the project area. This is brought on with 

respect to new local residents since a large part of the 

existing Flathead Lake Shore is already privately developed. 

Similar secondarY impacts would result to locally available emergency, 

medical, social, cultural and educational services in Kalispell and in 

addition to these services county government services in Polson. 

Some displacement of existing homes and businesses is going to be 

necessary for the projects, however, the number will depend on which 

alternate is finally chosen as the selected alignment. The number of 

displacements for each alternate is discussed in more detail in the 

Alternates Section of this statement. All relocation will be handled in 

accordance with the Montana Department of Highways standard right-of-way 

procedures which will provide relocation assistance for all displaced 

homes and businesses. No one would be moved until adequate replacement 

facilities had been secured. 

The availability of decent, safe, and sanitary housing is rather 

limited as local realtors have very few homes listed for sale in the 

project area. However, there are 5 real estate agencies in Lakeside, 

which is located about 4 miles north of the end of the F 191 (30) project, 

which have subdivision tracts, lakeshore properties, and acreages listed 

for sale in the project area. There are also real estate agencies in 

Big Arm, Kalispell, and Polson which have lake shore and subdivision 

properties listed for sale. Therefore, it is asslUned that most of the 
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relocation will have to be accomplished by building new homes, pro­

viding mobile homes, or moving the present dwellings. Mobile homes 

and pre-built homes are for sale in both Kalispell and Polson. There 

are building contractors in Polson, Kalispell, and Big Fork and house 

movers in Kalispell. 

No natural landmarks, parks, wildlife or waterfowl refuges will 

be affected by these projects. Consultation with the National Register 

of Historic Places and the State Historical Preservation Plan indicates 

that these projects will not affect any National Register or State Preser­

vation Plan properties. Also, the State Historical Preservation Officer of 

Montana was contacted concerning any possible project effects upon any his­

torical or archaeological sites which may be in the process of nomination 

to the National Register or the State Preservation Plan. We were informed 

that the project would not affect any such sites. 

Depending on which alternate is finally selected, the projects may af­

fect several of the 16 known archaeological sites mentioned previously. 

However, before the project is let to contract, the statewide archaeological 

survey will be furnished plans so that they can review the projects and do 

any work that they feel necessary. Also, if during construction, any signifi­

cant archaeological sites or artifacts are encountered, the work shall be 

temporarily discontinued and archaeological authorities contacted to deter­

mine the significance and disposition of the find. 

Depending on which alignment is finally chosen, the projects could have 

a considerable affect on commercial facilities such as stores, gas stations, 

motels, cabins, etc. Any changes from the existing alignment could reduce the 

exposure and accessibility of these businesses and thereby reduce their volume 

of business. 
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Economic activity in the project area will undoubtedly increase 

while the projects are under construction. However, this increase in 

activity will be short-lived and last only as long as it takes to com-

plete the projects. If the increased subdivision activities mentioned 

earlier should occur, economic activity in regard to land sales, building 

trades, and local services would also increase. This type of economic activi­

ty would be of a longer lasting nature and would not stop when the project 

was completed. 

Since the infringement of the Elmo-Rollins Project on Flathead Lake, 

will be either non-existent or very minor, the only impact on fisheries' 

resources will be from crossing Dayton Creek. If construction were to 

impede stream flow or cause heavy siltation, fish spawning and aquatic 

insect populations would be likely to suffer. 

Adverse impacts will be largely avoided by bridging the stream with 

a structure (not a culvert) which would allow free flow of the creek. Since 

the creek is only 10-15 feet wide, except at its mouth, piers in the channel 

will be avoided. 

This will have the additional benefit of minimizing siltation. 

Other important measures which will be taken include: 

(1) The creek will be crossed so as to avoid disturbing the channel 

as much as possible. 

(2) As much stream bank vegetation as possible will be preserved. 

(3) Construction equipment will not be operated in the channel. 

(4) Erosion control measures will be used where necessary, and 

revegetation of bared areas will be provided. 

(5) The possibility of limiting the time for the placing of the 

bridge abutments and other work likely to cause siltation to the period 

of August and September will be considered. This is the least critical 
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period tor fish spawning. In addition, efforts will be made to have all 

work causing sedimentation performed at one time so sedimentation will not 

occur repeatedly. 

The impact on wildlife will vary according to the alternate chosen 

for construction. 

Alternate 5, especially, departs considerably from the present road. 

It would transect several pastures and cultivated fields. In general, this 

alternate would create access to a relatively undisturbed area, possibly 

encouraging development of subdivisions. The increased presence of man in 

the area resulting from this alternate, plus the likelihood of development 

along the new road, would tend to reduce the number of deer, pheasants, 

Hungarian partridge, and ducks inhabiting the area. 

Alternate 6 would have impacts similar to the preceding, but of lesser 

severity because access would not be provided to as large an area. 

Alternates 1, 2, 3, 4, and 7 do not depart greatly from the present 

road and the ~bntana Department of Fish and Game has concurred that construction 

of any of these alternates would not be likely to have significant impact on 

wildlife populations. 

The Flathead County Line South project will have no impact on the 

fisheries of Flathead Lake. 

The Hill Alternate, by departing from the present alignment in several 

areas, would tend to isolate segments of deer range. The increased human 

presence caused by the road would tend to inhibit use of these areas by deer. 

This alternate also crosses open pastures and orchards in the vicinity of 

the Rollins' POst Office. This may result in the destruction of productive 

agricultural units and encourage development of subdivisions. This would have 

a further adverse impact on the deer. 
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Construction of the P. T. W. alternate would minimize destruction 

of deer habitat. 

The Hill Alternate would have a greater impact on grouse populations 

than the P. T. W. due to the extension of htnnan influence. 

In general, construction activities of both projects along any of 

the alternates will tend to have a non-permanent, short-term adverse impact 

on wildlife populations. 

The last impact of the project on wildlife to be examined is the possi­

bility of increase collisions between vehicles and big game. According to the 

Department of Fish and Game, deer crossings in the vicinity of the north 

reservation line and in the vicinity of the West Shore State Park are heavily 

used each year by both resident and migrant deer. The new facility would pro-

vide more gradual curves and would increase sight distance. This would probably 

result in an increase in the traveling speed of vehicles which may result in 

more collisions between vehicles and deer. 

Alternate 5, and to a lesser extent Alternate 6, would create a long, 

unsightly scar as it traversed the open hillside from near the beginning of 

the project to the Dayton Creek area. Much of this scar would be visible from 

the lake and would be a definite detriment to the aesthetics of the area. It 

would be topsoiled and seeded, however, this would not remove it completely. 

Since construction of these projects is not expected to significantly 

alter traffic volumes or traffic patterns, no discussion of traffic fuel con-

sumption is necessary. It is estimated that the following amount of oil based 

products will be needed for construction of the project. 

Diesel No. 2 
Gasoline 
Asphalt 
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B. Impacts on the Narrow Band Adjacent to the Project 

There will be numerous impacts on the narrow band adjacent to the 

projects. These will occur before, during, and after construction. 

Before construction can be started it will be necessary to purchase 

adequate right-of-way for the projects. The amount needed will depend on 

which alternate is finally selected for the final alignment. The right­

of-way take needed for each alternate is discussed in the Alternates 

Section of this statement. The land needed for right-of-way will involve 

the taking of both agricultural land and forested land. It will also be 

necessary to have all existing conflicting utilities relocated before 

construction can be started. 

A new bridge will have to be built over Dayton Creek, no matter which 

alternate is used. The existing bridge will be used to maintain traffic and 

mayor may not be removed upon completion of the new bridge, depending on 

which alternate is selected as the final alignment. During the construction 

of the new bridge and removal of the existing bridge if necessary, the con­

tractor will be required to adhere to all applicable State and National laws 

pertaining to prevention of water pollution. r~ will also have to follow all 

Montana Department of Highways Standard Specifications pertaining to water 

pollution. These laws and specifications will apply not only to bridge work, 

but also to any other work in the vicinity of the creek. These things will 

keep water pollution to a minimum, however, a small amount will undoubtedly 

occur. 

The possibility exists that there could be some slight intrusion of 

roadway fills into Flathead Lake. If Alternate 7 were chosen, there are 

several areas where the roadway would be quite close to the lake and depending 
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on the grades, some fill could extend into the lake. The exact amount 

or distance involved is not known, however, it would be quite minimal. 

Also, in the vicinity of Dayton Creek, except for alternates 5 and 6, 

the new bridge would have to be immediately adjacent to the existing 

bridge. In order to use the existing bridge to maintain traffic while 

the new one is being built, the new bridge will have to be placed either 

upstream or downstream f~om the existing bridge. If it is placed down­

stream, the fills for the approach to the bridge will extend out into 

the lake. Placing the new bridge upstream would also cause problems as 

there is a long, swampy area just west of the existing road that would 

have to be crossed. This would probably necessitate sub-excavation and 

backfilling with select material and would eliminate an area that may 

be suitable for waterfowl. Also, it would increase the possibility of 

causing more water pollution in Dayton Creek. All work, either in the 

creek or the lake, would have to adhere to all applicable laws, regulat­

ions, specifications concerning water pollution. 

The overall impacts to both surface and subsurface water are anti­

cipated to be very minor. All work will be in conformance with the Water 

Quali ty Standards and the Montana Stream Preservation Law. 

Air pollution will not be a major problem on this project although 

some will probably occur during the construction process. The contractor 

will have to follow all applicable laws and the Department of Highways 

Standard Specifications regarding this type of pollution. 

Future air pollution levels are not expected to be significantly 

affected by this project. This project is not in an air quality maintenance 
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area and does not meet the requirements for review of projects as 

established by the Environmental Protection Agency. Their concern for 

air quality generally begins when the 10 year projected traffic in­

creases 10,000 vehicles per day. This is many times more than the in­

crease expected on this project. 

This project is not in conflict with the State's plan for achiev­

ing federal ambient air quality standards and we concur with the deter­

mination of the Department of Health and Environmental Sciences that this 

project will not have a significant adverse effect on air quality in the 

area. 

During the construction phase of the projects, there will have to be 

some disruption of traffic. Detours will be used and there will probably 

be some short delays for traffic. The extent of the conflict will depend 

to some degree on which alternate is selected as some of the alternates 

would allow maintenance of traffic on the existing highway while the new 

one is being built. 

The noise impacts of the various alternate alignments are discussed 

in the Alternates Section. 

C. Impacts to the Flathead Indian Reservation 

Primarily there are three identification levels of impacts that could 

result to the Flathead Indian Reservation and its people. These impact levels 

include: (1) individual Indian property displacements (2) project area effects 

and (3) consequential impacts to the Flathead Indian Reservation. This review 

includes individual Indian property displacements and consequential impacts 

to the Flathead Indian Reservation. Project area effects have been described 

in detail within the alternate section of this draft environmental impact 

statement. 
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I. Individual Indian Property Displacements 

Minority group impacts resulting from the acquisition of two 

parcels of Indian Lands for right-of-way purposes would occur with 

Alternates 5 and 6. The remaining alternates as far as can be deter­

mined would not involve Indian owned property. 

Alternate 5 would involve a parcel of Indian Allotted Land (Allot­

ment 2005) containing 60 acres. Right-of-way would require the removal 

of two dwelling unit structures located on the parcel at Station 1068 

and Station 1072+60. The dwelling unit at Station 1068 is in poor con­

dition and uninhabited. A second dwelling unit located at Station 1072+60 

is presently unoccupied and used for storage purposes. Land required for 

right-of-way purposes consists of approximately 6 acres. The land is 

primarily used as grazing land and would be considered an uneconomical 

unit, therefore the damage should not be severe. Displacement of Indian 

or minority group households would not be required. 

Alternate 6 would traverse the southeast corner of Tribal Trust 

Land in Section 4. Total acres included within this parcel of Tribal 

Trust Land is 73 acres. Right-of-way for Alternate 6 would touch one 

corner requiring approximately 2 acres. The land is presently in an 

undeveloped state and would not require relocation of minority group 

households. 

II. Impacts to the Flathead Indian Reservation 

Identification of Environmental, Social, and Economic Effects 

In general it appears that the FIg.! (~S) Elmo-Rollins and FI9l (30) 

Flathead County Line South projects would tend, relative to socio-cultural 

values, to create environmental and social impacts of a negative nature 

and have positive effects to the economy of the Flathead Indian Reservation. 

The following assumptions were made concerning socio-cultural values of 
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the Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes with respect to their 

environment, social patterns, and economic motivation. 

A. Assumptions 

1. Environment 

a. Tribal values reflect a strong conservationist position 

in retaining and preserving the Flathead Indian Reservation. 

Reservation preservation includes tribal lands, Indian allot­

ted lands and pon - Indian lands. 

b. This previously mentioned conservationist approach extends 

to water, air, fish and wildlife habitat as well. 

2. Social 

a. Strong efforts are being made to retain identification with 

Salish and Kootenai cultural traditions. 

b. Flathead Indian Reservation values are expressed through its 

own tribal political and administrative organizations. 

c. A high value is placed on social interaction among Reservation 

members with a low value placed on social interaction between 

members and non-members. 

d. The reservation has been progressive in the area of housing 

development attempting to gain adequate housing for all reserva­

tion members. 

e. Greater and more convenient access to community facilities is 

favored by the Salish and Kootenai Tribes for reservation members 

as well as the development of specific community facilities for 

tribal member use. 
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3. Economic 

a. The Flathead Indian Tribes are promoting the economic 

development and employment opportunities of the reservation 

for its members. 

b. Greater access to employment opportunities for tribal members 

would be favored by the Flathead Indian Reservation. 

B. Impacts - Positive, or Negative 

1. Environment 

a. Any loss of natural features or wildlife habitat caused by 

the construction of the proposed highway projects would have 

a negative impact on the Flathead Indian Reservation. In this 

case Alternate 5 would most likely be the least alternative to 

be selected by the Reservation. 

b. The resultant lowering of natural environmental qualities with 

respect to wildlife and fish habitat, water, air, noise, and 

loss of open space either caused by the construction of the 

proposed highway projects within the project area or the further 

stimulation of non-reservation residential and strip commercial 

development within the project area and along the U. S. 93 align­

ment south through the reservation would have negative effects 

to the Flathead Reservation. This would include non-Indian per­

manent and seasonal residential and highway commercial develop­

ment in the Dayton-Elmo-Big Arm-Polson Lake Shore areas and 

adjacent to the Pablo, Ronan, St. Ignatius, Ravalli, Arlee and 

Evaro communities. 
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c. The Reservation would negatively react to greater pressures 

placed on the Tribes for development of Indian lands by non­

members as a result of the proposed highway projects. 

d. Disruptive or divisive effects caused by the construction of 

the F19l (15) Highway Project through Dayton relative to Indian 

community members and the elementary school would not be favored 

by the, Rservation. AI ternate 6 may be considered a feasible 

alternative. 

2. Social 

a. Highway project stimulated residential and commercial development 

and its accompanying non-Indian population would continue to cause 

a negative change in the Salish and Kootenai socio-cultural and 

environment features of the Flathead Indian Reservation. 

b. The style of life of 176 Reservation members residing in the 

Dayton area would be negatively affected by the highway project 

impacts including changes in the relationship between the social 

areas of the reservation. 

c. The aggregation of the Salish and Kootenai tribes with a past 

semi-successful resistance on the portion of the Reservation 

would be negatively changed by the project proposals further 

reducing the size of the Reservation (western portion) for 

cultural refuge. 

d. Highway project stimulated land development and population growth 

would permanently change social attributes around which the Reser­

vation was organized in the past. 
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e. A decrease may result in the mnnber of tribal members 

along the U. S. 93 corridor in the Reservation by chang­

ing the population racial composition and lowering the 

possibility of Indian social relationships. 

f. The proposed highway projects would provide more safe and 

convenient travel through the highway project area from 

Dayton to ~lmo and other points wi thin the Reservation 

thereby assisting tribal members in social interaction 

patterns. 

g. Access and travel safety for students of junior and high 

school age of the 30 Indian households located in the highway 

project area to Polson would be improved. 

h. Travel to Reservation - related public facilities and services 

located at Elmo, Ronan, and Dixon would be made more convenient 

for the Indian population of 176 located in the F19l (15) project 

area. 

i. Religious facility access to churches located at Elmo, Ronan, 

Polson, and St. Ignatius would be ameliorated for the Project 

area's 30 Indian households. 

j. Safety and reduced travel time for emergency vehicles providing 

service to the 176 Indian members.within the Project area and 

access to medical facilities located Polson, Ronan, and St. 

Ignatius would be improved. 

3. Economic 

a. Improved U. S. Highway 93 would assist economic development 

projects of the Flathead Indian Reservation through a safe, 

more efficient transportation system. 
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III. 

. b. Pmployment oppOrtunities located at the larger employment 

centers of Kalispell and Missoula and to proposed Reservation 

economic development projects would be made more accessible 

to project area minority group employees by the proposed 

improvements of the U. S. 93 system. 

c. Regional shopping and service facilities located in Kalispell 

and Missoula would be made more convenient and accessible as 

a result of the proposed highway projects to Indian members 

of the Reservation and Project area. 

PROBABLE ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS WHICH CANNOT BE AVOIDED 

The adve~se environmental impacts that cannot be avoided are as follows: 

1) New right-of-way, including agricultural land, subdivided land 

and forested land, will have to be purchased for the project. 

2) The construction process will disrupt the area and necessitate 

detours, traffic delays, etc. 

3) Some air pollution will occur during the construction process. 

4) Some water pollution will occur at the various creek crossings 

with the largest amount probably occurring in the vicinity of 

Dayton Creek where a new bridge will have to be built. 

5) Several archaeological sites may be affected. 

6) Depending on which alternate is selected, some of the commercial 

establishments in the project area may suffer economically due to 

reduced exposure and accessibility. 

7) Several homes and businesses may require relocation. 

8) Subdividing and development in the project area may increase due 

to the improved access that will be provided. 

9) There would be some adverse effects on a minority group as part 

of the project is situated on the Flathead Indian Reservation. 
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IV. ALTERNATES 

The following provides a narrative description of each alternate 

alignment proposed for projects F 191 (IS) and F 191 (30). There are 

ten (10) aligrunents discussed in this section, plus the "no-build" 

alternate, with seven (7) aligrunents within the limits of the F 191 

(15), Elmo-Rollins project and three (3) alternate alignments within 

the limits of the F 191 (30), Flathead County Line-South project. These . 
alignments are shown on the aerial photo prints in the Exhibits Section 

of this statement. All the alignments which are being studied have the 

same beginning and ending points. Each alternate may be just one align­

ment from its beginning to end or may be a combination of parts of one 

or more of the shown alignments. 

The prepared alignments are being developed using a design speed of 

60 M.P.H. wherever possible. The criteria for this design allows a maxi-

mum horizontal curvature of 50 00' and a maxtmum vertical grade of 5.0%. 

The majority of both projects will use this design criteria, however, 

there are two areas where this design cannot be maintained. One is on 

Alternate 1, opposite Cromwell Island, where a horizontal curve of 60 00' 

is used. This curve is well within the limits of a SO mph design speed and 

with the new 55 mph speed limit, is a very acceptable design. The other area 

is on the Hill Alternate, in the area of Table Bay, where a vertical grade 

of 6.0% is used to reduce the amotmt of cut. Here again, this increase in 

grade is within the limits of SO mph design criteria. 

In addition to a description of each of the alternate alignments, this 

section also covers the various environmental impacts of each. Two main 

classes of impacts were considered, one being the primary impact concerning 

the physical construction of the highway facility itself and its ±mmediate 

52 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

environmental effects on the area and the other being the secondary 

impact concerning the changes reflected in the area as a result of the 

existence of the new highway. In some circtmlStances, primary and secondary 

effects were difficult to differentiate between since both short and long 

term effects could be associated with some impacts. 

Primary impacts were linked to right of way requirements, structural 

units to be removed, or relocated, and impairments related to the function 

of existing land us~ activities. The following criteria were used in the 

evaluation of primary impacts: 

(1) Residential 

(a) Permanent and Seasonal 

Within 1000 feet-represents the number of structures within 

1000 feet of a proposed alternate that could 

be affected by a primary impact such as access, 

exposure, dust and noise during construction, etc. 

Within 80 feet---represents all structures within 80 feet of pro­

posed alignments which could possibly require 

demolition or relocation. This 80 feet is based 

upon a need of at least 160 feet of new highway 

right of way. 

(2) Conunercial 

(a) Retail 

Within 80 feet---represents the number of stores and gas stations 

within 80 feet of a proposed alternate which would 

possibly have to be removed or relocated. 

Affected by loss of through traffic-The number of retail structures 

that could have their business affected due to 

selection of another alignment. 
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(b) Motel-Cabins 

'Within 80 feet---Stnictures within 80 feet of an alternate which 

possibly would have to be reJOOved or relocated. 

Affected by loss of through traffic-The number of motel or cabin 

(3) Industrial 

establishments that could have their business af-

fected by loss of through traffic because of sef­

lection' of ano.ti1er- alAs •• t. 

Within 80 feet----The'number of industrial structures located within 

80 feet of centerline of proposed alignment possibly 

(4) Recreational 

(a) Parks 

requiring reJOOval or relocation. 

Within 80 feet----The number of recreational areas located within 80 

feet of a proposed alternate. 

(b) Fishing Access 

Within 80 feet----The number of fishing access sites within 80 feet 

of a proposed alternate. 

(c) Camping Areas 

Within 80 feet----The number of campgrOlmds that would be located 

within 80 feet of a proposed alternate. 

(5) Community Facilities 

(a) Elementary Schools 

Within 1000 feet--This is a modified standard which under an ideal 

situation elementary schools should be located one-

quarter mile from primary arterials in order to pro­

vide maximum walking distance of school children 

without crossing arterial highways. 
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(b) Churches 

Within 80 feet---Number of church structures located within 

80 feet of a proposed alternate. 

(c) Cemeteries 

Within 80 feet---The number of cemetery sites located within 

the potential right of way of a proposed alternate. 

(6) Utilities 

Water and Sewer 

The number of possible impacts to an existing or proposed central 

water and/or sewer system at Dayton or Rollins relative to water 

mains and/or sewer trunk systems. 

(7) Cultural 

Historical and Archaeological Sites 

Within 80 feet---The number of known historical and archaeological 

sites located within 80 feet of the centerline of 

a proposed alternate. 

(8J Agricultural 

Farm land, Range Land, Forest Land 

The approximate acreage impact each proposed alignment would have 

to respective existing agricultural land use activities. 

(9) Stream Crossing 

Perennial and Intermittent 

Number of stream crossings for each proposed alignment with an 

indication as to whether it is an existing or new crossing. 

(10) Community Cohesiveness 

Community cohesiveness concerns the effect that this project could 

have on Dayton and Rollins in regard to splitting or separating 

portions of the community or restricting growth in a certain area 

due to the physical barrier of the highway. 
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(11) Undeveloped Subdivision Disruption 

Approximate acreage impact each alternate alignment would 

have on the subdivisions in the area. 

(12) Congestion 

Pertains to conflicts between local traffic and through traffic. 

(13) Noise 

Noise impacts are based on three different important items: 

1) Type of land use adjacent to the highway, 2) Design year 

(1997) traffic volumes, and (3) distance from the highway to 

the point in question. By using the nOJOOgraph method of noise 

prediction, it has been determined that for land use category B, 

which pertains to residences, motels, schools, churches, picnic 

areas, recreational areas, playgrounds and parks, that if the 

home or point of activity is within 160 feet, the design noise 

level of 70 dbA will be exceeded. For land use category C, which 

pertains to industrial or commercial properties, if the building 

or point of activity is within 52 feet, the design noise level of 

75 dbA will be exceeded. Land used for farming, mining, logging, 

and grazing is considered to be undeveloped in regard to noise 

pollution. Impacts are based on the number of homes, businesses, 

etc. where the allowable noise levels will be exceeded. 

Impacts of a secondary nature are concerned with the possible affects a 

highway facility once constructed would have on the area. Secondary impacts 

evaluated included: 

(1) Land Use ActiVity 

(2) Concentration-dispersion 

(3) Dwelling unit density 
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The following information includes a full description, along 

with a discussion of both the secondary and primary impacts, of each 

alternate. At the end of the section, for comparison purposes, are 

tables which generally summarize the impacts of the various alignments. 

Also included is a table showing the estimated cost of each alternate. 

ALTERNATE 1 Elmo-Rollins (Full length of Project) 

Alternate 1 begins at a point on U. S. 93, F.A.P. Route #5, about 

2.0 miles east of Elmo, MOntana. Alternate 1 is shown on the autoscreen 

print in the exhibit section as a solid line. This alignment closely 

parallels, but lies north and west of, the existing highway from the 

beginning of the project to Dayton. From Dayton to the end of the project 

the alignment varies from right of the existing roadway to left of and back 

again to the existing roadway to improve the alignment by removing horizontal 

curves. This alternate has a maximum horizontal curve of 60 00'at approxi­

mate station 1050~ and a maximum vertical grade of 4.9% also at the same 

stationing. The length of this alternate is 5.41 miles. 

Primary Impacts 

(1) Res idential 

Alternate 1 could affect approximately 101 permanent and seasonal 

dwelling units primarily concentrated along Flathead Lake shore. 

Impacts such as, increases in traffic activity, alteration of the 

landscape, changes in access, etc., would tend to lower the quality 

of the recreational environment. These impacts would most affect the 

three residential areas clustered south of Dayton on the Lake Shore, 

Wi thin the Dayton Conununi ty, Al terna te 1 would further segregate its 
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. two neighborhood areas, lowering the quality of the existing 

residential environment and reducing the opportunity to provide 

less costly public services. This alternate would require the 

displacement of at least 1 and possibly 2 families and their 

dwellings. Several other buildings and sheds would also have to 

be moved or torn down. 

(2) Commercial 
. 

An older bar structure would require removal or relocation by 

Alternate 1. Two remaining commercial structures at Dayton would 

require access reorientation to the Alternate 1 alignment. 

(3) Industrial 

Alternate 1 does not interfere with any industrial land use 

activities. 

(4) Recreational 

There are no known federal, state, or local parks or recreation 

areas which Alternate 1 would affect. The Juniper Beach State 

Fish and Game fishing access site would be affected in terms of 

direct vehicular ingress and egress and greater facility use. Ac­

cessibility to the Lake Mary Ronan Recreation Area would be affected 

only during the construction period. With improvement of access to 

Lake Mary Ronan greater demands may be placed on the recreational 

area's facilities. 

(5) Community Facilities 

Al ternate 1 would have a detrimental impact on the elementary school 

facility located in Dayton. The proposed alignment would create a 

hazardous pedestrian condition for children crossing to and from 
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school. Additional problems would be encountered with 

ingress and egress of school vehicles. Minimal impacts 

would be made to church facilities by Alternate 1. 

(6) Utilities 

Should water and sewer utilities be constructed in Dayton 

as proposed in the Comprehensive Area-Wide Water and Sewer 

Plan-1970, Alternate 1 would disrupt plans for two water 

mains, a trunk sewer and a 4" force main. Should these utili­

ties be constructed in the near future after construction of 

the proposed alignment, provisions could possibly be made for 

passage of water and sewer lines under the highway prior to com­

pletion of the highway project. 

(7) Cul tura1 

As far as has been determined, Alternate 1 may interfere with 3 

known archaeological sites. 

(8) Agricultural 

Impacts to sub-irrigated farmland would be minimal with Alternate 1. 

However open rangeland utilized by the proposed alignment would con­

sist of about 87 acres. Approximately one acre of private forested 

land consisting mainly of low density conifers and shrubs would have 

to be removed for the proposed right-of-way should Alternate 1 be 

selected. 

(9) Stream Crossings 

Alternate 1 would require expansion of one existing perennial stream 

crossing and provision of 4 new intermittent stream crossings. 
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(10) Community Cohesiveness 

Even though the existing aligmnent of U. S. 93 passes through 

the center of Dayton, any new alignment with greater volumes of 

traffic, wider pavement widths, and larger right of way require­

ments would magnify the physical barrier. The barrier would have 

a negative effect on the community cohesiveness of the homogenous 

single familY,residential districts at Dayton. 

(11) Undeveloped Subdivislon Disruption 

Alternate 1 right-of-way would require approximately 27 acres 

through the presently developed subdivisions of Grinde, Cromwell 

Villa, Juniper Shores and Silver Salmon Shores. Impacts to the 

Cromwell Villa Subdivision are the greatest since the proposed 

alignment passes through the southern portion of the subdivision 

resul ting in double frontage lots. The remaining tracts within 

this subdivision are over 10 acres in size and could be resubdivided 

staying within Montana State Board of Health Guidelines of 20,000 

square feet per lot. 

(12) Congestion 

Alternate 1, particularly with respect to potential new residential 

growth, could cause increased congestion at points where the existing 

U. S. 93 alignment would intersect with Alternate 1 and at various 

points within the Dayton community. 

(13) Noise 

With 2 possible exceptions, future noise levels on Alternate 1 

would be within the design allowables. Noise levels at the church 
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in Dayton, and one horne south of Dayton may be too high, 

however, any slight changes in alignment could ~e this 

situation. If this Alternate is chosen as the final alignment, 

it is anticipated that an exception to the design noise levels 

will probably be requested. 

Secondary Impacts 

(1) Land Use Activity Changes 

With increased traffic volumes, development attractiveness 

relative to retail and service establishments will become 

greater, particularly in the Dayton area at the intersection 

of the new alignment and FAS 352. Easier accessibility and 

greater travel convenience coupled with increasing demands 

for recreation will place even greater demands on the project 

area for cabin sites and retirement housing. 

(2) Concentration-Dispersion 

The proposed alignment of Alternate 1 would have a moderate 

effect on the future configuration of land use. Since the 

present development of the F 191 (15) project area is oriented 

for the most part toward the West Shore of Flathead Lake a 

"pulling back" of the U. S. 93 alignrnent would allow some disper­

sion of the primarily single family residential development between 

the F 191 (15) project beginning and Dayton. 

(3) Dwelling Unit Density 

Because of the moderate dispersal effect of Alternate 1 the pro­

posed highway facility should not create, in presently developed 

areas, an increase in dwelling unit densities. Should growth trends 
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increase substantially as a result of increased traffic 

exposure and better accessibility to the project area, the 

"pulling back" effect of Alternate 1 could conceivably pro­

vide space for twice the present development without in­

creasing the existing dwelling unit density. 

ALTERNATE 2 - Elmo-Rollins - Segments 1, 2, 1 

This alternate has the same beginning points as Alternate 1 

and is the same alignment as Alternate 1 to about Station 1016~, as shown 

in the exhibit section. From this point to about Station 10sO~ the alignment 

is north and west of Alternate 1 and is part of Alternates 2 and 6. Ahead of 

Station 1050+ to Station 1090+ the aligriment is Alternate 2 only. Fram Station 

1090~ ahead, Alternate 2 is the same as Alternate 1. Alternate 2 is shown in 

the exhibit section as a dashed line and is marked as ALT. 2. This alignment 

has a maximum horizontal curve of 40 00 at approximate Station 1000+ and a maxi­

mum horizontal curve of 40 00 at approximate Station 1000~ and a maximum vertical 

grade of 4.9' at about Station 10sO~ to 1070~. The length of this alternate is 

5.39 miles. 

Primary Impacts 

(1) Residential 

Alternate 2 would affect the largest number of structures, 103 

residential structures are within 1000 ft. and two are within 80 

ft. Other than impacts associated with Alternate 1 this alternate 

has few additional impacts to residential land use. This alternate 

would require the displacement of the same families as those noted 

under Alternate 1. 

(2) Conunercial 

Other than impacts associated with Alternate 1 this alternate would 
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have minimal impacts to retail and service activities. 

(3) Industrial 

Alternate 2 does not interfere with any industrial activities. 

(4) Recreational 

Other than impacts associated with Alternate 1 there are no 

known pa%ks or fishing access areas which Alternate 2 would 

have an impact upon • . 
(5) Community Facilities 

Other than impacts associated with Alternate 1, Alternate 2 

would not affect churches, schools or any other community 

facilities. 

(6) Utilities 

Other than impacts associated with Alternate 1, Alternate 2 

would not interfere with any known plans for water and sewer. 

(7) Cultural 

As far as has been detennined, Alternate 2 may interfere with 

2 known archaeological sites. 

(8) Agricultural 

Lands used for agricultural purposes would be impacted a minor 

amotmt in comparison to the other Alternates with the exception 

of Alternate 7. Little fannland and forestland would be disrupted. 

Greatest encroachment would come to open rangeland which would 

amotmt to about 87 acres. 

(9) Stream Crossing 

Other than impacts associated with Alternate 1, impingements to 

streams relative to crossings would be minimal. 
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(10) Community Cohesiveness 

Since a major portion of the Alternate 2 alignment involves 

segments of Alternate 1, impacts associated with community 

cohesiveness would be the same as those described under Alter­

nate 1. 

(11) Undeveloped Subdivision Disruption 

Alternate 2 right-of-way would require approximately 26 acres 

through the pres'ently tmdeveloped subdivisions of Grinde, Cromwell 

Villa, Jtmiper Shores and Silver Salmon Shores. Effects to sub­

divisions caused by Alternate 2 would be similar to Alternate 1 

with the exception of the Cromwell Villa subdivision. Alternate 2 

effects would be less severe since the proposed alignment would' 

pass directly through the center of the subdivision, allowing for 

more land area in which to subdivide as compared to the Alternate 1 

alignment. 

(12) Congestion 

Same as Alternate 1 

(13) Noise 

Same as Alternate 1 

Secondary Impacts 

(1) Land Use Activity Changes 

Changes in Land Use Activity patterns would be the same as described 

for Al terna te 1. 

(2) Concentration-Dispersion 

The deviation of Alternate 2 from the Alternate 1 alignment would allow 

some additional dispersion of lake shore development within the area 

east of Alternate 2. 
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(3) . Dwelling Unit Density 

Alternate 2 would have slightly less of an increasing effect 

on dwelling unit density than Alternate 1. 

ALTERNATE 3 - ElIOO-Rollins - Segments 1, 3, 1 

Alternate 3 is the same as "alternate 1" except between stations 

1060+ to 1090+ where it lies just west of alternate 1 to avoid removing some - -
buildings and a home. This alignment is shown as a dash, dash, dot, dot line 

on the maps in the exhibit section. This alignment has a maximum horizontal 

curve of 50 00' at approximate station 1045~ to 1060~ and a maximum grade of 

5.4% between stations 1040+ to 1055+. The length of this alternate is 5.42 miles. 

Primary Impacts 

(1) Residential 

Alternate 3, other than impacts associated with Alternate 1, would 

have minimal effects to permanent and seasonal dwelling residences. 

Approximately 101 residential structures would be included within 

1000 ft. of the combined alternate segments 1 and 3. Only two resi­

dential structures would be included within the possible right of way. 

This alternate would require displacement of the same families noted 

lUlder Al terna te 1. 

(2) Comnercial 

Impacts resulting from Alternate 3, other than those fotmd to po­

tentially exist with respect to Alternate 1, would be minimal relative 

to retail and service activities. 

(3) Industrial 

Alternate 3 does not conflict with any industrial facilities. 

(4) Recreation 

There are no known recreational areas, parks or fishing access sites 
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which Al terna te 3 would have an impact upon other than those 

associated with Alternate 1. 

(5) Community Facilities 

Other than Alternate 1, impacts caused by Alternate 3 are 

minimal relative to schools, churches, and other community 

facilities. 

(6) Utilities 

In addition to :AJ. terna tel:impacts , Alternate 3 would not 

interfere with any known water and sewer plans. 

(7) Cultural 

As far as has been detennined, Alternate 3 does not affect any 

historical or archaeological sites other than those mentioned 

relative to Alternate 1. 

(B) Agricultural 

Impacts resulting from. Alternate 3 to agricultural fann lands 

would be minimal. Sub-irrigated fann land and forest land amotmt­

ing to less than one acre would be involved with the proposed align-

mente More severe, approximately B7 total acres of open range land 

would be disturbed. 

(9) Stream Crossings 

There would be few stream crossings involved with Alternate 3 other 

than those interrupted by Alternate 1. 

(10) Community Cohesiveness 

Since a major portion of the Alternate 3 alignment involves segments 

of Alternate 1, impacts relative to community cohesiveness would be 

similar to those described tmder Alternate 1. 
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(11) Undeveloped Subdivisions Disruption 

Alternate 3 right of way requirements coupled with Alternate 1 

demands would require approximately 27 acres through the previous­

ly mentioned tmdeveloped subdivisions of Grinde, Cromwell Villas, 

Jtmiper Shores and Silver Salmon Shores. Impacts to the Cromwell 

Villa subdivision would be similar to Alternate 1. 

(12) Congestion 

Potential traffic conflicts and congestion problems would be 

similar to Alternate 1. 

(13) Noise 

The only noise impact this Alternate would have would be in regard 

to the church in Dayton. 

Secondary Impacts 

(1) Land Use Activity Changes 

Changes in land use activity patterns would be the same as described 

tmder Al terna te 1. 

(2) Concentration-Dispersion 

Alternate 3 would have slightly more of a dispersing effect on lake 

shore development than that of Al terna te 1 and would permit a more 

advantageous setback from the existing U. S. 93 aligrunent. 

(3) Dwelling Unit Density 

Alternate 3 would have less ofa tendency to increase developed area 

dwelling tmit densities than Alternate 1. 

ALTERNATE 4 - Elmo-Rollins - Segments 1, 4, 1 

Alternate 4 is the same alignment as Alternate 1 except in the area 

just north and east of Dayton, Station 11lO.:!:,. to 1140.:!:,., where the aligrunent stays 

on the existing roadway. This alignment is shown as a dotted line on the maps in 
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the exhibit section. It has the same rnax:iJrn.Dn horizontal curvature and 

vertical grade as does "Alternate 1". 'The length of this alternate is 

5.44 miles. 

Primary Impacts 

(1) Residential 

Deviation of Alternate 4 from Alternate 1 occurs within 

Dayton, more nearly following the existing U. S. 93 alignment. 

Total residential structures encompassed within 1,000 ft. are 

97 which is slightly less than the previous three Alternates. 

Four structures located in the Dayton Area are within 80 ft. 

of the proposed alignment possibly requiring removal or re­

location. This alternate would require the relocation of 4 

families. Two of these are the same as those required for 

Al terna te 1. 

(2) Commercial 

The Alternate 4 alignment within Dayton would bring the pro­

posed highway facility within very close proximity (80 ft.) 

of a gas station-store and bar facility. Should acquisition 

of structures not be required, the loss of parking may in it-

self require relocation. 

(3) Industrial 

Alternate 4 does not disrupt any industrial land use activities. 

( 4) Recreation 

Al ternate 4, other than Alternate 1 impacts, would not affect 

known parks and fishing access sites. Minimal construction acces­

sibility impacts would result to the intersection of F.A.S. 352 

providing access to the Lake Mary Ronan Recreation Area. 
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(5) Cornnn.mity Facilities 

The realignment of U. S. 93 (Alternate 4) would bring 

U. S. 93 traffic closer to the Dayton Elementary School 

site. This condition would result in a hazardous situation 

both to school children coming and going to school and those 

involved in playground activities. Additional undesirable im­

pacts would be traffic conflicts caused by turning movements 

of school oriented vehicles, and more distractions and further 

degradation of the existing school environment. Minimal impacts 

would be made to churches located along the proposed Alternate 4 

alignment at Dayton. 

(6) Utili ties 

Should water and s'ewer facilities be constructed for Dayton as 

proposed in the Comprehensive Area-Wide Water and Sewer Plan -

1970, two water mains, one trunk sewer line, and a 4" force main 

would be interrupted. Should highway construction commence before 

the central systems are installed, provisions could possibly be 

made for passage of water main and sewer trunk lines under the 

highway. 

(7) Cul tural 

As far as has been determined, Alternate 4 does not interfere 

with any known historical or archaeological sites other than 

those mentioned relative to Alternate 1. 

(8) Agricultural 

Aside from Alternate 7, Alternate 4 involves the least amount 

of agricultural lands. Farm lands and forest lands would remain 
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basically l.Dl.touched with approximately 85 acres of open 

range land disturbed. 

(9) Stream Crossings 

Alternate 4 total stream crossing would require expansion 

of one existing stream crossing and the bridging of 4 inter-

mittent streams at new crossings. 

(10) Community. Cohesiveness 

Although the Alternate 4 alignment basically follows the 

existing U. S. 93 alignment through Dayton, the widening 

of the highway facility would still bisect the community 

creating a physical barrier between the two residential areas. 

Minor disruption would result to the existing fragmented Dayton 

cOl1Dllercial area. 

(11) Undeveloped Subdivision Disruption 

Impacts resulting to presently l.Dl.developed subdivisions in the 

fonn of right of way requirements would amount to about 27 acres. 

Subdivisions infringed upon include Grinde, Cromwell Villa, 

Juniper Shores and Silver Salmon Shores. 

(12) Congestion 

Traffic conflicts and congestion would be similar to Alternate 1. 

(13) Noise 

Noise problems could occur south of Dayton and one within Dayton. 

Three other buildings where noise problems could occur will re-

quire relocation which would thus eliminate the conflict. If this 

Alternate is selected, an exception to the noise levels will 

probably be requested. 
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Secondary ~cts 

(1) Land Use Activity Changes 

Changes in the land use pattern would be similar to 

those described under Alternate 1. 

(2) Concentration-Dispersion 

Effects resulting in concentration and/or dispersion 

would be similar to those described under Alternate 1. 

(3) Dwelling Unit Density 

Changes in dwelling unit densities would resemble Alternate 

1 inclinations. 

ALTERNA.1E 5 - Elmo - Rollins - Segment S, 1 

Primary Impacts 

"Alternate 5" has its beginning about 1. 5+ miles east of 

Elmo on U. S. 93. It is west and north of Alternate 1 and 

has the most extreme change from the existing roadway. This 

alignment ties to Alternate 1 at about Station 1150+ and from 

there fOIWard is the same as "Alternate rl. It is shown in the 

exhibit section as the line having the long dash, 3 short dashes 

and is marked as Alternate 5. This alignment has a maximum hori­

zontal curve of 20 45' and a maximum vertical grade of 5 .. 0% and may 

possibly require a climbing lane. It is also the longest alternate 

on the F 191 (15), Elmo-Rollins, project, with a length of 6.37 

miles. 

(1) Residential 

Alternate 5 would have the least impact to residential per­

manent and seasonal structures. As a result of its bypass 

alignment, only 22 residential structures are located within 
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1000 ft. and one vacant house within 80 ft. of the pro­

posed alternate. No displacement of families would be 

necessary. The vacant house that would require relocation 

or demolition is Indian owned. 

(2) Commercial 

Alternate 5 would have some economic impact on the three 

highway oriented retail activities located in Dayton. The 

removal of through traffic exposure would result in at 

least a temporary negative economic impact. MOtel and cabin 

accommodations would not be affected by Alternate 5. 

(3) Industrial 

Alternate 5 would not interfere with any industrial land 

use activities. 

(4) Recreational 

Other than Alternate 1 impacts, Alternate 5 would not alter 

any established park areas or fishing access sites. Alternate 

5 would modify accessibility to areas west of the proposed 

alignment with respect to hunting, hiking, sightseeing and 

other recreational opportunities. 

(5) Community Facilities 

Due to the bypass nature of Alternate 5 minimal impacts would 

result to community facilities. 

(6) Utilities 

Alternate 5, due to its bypass nature, would not interfere 

with any known plans for public utilities. 
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(7) Cultural 

As far as has been determined, Alternate 5 would not 

interfere with any local historial or archaeological 

sites. 

(8) Agricultural 

Alternate 5 would have the most severe impacts to agri­

cultural lands. The Alternate 5 system would require 

about '20 acres of improved or sub-irrigated farm lands, 

approximately 95 acres of open range land and about 9 

acres of forest lands. Forest lands involved primarily 

include low density conifers, with shrubs and deciduous 

tree varieties located along Dayton Creek. 

(9) Stream Crossings 

The Alternate 5 would require 2 new stream crossings over 

perennial streams along with provision for expansion of an 

existing crossing and 2 new crossings over intermittent 

streams. 

(10) Community Cohesiveness 

As a result of the Alternate 5 alignment bypassing Dayton, 

little disruption would be caused to the existing community 

configuration. 

(11) Undeveloped Subdivision Disruption 

Impacts to undeveloped subdivisions by Alternate 5 would 

amount to about 17 acres. 

(12) Congestion 

By the removal of through traffic, conflicts with local 

traffic would be minimized. Local traffic conflicts and 
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congestion potentials would be minimized due to the cir­

cumferential location of the Alternate 5 alignment. 

(13) Noise 

There is 1 place on this alternate where noise conflicts 

could occur which is the Grange Hall northwest of Dayton. 

A slight change in the alignment could eliminate this problem 

if this alternqte was selected or an exception to the noise 

levels may be necessary. 

Secondary Impacts 

(1) Land Use Activity Changes 

Future commercial development (retail and services) would be 

attracted or pulled toward the Alternate 5 alignment. This shift 

would potentially take place between the Alternate 5 intersection 

with F.A.S. 352 and Alternate 1 intersection. Modifications in the 

land use pattern would be from agricultural farmland and rangeland 

to IOOre intense retail and service activities. With the "pull back" 

effect of Alternate 5 alignment and improved accessibility a con­

siderable amount of rangeland could potentially be converted to 

residential subdivisions. 

(2) Concentration-Dispersion 

Alternate 5 would have a dispersion effect to new development as 

a result of opening up a considerable aIOOunt of rangeland for new 

subdivisions. The new Alternate 5 couples with the present U. S. 93 

alignment would increase the accessibility and attractiveness of the 

area for development. 
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(3) Dwelling Unit Density 

Densities as a result of new development on existing agricultural 

lands would increase while dwelling unit densities along the lake 

shore would for the most part remain stable. 

ALTERNATE 6 - Elmo - Rollins - Segments 1, 2, 6, 1 

Primary Impacts 

This alternate has the same beginning as alternate 1 and follows 

alternate 1 from the beginning of the project to about station 1016~. 

From 1016+ to 1050+ this altel11ate is the same as "alternate 2". From 

1050~ to ll40~ alternate 6 lies west of "alternates 1, 2, 3, 4 and 7" 

and west of Dayton. It is shown in the exhibit section as a dash, 3 

dots, dash line. From station 1140+ to the end of the project this 

alternate is the same as alternate 1. This alignment has a maximum 

horizontal curve of 5000' at approximate stations 1045+ to 1070+ and 

a maximum vertical grade of 5.0% at about station 1030+ to 1080+. The 

length of this alternate is 5.80 miles. 

(1) Residential 

Alternate 6, due to the close proximity of the bypass alignment to 

Dayton, encompasses 79 residential structures within 1000 ft. which 

is slightly greater than Alternate 5 but less than the other Alternates. 

There are no structures located within 80 ft. of the proposed highway 

facility and no relocation would be necessary. 

(2) Connnercial 

Due to the bypass nature of the route, minimal negative economic 

impacts would result to Dayton business establishments as a result 

of rerouting through traffic. Alternate 6 would not involve primary 

impacts to existing motel and cabin development. 
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(3) Industrial 

Alternate 6 does not interfere with any industrial land use 

activities. 

(4) Recreational 

Other than Alternate 1 impacts, established parks, recreation 

areas, picnic areas, fishing access areas, and camping areas 

would not be e~croached upon by Alternate 6. To a lesser degree 

than Alternate 5, impacts could be related to a reduction in 

recreational opporttmities such as htmting and hiking due to 

diminished accessibility to the area west of the proposed alignment. 

Land along the Flathead Lake Shore to a large degree is already under 

private ownership, therefore, little reduction in recreational op­

porttmities is experienced. Access to the private beaches utilized 

by public would not be reduced by Alternate 6. 

(5) Community Facilities 

Due to the bypass configuration of Alternate 6, impacts to community 

facilities would be kept to a minimum. The proposed alignment would 

pass within 1300 ft. of an Indian Cemetery located west of Dayton. 

(6) Utilities 

Alternate 6, although having a bypass alignment arotmd Dayton, could 

intercept a proposed site for a storage reservoir as well as a water 

main system connecting the reservoir to the proposed Dayton central 

wa ter facil i ty . 

(7) Cultural 

As far as has been determined, Alternate 6 could interfere with 

one local historical or archaeological site. 
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(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

(11) 

Agricultural 

Al ternate 6 would have slightly less of an effect to agri­

cultural activities than Alternate S. Agncultural land in­

volved with the Alternate 6 alignment includes about 14 acres 

of sub-irrigated farmland, 90 acres of open rangeland, and 2 

acres of forestland. 

Stream Cro~sing 

Stream Crossings involved with Alternate 6 would include 2 new 

structures over perennial streams, and in addition to new structures, 

the expansion of an existing crossing over intermittent streams. 

Community Cohesiveness 

The Alternate 6 alignment although located in closer proximity 

to Dayton than Alternate 5, would still have minimal impacts to 

community cohesion due to the bypassing nature of the proposed 

alignment. Restriction could conceivably be placed on western growth 

of the Dayton community, however, present growth estimates included 

within the Comprehensive Area Wide Water and Sewer Plan-1970, indicates 

a moderate growth of 80 additional persons by 1990. According to the 

water and sewer plan this additional population will be accommodated 

within the existing community site. 

Undeveloped Subdivision Disruption 

Existing undeveloped subdivisions would be most disrupted by Al­

ternate 6 requiring approximately 29 acres of right of way from the 

Grinde, Cromwell Villa, Juniper Shores, and Silver Salmon Shores 

subdivisions. Greatest subdivision impacts of Alternate 6 would be 

to Cromwell Villa located just south of Dayton. 
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(12) Congestion 

Conflicts between through traffic and local traffic within 

the Dayton community would be minimized. 

(13) Noise 

There appear to be no noise problems connected with this alternate. 

Secondary Impacts 

(1) Land Use Activity Changes 

Future commercial development, as with Alternate 5, would have a 

tendency to move north toward the Alternate 6 alignment particularly 

in the area between the intersections of F.A.S. 352 and Alternate 1. 

Outside the Dayton Community, along the Alternate 6 alignment, some 

land use activity changes will occur from rangeland to residential 

development, most likely in areas already experiencing land sub­

division at the present time. 

(2) Concentration-Dispersion 

Alternate 6 would have a slightly greater dispersing eftect on future 

development than the other Alternates with the exception of Alternate 5. 

(3) Dwelling Unit Density 

Dwelling unit densities would have a tendency to increase on present 

undeveloped rangeland areas but would help reduce the probability of 

increasing existing residential development densities along the lake 

shore. 

ALTERNATE 7 - Elmo-Rollins Segments 7, I 

Alternate 7 has the same beginning, with the exception of Alter­

nate 5, as the rest of the alternates involved with this project. 

This alternate is the existing roadway from its beginning to 

Dayton Creek. From Dayton Creek to the end of the project this 
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aligmnent becomes the same as Alternate 1. This aligmnent is 

shown in the exhibit as a long dash, dot,dot line. It has a 

maximum horizontal curve of 60 30' at about station 1050+ to 

1060~ and a maximum vertical grade of 4.0% at approximate 

stations 1085+ to 1100+. The length of this aligmnent is 

5.48 miles. 

Primary Impacts 

. (1) Residential 

Effects caused by expansion of U. S. 93 (Alternate 7) with 

respect to its close proximity to lake front residential area 

would be severe to permanent and vacation residences. Not only 

would the additional right-of-way requirements for the facility 

be detrimental with respect to substandard lots (below 20,000 sq. 

ft. requirements of the MOntana Department of Health), but increases 

of future traffic activity would produce the same impacts to the 

Dayton COll1lmmity as Alternate 1. This alternate would require the 

relocation of at least 10 permanent homes, 3 seasonal homes, and 

several sheds, garages, etc. 

(2) Connnercial 

Other than impacts associated with Alternate 1, Alternate 7 would 

appear to have minimal effects on connnercial, retail, and service 

activities. 

(3) Industrial 

Alternate 7 would not interfere with any industrial land use 

activities. 
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(4) Recreational 

Expansion of the U. S. 93 alignment (Alternate 7) would have 

some effect on the Juniper Beach fishing access and camping site 

located approximately midway between Elmo and Rollins. The new 

roadway would have to be fit into the existing right-of-way to 

avoid encroachment on the area. The main impacts to the recreational 

environment would be increased traffic activity, greater adjacent 

dwelling unit 1ncreases, and probable alteration of the landscape 

in the vicinity of the site. 

(5) Community Facilities 

Other than impacts associated wlth Alternate 1, effects to schools, 

churches or other community facilities would be minimal by Alternate 7. 

(6) Utili ties 

Other than Alternate 1 impacts,Alternate 7 would not disrupt any 

known water and sewer plans. 

(7) CuI tural 

As far as has been detennined, Alternate 7 could effect 2 known 

historical or archaeological sites. 

(8) Agricultural 

Impacts to agricul tural lands as a resul t of the Al terna te 7 sys tern 

would be minimal. Agricultural lands disturbed include approximately 

60 acres of open rangeland and 2 acres of low density forestland. 

(9) Stream Crossings 

Alternate 7 would require expansion of the following existing crossings: 

one crossing on Dayton Creek, a perennial stream and three intermittent 

stream crossings. 
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(10) Community Cohesiveness 

Effects to Dayton relative to community land use impacts 

would be similar to those described under Alternate 1 since 

the portion of Alternate 1 passing through Dayton would be 

utilized in conjunction with the Alternate 7 alignment. 

(11) Undeveloped Subdivision Disruption 

Alternate 1 would have considerable impact on the Grinde 

subdivision since the lots presently just meet the 20,000 

sq. ft. requirements of the MOntana State Board of Health. 

In order to gain required rIght-of-way widths, tracts within 

the Grinde subdivisions would be reduced to a sub~tandard status 

for individual water wells and septic tanks. 

(12) Congestion 

Due to the large number of access points from commercial and 

residential structures along the existing alignment, coupled 

with increased traffic on the new highway facility, congestion 

and traffic conflicts could potentially become hazardous. 

(13) Noise 

Of all L~e alternates on the Elmo-Rollins project, alternate 7 

is by far the worst as far as expected noise pollution is con­

cerned. There are approximately 35 homes, cabins, or mobile homes 

adjacent to the project south of Dayton where the noise levels would 

be exceeded. All of these are located between the proposed alignment 

and the lake. Noise levels would probably be exceeded at the church 

in Dayton also. If this alternate is selected, an exception to the 

noise levels will be requested. 
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Secondary Impacts 

(1) Land Use Density Changes 

Few land use activity changes would occur over and above 

those subdivided areas taking place at the present time. Some 

additional subdivision activity may take place along the lake 

shore. With increased traffic volumes, encouragement may be given 

to new commer~ial development within the Dayton community and along 

the lake shore. 

(2) Concentration-Dispersion 

This lake shore alternate would have a severe impact to existing 

residential and recreational development as well as perpetuate a 

concentrating influence on limited lake frontage. 

(3) Dwelling Unit Density 

Alternate 7 would tend to minimize dwelling unit density increases 

on rangelands to the west of the proposed alignment, excluding exist­

ing subdivision activity, while fostering dwelling unit density in­

creases along the lake shore. 

Al ternates for the F 191 (30), Flathead County Line South, proj ect all begin 

on U. S. 93, F.A.P. Route #5, at a point 2.0~miles east of Dayton. This be­

ginning point is at station 1231+90.8 as shown on the maps in the exhibit section. 

P. T. W. (Present Traveled Way) ALTERNATE - Flathead County Line South 

This alignment begins at Station l232~ and is shown in the exhibit section as 

a solid line. This alignment follows the existing roadway from the beginning to 

the end of the proj ect and is common to the "Hill Alternate" in the areas stated 

below: Station l232~ to l250~, l340~ to l370~, l470~ to l535~, and l580~ to the 

end of the project. This alignment has a maximum horizontal curve of 50 00 on 
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several of the curves used in this alignment and a maximum vertical grade 

of 5.0% about station 1400+ to 1430+. The length of this alignment is 7.73 

miles. 

Pr imary Impacts 

(1) Residential 

The P. T. W. Alternate would encompass approximately 101 permanent 

and seasonal structures within 1000 ft. and 2 dwellings within 80 ft. 

In areas where the existing alignment comes within close proximity to 

the lake shore, such as the small cluster of cabins located one-half 

mile north from the beginning of project F 191 (30), expansion of the 

P. T. W. alignment could have severe impacts to the residential environ­

ment in terms of increased traffic activity, reduced yard area and a 

lowering of recreational qualities. Minimal to moderate impacts would 

result to residential development through the Rollins area. Of the 2 

dwellings mentioned above, only one is presently occupied. Relocation 

of this family will be necessary. The other dwelling appears to be a 

vacant rental unit and will also require relocation. 

(2) Connnercial 

A combination post office-grocery store, a small cabin development 

and a store facility in the Rollins area would have to be either re­

moved or relocated should the total 160 ft. right-of-way be required. 

Additional impacts in terms of accessibility would occur to a restaurant­

inn facility and motel acconnnodations located at the north end of the 

project as a result of the P.T.W. alignment deviation from existing 

U. S. 93. One mile south of the West Shore State Park at Smith Camp, 

3 small cabin structures are located within 80 ft. of the proposed 

P.T.W. alignment. Four establishments could potentially be affected 

by a loss of through traffic. 
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(3) Industrial 

There are no industrial facilities involved with the P. T. W. 

Alternate. 

(4) Recreational 

The P. T. W. Alternate would have minor impacts to F 191 (30) 

project area recreational facilities. Exceptions would be minor 

accessibility problems to the Flathead Lake Shore, additional 

traffic activity and perhaps more visitors to the area for recreation 

as a result of increase exposure to larger volumes of traffic. 

(5) Community Facilities 

The P. T. W. Alternate,other than possibly increasing facility de­

mand and accessibility, would not affect the local elementary school 

facility at Rollins. 

(6) Utilities 

The P. T. W. Alternate would not affect water, sewer or power trans­

mission facilities. The P. T. W. Alternate would interrupt one water 

main and a 4" force sewer main as proposed in the Comprehensive Area 

Wide Water and Sewer Plan-1970. 

(7) Cultural 

As far as has been determined, the P. T. W. Alternate would not invade 

any historical or archaeological sites. 

(8) Agricultural 

Encroachments on agricultural lands by the P. T. W. Alternate include 

approximately 20 acres of improved farmland, 15 acres of rangeland and 

53 acres of forested land. 
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(9) Stream Crossings 

Only one new crossing would be required over a perennial stream, 

this would be at Forrey Creek. Interception of the P. T. W. Alternate 

with intermittent stre~~ would require expansion of 4 existing 

crossings. 

(10) Community Cohesiveness 

The P. T. W. Alternate for the most part would involve few impacts 

to the community cohesiveness of Rollins. The major portion of resi­

dential development is south of the proposed P. T. W. alignment and 

commercial establishments along existing U. S. 93 are few, resulting 

in little impact. The P. T. W. Alternate could restrict future north­

ward residential development. However, as indicated in the Comprehensive 

Area Wide Water and Sewer Plan-1970, while growth is anticipated north 

of the Rollins community, a small area adjoining the U. S. 93 alignment 

just west of Rollins is also denoted for possible residential develop­

ment. The Area Wide Water and Sewer Plan forecasts an additional SO 

persons within Rollins by 1990. 

(11) Undeveloped Subdivision Disruption 

Few residential subdivisions are known to be affected by the P.T.W. 

Alternate. It would have a minor effect on future development should 

the population forecasts hold true. The Alternate would retain new 

development between the highway alignment and lake shore. Following 

the existing U. S. 93 Alignment would not be as severe in the F 191 

(30) project area as it was in the F 191 (15) project area due to 

the existing alignment being located back from the lake shore. 
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(12) Congestion 

Due to the large number of ingress and egress points, poor 

vertical and horizontal visibility and increased traffic 

volumes, congestion and traffic conflicts could result, 

particularly if additional commercial activities were attract­

ed to the area. 

(13) Noise 

There will be approximately 13 conflicts with the allowable 

noise standards on this alternate. The majority of these will 

occur in the vicinity of Rollins with 2 south of Rollins and 

4 north of Rollins. Many of these conflicts could be eliminated 

by slight changes in alignment and some of the homes will be in 

the R!W take and require relocation or removal, which would thereby 

eliminate the noise conflict. Exceptions will probably be requested 

for the homes or businesses where the noise levels are still too high. 

Secondary ~acts 

(1) Land Use Activity Changes 

Increased changes in land use activity could result from greater 

exposure of persons traveling through the F 191 (30) area. With in­

creased traffic volumes, greater pressure may evolve for new develop­

ment near the Rollins area. 

(2) Concentration - Dispersion 

The P. T. W. Alternate, relative to the other two alternates, would 

have a minor effect on future development by retaining permanent and 

seasonal houses for the most part between the existing highway align­

ment and the lake shore. The impact is not as severe on the F 191 (30) 
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project area as was in the F-19l (15) project area due to the 

existing alignment being located back from the Lake shore and 

topographic limitations. 

(3) Dwelling Unit Density 

The P. T. W. Alternate will have minimal effects on increases 

in dwelling unit density. 

HILL ALTERNATE - Flathead County Line South 

This alignment also begins at Station l232~ and is common to the 

"P.T.W. Alternate" to Station 1250+. From Station 1250+ to 1340+ this 

alignment is west and north of the existing roadway or P.T.W. Alternate. 

From Stations 1340+ to 1370+ it is again common with the P. T. W. Alternate. 

From 1370+ to 1470+ the Hill Alternate lies north of the existing roadway 

and from Station l470~ to l535~ the two alignments are common again and fol­

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

low the existing roadway. From Station l535~ to l580~ the Hill alignment is I 
west and north of the existing roadway. From 1580~ to the end of the project 

the two alignments (Hill and P. T.W.) are again common. This alignment is shown I 
in the exhibit section as a dashed line. The aligrunent has a maximum horizontal I 
curve of 50 00' and a maximum vertical grade of 6.0% at about Stations 1560+ to 

1577+ and its length is 7.56 miles. I 
I 

Primary Impacts 

(1) Res idential 

The Hill Alternate affects the least number of housing units but would I 
include 67 residential structures within 1000 ft. and 3 dwelling units, 

4 barns or sheds, and 1 garage within 80 ft. Two of the dwellings withinl 

80 feet appear to be occupied and three families will have to be relocat­

ed. The major residential concentrations included within 1000 ft. occur I 
in the Rollins area. 
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(2) Conunercial 

Selection of the Hill Alternate alignment would modify bus i-

ness conditions with respect to the absence of through traffic 

exposure to the following local establishments; two small com-

bination gas station-grocery stores, a museum-souvenir shop, a 

small facility providing cabin facilities and fish camp. Access 

problems would develop relative to a restaurant-inn and motel 

facilities. 

(3) Industrial 

There are no industrial facilities involved with the Hill Alternate 

and it wuld not affect any induStri.al' land t1se' aCtivift~S' . 

(4) Recreational 

The Hill Alternate would reduce exposure to local beaches and private 

recreational facilities because of the greater distance from the lake 

shore. A private campground facility located just Routh of Rollins 

would be severely encroached upon by the Hill Alternate and possibly 

would require removal or relocation. The West Shore State Park would 

not be affected. 

(5) Connmmi ty Facilities 

Only minimal effects in terms of accessibility to churches and schools 

are involved with the Hill Alternate. This impact is mainly concentrat­

ed in the Rollins area and affects a church camp and elementary school. 

(6) Utili ties 

Same at the P. T. W. Alternate. 

(7) Cultural 

As far as has been determined, the Hill Alternate would not invade 

any historical or archaeological sites. 
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(8) Agricultural 

Hill Alternate right of way requirements would utilize ap­

proximately 35 acres of improved farmland, 18 acres of range­

land and 51 acres of forestland. There is a possibility that 

one orchard near the Rollins Area would be encroached upon. 

(9) Stream Crossings 

One new stream crossing would be required at Forrey Creek, 

a perennial stream, two new crossings would be required on 

intermittent streams, and two existing intermittent stream 

crossings would require expansion. 

(10) Community Cohesiveness 

The Hill Alternate would have minimal effects to the existing 

connmmity land use pattern of the Rollins Area. 

(11) Undeveloped Subdivision Disruption 

Little known disruption would occur to present sub-division 

activity. 

(12) Congestion 

The Hill Alternate could have the most effective alignment 

relative to separating through traffic from local oriented 

traffic and turning movements. 

(13) Noise 

There are approximately 9 homes, cabins, etc. adjacent to this 

project where the allowable noise levels may be exceeded. Excep­

tions to the noise levels will be requested where necessary. Ref­

erence is also made to the comments for the Hill Alternate. 
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Secondary Impacts 

(1) Land Use Activity Changes 

Minor changes to the land use pattern may evolve relative to 

retail and service establishments. These establishments would 

tend to re-orient themselves to the new alignment utilizing 

existing farm acreage. This re-orientation coupled with the 

new alignment could intrude upon lands of potential agricultural 

value, namely orchards. 

(2) Concentration-Dispersion 

With the pulling back of the Hill Alternate from the existing 

U. S. 93 alignment and lake shore, a moderate dispersion effect 

may result in future growth trends. 

(3) JMelling Unit Density 

The dispersion effect could result in maintaining dwelling unit 

densities along the lake shore and providing a slight increase 

in residential densities within the area between the new highway 

alignment and the lake shore. The possibility of this happening 

improves with the increased accessibility provided by both the 

existing U. S. 93 and Hill Alternate alignments. 

MODIFIED P. T. W. (Present Traveled Way) ALTERNATE - Flathead County Line South 

This alignment is the "P.T.W. Alternate" except between Stations 

1370+ to 1470+ and 1520+ to 1580+ and is shown in the exhibit section 

as a dash-dot line. From Stations l370~ to l430~ the alignment is north 

of the existing roadway or P. T. W. Alternate. From Stations l520~ to 

l580~ the alignment is east of or almost on the existing roadway. This 

alignment has a maximum horizontal curve of 50 00', a maximum vertical 

grade of 5.0% and its length is 7.77 miles. 
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Primary Impacts 

(1) Residential 

The P. T. W. Modified Alternate would encompass approximately 

92 residential structures within 1000 ft. and 4 residences 

within 80 ft. The major portion of the intennixed pennanent 

and seasonal residences are located along the Lake Shore in 

the Rollins Area. Relocation of families would be required 

for all 4 of the residences within 80 feet. 

(2) Connnercial 

Three retail establishments located along the P.T.W. Modified 

Alternate would be affected to some extent by a loss of through 

traffic should the Hill Alternate Aligmnent be selected. Smith 

Camp located in the northern portion of the project area would 

be bisected by the P.T.W. Modified aligmnent. 

(3) Industrial 

Land use activities of an industrial nature would not be affected 

by the P. T.W. Modified alignment. 

(4) Recreational 

Same as P.T.W. Alternate. 

(5) Community Facilities 

Same as the P. T. W. Alternate 

(6) Utilities 

Same as P. T. W. Al. terna te 

(7) Cultural 

The P. T. W. Modified Alternate would not transgress any known 

historiaal or archaeological sites. 
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(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

(11) 

Agricultural 

Land use types of an agricultural nature which would be 

utilized by the P.T.W. Modified alignment would include 

approximately 26 acres of farmland, 13 acres of rangeland, 

and 59 acres of forest land. 

In comparison to the other two alternates the P.T.W. MOdified 

Alternate involves fewer acres of range land but a greater amount 

of forest land areas. These additional forest land acres are lo­

cated in the Table Bay area where the P.T.W. Modified Alternate 

deviates from the P.T.W. 

Stream Crossings 

The same number of crossings are required for all alternate pro­

posals. Differences result in the types of crossings over the 

intermittent streams. One new crossing is required over the per­

ennial stream of Forrey Creek near Rollins. One new crossing would 

be required over an intermittent stream while three existing site 

crossings would require expansion. 

Community Cohesiveness 

The Rollins community organization would be little affected by the 

P.T.W. Alternate. Other than impacts described under the P.T.W. Al-

ternate and the reorientation of existing retail and service facili-

ties to the new alignment in the Rollins area, effects would be minimal. 

Undeveloped Subdivision Disruption 

The P.T.W. MOdified alignment would not involve any known residential 

or commercial oriented subdivisions. 
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(12) Congestion 

The P. T. W. MOdified Alternate would fall somewhere midway 

between the Hill and the P.T.W. Alternates relative to traffic 

conflicts. 

(13) Noise 

Reference is made to the comments for the Hill Alternate. This 

Alternate will cause approximately 11 noise impacts. Seven of 

these are located near the north end of the project. 

Secondary Impacts 

(1) Land Use Activity Changes 

(2) 

Basically the same as the P. T. W. Al terna te. However with reori-

entation occurring to the new alignment, most service and use 

changes could take place to the northeast of Rollins in the Table 

Bay area. With the close proximity to the lake shore and disruption 

of existing land use, the highway alignment could provide environ­

mental features which would be commercially capitalized upon such 

as motels, restaurants, etc. In addition the fragmentation of land 

parcels between the proposed and existing U. S. 93 alignment would 

make a number of small tract of land available for sale. 

Concentration-Dispersion 

Same as the P.T.W. Alternate with possibly more of a concentrating 

effect on development between the existing U. S. 93 alignment and 

P.T.W. Modified alternate. 

(3) Dwelling Unit Density 

I 
I 
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Same as the P.T.W. Alternate. Density increases relative to dwelling I 
units would be similar to those discussed under the P.T.W. Alternate. I 
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"NO-B UILD" ALTERNATE 

The "no-build" alteITlate is also being considered, however, 

it would not provide a safe and efficient transportation facili-

ty for the traveling public. The existing highway has 22-24 foot 

paved top and the aligr~ent is very poor with numerous sharp, 

dangerous curves which contribute to hazardous visual-access con­

flicts. Since this highway is a muin north-south route through 

Montana and carries a large volume of traffic, it certainly warrants 

reconstruction to provide a safer and more adequate highway. 

The need for this improvement is based on the deficiencies of the 

existing facility and the expected increase in traffic volume. The 

sufficiency ratings listed in Section 1, which have been developed 

by the State of Montana Department of Highways in cooperation with 

the Federal Highway Administration, demonstrate the need for the 

Dnprovement of the existing highway involved in this project. The 

existing highway rating is 34 and a sufficiency rating of 40 or 

below indicates a section of rural primary highway thktt should be 

reconstructed immediately. 

An accident analysis of the 13 miles of existing highv-'ay shows that 

about 80 accidents occurred between January 1, 1972, and December 31, 

1974. This provides an accident rate, based on the average daily 

traffic and the number of accidents occurring, of 3.77 as compared 

to a statewide average of 2.7. This also indicates a need to improve 

the existing facility. 
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Adoption of the no-build alternate would have several 

advantages. Among them would be the following: 1) No money 

materials, labor, etc. would be expended 2) No new right­

of-way would be required. 3) There would be no disruption of 

the area due to the construction process. 

Sur+.rARY 

For comparative purposes, the following tables provide a sum­

mary of both the primary and secondary impacts of each al terna te. 

The last table provillcs esbmated construction, right-of-way, 

utility and relocatjoll costs, along with the total btililineu 

cost for each alterna:e. 
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--------------_ ... _---. 
F Dl Cl~,) - Hmo-Rollins 

F 191 (30) 
Flathead County Line - So. 

Primary Impacts Alt. 1 Alt. 2 Alt. 3 Alt. 4 Alt. 5 Alt. 6 Alt. 7 PTW HILL PTW 
1 1,2,1 1,3, ] 1,~,1 5,1 1,2,6,1 7,] Modifiec 

(1) Res idential- Pennanent 
and season<'l. residences 
Within 1000 ft. 101 103 101 97 22 79 101 101 67 92 Within 80 ft. 2 2 2 4 0 - - 13 2 3 4 

(2) COITDllercia1 
Retail 
Within 80 ft. 1 1 1 2 - - - - 1 2 -- 0 Mfected by loss of 
through traffic 2 2 2 1 -- -- 2 4 -- 3 

Motels-Cabin 
Within 80 ft. - - - - -- - - -- -- - - 4 -- I Mfected by loss of 

I through traffic. - - - - -- - - - - -- -- 2 -- I w 
0-

(3) I Industrial . 
Within 80 ft. - - - - - - - - -- -- -- -- - - --

(4) Recreational 
Parks 
Within' 80 Ft. - - - - -- - - -- -- -- I 1 1 Fishing Access within 
80 ft. 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 -- -- --Camping Area within 
80 ft. 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 - - 1 --

(S) COITDllunity Facilities 
£1 er;lentary Schools 
wi-chin 1000 ft 1 1 1 1 - - - - 1 -- - - --Churches wi thin 80 ft. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- -- --Cemetaries within 80 ft. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- --

- - - - - - - - - III - -



-------------------
INVENTORY OF IMPACT INCIDEl\TS 

F 191 (15) - Elmo-Rollins 

Primary Impacts 

(6) Utili ties 

(7) 

water 1/ (proposed) 
Sewer 1/ (proposed) 

Cultural 
Historical and 
Archaeological sites 
potentially within 80 ft 

I (8) Agricultural 

Alt.l 
1 

Dayton 
2 water 

Alt. 2 
1,2,1 

Dayton 
2 water 

Alt. 3 
1,3 

Dayton 
2 water 

mains mains mains 
1 trunk 1 tnmlr 1 trunk 

sewer sewer sewer 
1 ine line 1 ine 

l-4"forc 1-4"forc( l-4"forcE 
maln main main 

3 2 3 

Farmland Acres ---
Rangeland Acres 87 
Forestland Acres 1 
Orchards within 80 ft. ---

(9) Stream Crossing 
Perennial 
Intermittent 

IE 
4N 

87 

IE 
4N 

87 
1 

IE 
4N 

Alt. 4 
1,4,1 

Dayton 
2 water 

mains 
1 trunk 

sewer 
line 

l-4"forc 
main 

a 

85 
1 

IE 
4N 

Alt. 5 Alt. 6 
5,1 1,2,6,1 

,Dayton Dayton 
---..,-". 1 water 

Alt. 7 
7,1 

Dayton 
2 water 

main mains 

a 

20 
95 
9 

2N 
2N-IE 

l-4'~forc~ 1 trunk 
main 

1 

14 
90 
2 

2N 
3N-IE 

sewer 
line 

~ -4."force 
main 

2 

60 
2 

IE 
3E 

F 191 (30) 
Flathead COlmty Line - So. 

PTW 

Rollins 
1 water 

HILL pn: 
Modified 

Ro 11 ins Roll ins 
1 water 1 water 

main main main 
l-4"force 4"force l-4"forcE 

sewer 
main 

a 

20 
15 
53 

IN 
4E 

sewer 
main 

(1 

35 
18 
51 
1 

IN 
, 2N- 2E 

sewer 
main 

a 

26 
13 
59 

IN 
IN-3E 

(10) Community Cohesiveness Moderate Moderate Moderate Moderate Minimal Minimal Moderate Moderate Minimal Moderate 

(11) Underdeveloped Sub­
divisions 

(12) Congestion 

27 26 27 

Severe Severe Severe Severe 

17 . 29 15 

Minimal Modera te Severe Severe Minimal Moderate 

I - - - - ,--' - - -~.., - -.,. 



------------------­INVENIDRY OF IMPACT INC IDENTS 

F 191 (15) - Elmo-Rollins F 191 (30) 
Flathead County Line - So. 

Alt. 1 Alt. "I Alt. 3 Alt. 4 Alt. 5 Alt. 6 Alt. 7 PTW HILL PTW Primary Impacts L. 

1 1,2,1 1,3 1,4,1 5,1 1,2,6,1 7,1 Modified 

(13) Noise Moderate :-"Ioderate MiniInal Moderate Minimal Minimal Severe Moderate Moderate Moderate 

E-Existing N - l\'ew 

1/ Comprehensive Area Wide 
Water and Sewer Plan-
Sta te of r'lontana, 1970, 
Montana Department of 
Planning and Economic 

I Development . 
I.() 

00 

SECONDARY IMPACTS TO Alt. 1 Alt. 2 Alt. 3 Alt. 4 Alt. 5 Alt. 6 Alt. 7 P'IW HILL P1W LAND USE 1 1,2 1,3 1,4 1,5 1,6 l-L7 Modifiec 

(1) Land Use Activity Change ~,10derate Moderate Moderate -1oderate Severe Moderate Min irna 1 Minimal Severe r.-10derate 
(2) Concentration-Dispersion Moderate Moderate Moderate 10derate Minimal. Moderate Severe Moderate MinilT'al Severe 
(3) Dwelling Unit Density Moderate Moderate Moderate 1\loderate MiniInal 

-
Minimal Severe Moderate Minimal Moderate 

- - - - - - - - - - - - -



-------------------

1.0 
1.0 

AL TERNL\ TE 
ALIGNMENT 

-

AI ternate No. 1 

" No. 2 

" No; 3 , 

" No. 4 

" No. 5 

, ~ No. 6 

Alternate Ko. 7 

P. T. W. Alternate 

Modified P.T.W. 
Alternate 

HILL Alternate 

. LENl~TH c:m-;STHUCT T O!-
(miles) COST 

5.41 2,003,200 

5.39 2,155,600 

5.42 2,065,450 

5.44 1,940,800 

6.37 2,314,150 

5.80 2,090,400 

5.48 2,076,800 

7.73 2,750,200 

7.77 3,059,850 

7.56 3,856,300 

UGhl-'. - :, c, \' UTILITY RELOCA TI 01\ TOTAL 1",1 

COST COST COST COST 

227 , 000 59,000 15,600 2,304,800 

246,400 66,350 15,340 2,483,690 

224,550 35,750 15,340 2,341,090 

268,850 59,000 40,370 2,309,020 

84,230 44,700 200 2,443,280 

124,800 39,250 ° 2,254,450 

610,700 126,000 84,670 2,898,170 

199,370 . 88,150 17,750 3,055,470 

700,000 114,000 15,390 3,889,240 

193,750 66,950 30,430 4,147,430 

---------~---------. 
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ROUTE SELECTION CONSIDERATIONS 

(1) 17 191 (15) Alternates 

(a) The major portion of existing residential development has occurred 

along the Flathead Lake Shore in the form of penrulnent and seasonal 

dwellings with the exception of the Dayton Community. F.)...-pansion of 

right-of-way along Alternate 7 would have a serious disrupting effect 

to this existing development as well as impacting the Fish and Game 

fishing access facility site. Disruption would also occur to presently 

undeveloped subdivisions located along the existing U.S. 93 alignment. 

(b) Alternates 1, 2, 3 and 4 aside from invading the previously described 

illldeveloped subdivisions located just south of Dayton would have nega­

tive impacts to the con~unity cohesiveness of Dayton and its elementary 

school environment. 

(c) .AI though skirting lake shore development, the co~unity of Dayton and 

present subdivided areas, Alternate 5, entails a longer more visual 

aligrunent and infringes upon several acres of sub irrigated farmland. 

Wildlife habitat l1'.ay be more disrupted by the Alternate 5 alignment 

not only in terms of construction activity, increased traffic, noise 

and to some degree exhaust pollution, but also increased accessibility 

to a presently little disturbed mountain lake area (Black Lake). Changes 

to the co~unity land use pattern would also tend to be more drastic as 

a result of Alternate 5 with respect to the potential shifting of retail 

~nd service facilities to the new alignment. 

(d) Alternate 6 coupled with Alternate 1, although encroaching on presently 

subdivided but yet lmdeveloped land, would bypass existing lake shore 

development, not interfere with the cOI11l1llmity cohesiveness of Dayton, 
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infringe upon considerably less subirrigated farmland than 

Alternate 5, would have less of an impact on existing Dayton 

retail facilities and potentially would have less of a changing 

influence on the existing community land use pattern of Dayton. 

(2) F 191 (30) Alternates 

(a) Expansion of the P.T.W. Alternate right-of-way would require re-

moval of the least number of residential structures but could 

potentially affect, in terms of degradation of the recreation 

environmental quality, the largest number of permanent and seasonal 

residences. Shifts in the F191 (30) project area land use pattern 

would less likely take place since existing development is oriented 

to the Flathead Lake shore particularly in the Rollins Area. Through 

right of way expansion, the most severe impacts of the three alternates 

could require removal of two retail and two cabin establishments. Agri­

cultural land areas affected by the alignment involve the lec::st amount 

of improved farmland, an average amount of rangeland, and almost the 

minimum requirement of forestlarld in comparison to the other two 

alternates. Stream crossings for the most part are equal in all the 

Fl9l (30) project alignments. 

(b) The Hill Alternate, although skirting a major portion of existing 

residential and commercial developments could conceivably require 

relocation or removal of five residences, the highest number of the 

three proposed alignments. Should unlimited accessibility be allowed 

along the alignnlent, the highway facility would have the greatest 

effect and changing influence of the land use pattern relative to the 

other two alternates. Agricultural land consumption is greatest with 
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v. 

the Hill AI terna te in reference to fann and rangeland but 

utilizes the least amount of forestland. 

(c) The alignment of the modified P.T.W. primarily follows the 

existing U.S. 93 alignment diverging at Rollins and at Table 

Bay. 'fhe modified version of the P.T.W.,although encompassing 

slightly less residential structures within 1000 ft. then the 

P.T.W. Alternate,would possibly require relocation of as many 

structures as the Hill Alternate. The modified alternate would 

have less of an impact on existing commercial development than 

the P.T.W. and would have less influence relative to change in 

the existing land use pattern with the exception of the Table Bay 

Area than the Hill Alternate. Infringement on agricultural lands 

would be moderate in terms of fa:nnland, minimal relative to rangeland 

and severe with respect to forestland. 

The Relationshi Between Local Environment and 
Malntenance and ancement c 

The short-tenn uses of the environment for the two projects will consist 

of disruption of the area and traffic flow during the construction process, the 

taking of both forest and grass land for right-of-way, and the relocation of 

several homes and businesses. 

The disruption caused by the construction process will be short-lived and 

last only as long as construction is in progress. Traffic flow will be greatly 

improved through the area by the projects when they are complete. The traffic 

in the project vicinity will not be seriously affected, although there may be 

some slight changes. Alternate No. 5 on the Elmo-Rollins project would cause 

the mo~t significant change in traffic patterns. 
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The major long tenn effect will be the provision of a safe and 

efficient transportation facility to serve the traveling public. 

Several of the alternates being considered would have an affect 

on some of the subdivisions in the area as the new highway could act 

more or less as a barrier and limit expansion in that direction. 

The overall effects on water, air wildlife, etc., will be minimal. 

VI. Irreversible and Irretrievable COIlIDli tments of Resources -

The major resources irretrievably corrnnitted to this project will be 

money, labor, and road and bridge building material. The possibil ity exists 

that some of the road and bridge materials could be salvaged and re-used if 

conditions warranted such action. 

The land that will be needed for right-of-way will not be available for 

other use unless a demand greater than the roadway requires a change in land 

use. Soree of the land needed for right-of-way is presently llsed for agricultural 
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purposes, however, the amount that will be taken out of production is insignificanll 

If Alternate No. 5 on the Elmo-Rollins project is bui:rt, it w-ould greatly 

improve access to the Black Lake area which is now relatively inaccessible. I 

However, due to the steep, rocky terrain we would not expect any significant 

amount of development. Recreational use of the area would probably increase,' I 
which could eventually cause some degradation of the lake and surrounding terrain I 
unless the amount of usc was somehow restricted or controlled. 

The corrnni tment of social and cultural resources will be insignificant. I 
TIlere does not appear to be any major irreversible commitment of resources 

that would significantly affect the environment in the area of the project. There-I 

fore, the use of the land, Ji\oney, materials, etc., is considered to be justified 

as it will provide: :1 much needed highway facility to serve the traveling public. 
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Coordination With Others - The attached letter of intent was sent to 

various persons and agencies tllat were considered to have a vital interest 

in the project. The mailing list is included in the letter. Following the 

letter of intent are all the comments that were received. 

Other pertinent correspondence is also attached. 
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32-GOP I 1:'-191(15) 
Elmo - Eollins 
F-191(30) I 
Flathead County 
Line South 

(Sent to Attached List) 

The lwo subject projects will involve the recon­
struction of about 13 f.liles of U .. ~. High'day 93 bet',;een 
Polson onc1 l~ul:ispcll. The exif3ting high\'.'a.y is in very 
poor comE'tion vIi tll a narrow roa.d·,'.'elY, numerous bL:.d 
curves and poor sight distance. This stretch of high­
way is the only section of U.S. 93 between Polson ~nd 
Ka.lispell that has not been rebuilt since the early 
30's. 

The~;c two projccts Qrc no',"/ in the rcconnaissa.ncc 
stagc Zlnd (1 numh:;r oC alterni1tc alignr.L:;n'~~-; b~vc l-:ecn 
£cJ cc'tcci that 'de plein to inclu,c!.c in our ] n"(lt-j C"c} 

studies. lIct2c1,,;d, i:; an acr,i_ell photo Pj'.:;" ' ... , 
inc1i c;lLc::; cc(:c:' of t;l~' ~1l tcrJJaLC'~;. JI.l:;()J ',".c d::, l~j " .. ' 

n inJ on p :'C' ;)c!~: i ]leJ n' l.:~~ 1; lLli~;:..: c,n C2 cor: t D tt C:' L!~l~)pij'CJ I;)r 

each of tiiC~ ii.ltL~l'nCllcs In the very llC'dr fuLurc. 

Our c;11'rcnl Iil ~'IJ;,; in rcqClrc1 to tl1(: cr:viron:--~il';'ltul 
i£S\.lC cll-C t() J)l:'cr)I:J"(~ ;-~j'--" Cll\':lr·~)~::.:(.:j1tu.l ~~~"~;I.t.(~l·I·.(~!lt. ;.;~ .. ":.L 
will cover bOUl of fj\t2::' pn)jr'ct:~. ':'1!( l:,'fcJ.(:, ;'.1 

main purpa::c' in \'ll j t: 1!.1 to ,/u':.l :-d. tlLL;: Lj 1:.,,' is 1.:) ,;;;;: 

(Cont'cl) 
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May 9, 1972 

Page Two 

that you provide us with any information you might 
have relating to environmental matters that might per­
tain to this areau We will appreciate any information 
that you might provide and will try and utilize it in 
our environmen~al statement. 

Also, we will appreciate any comments that you 
might have in regard to anything planned for the area 
or anything presently existing that might affect or 
help us in our location studies. Any views or opin­
ions either for or against any particular alternates 
will also be appreciated. 

The following list indicates those agencies to 
which this letter is being sent. If you are aware of 
other agencies or groups that might be affected or 
concerned and are not on the list, please let us know 
and we will contact them. 

Director, Department of Natural Resources 
and Conservation 

Attention: Lawrence H. Jakub 
Sam W. Mitchell Bui~ding 
Helena, Monta~a 59601 

Fletcher E. Newby, Executive Director 
Environmental Quality Council 
Capitol station 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Department of Health, Education & Welfare 
9017 Federal Office Building 
19t11 and ~;tout st.rcet 
Denver, Colorado 80202 

FcdcrZll 'I'] atcr Quali ty AclIninistration 
Northwest R~gion 
Eoo:n ~)Ol, Pittock Block 
Portl<:lnd, oregon 95205 

U. S. D(:p<lr-tment 0 f Transport<.:ttion 
Federal lIi~111W.J.Y Administration 
HeleI1Zl, ~Juntanu 59GOl 

(Cont'd) 
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M::iY 9, 1972 

Page Three 

Director 
Moritana Fish and Game Department 
Sam W. Mitchell Building 
'Helena, Montana 59601 

A<;~':cu1tura1 Stabilization and Research 
Services 

112 We3t 13th Avenue 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Director 
State Department of Health 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Department of Planning & Economic 
Development 

Capitol Post Office 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Dr. T.C. Byerly 
Office of Secretary of Agriculture 
Washington, D.C. 98109 

Board of County Commissioners 
Lake County Courthou_C! 
Polson, Montana 59860 

Board of County Commissioners 
Flathead County Courthouse 
Kalispell, Montana 59901 

Soil Conscrviltion Service 
51 North i·lain 
Kalispell, Montana 59901 

U.S. For~~t Service 
200 l;List l3roQdv!uy 
Mi~;souL:l, ;'lontana 59801 

Mr. Ole Ueland, Executive Secretary 
Stub? Soil ConservLltion Committee 
Capi io l ~) l :ltion 
}jr·lel!c; I !'-1o!)tQna 59601 

(Cont I d) 
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May 9, 1972 

Page Four 

Postmaster 
Rollins, Montana 59931 

Postmaster 
Elmo, Montana 59915 

Postmaster 
Dayton, Montana 59914 

Environmental Protection Agency 
Denver Federal center 
Denver, Colorado 80225 

Mayor 
City of Polson 
Polson, Montana 59860 

Mayor 
City of Kalispell 
Kalispell, }fontana 59901 

Veiy truly yours, 

H.J. ANDLJ"~SON 
DIRECTOR OF IIIGIlHAYS 

rover O. Powers, P.E., 
Supervisor - Preconstruction 

Section 

32-GOP:SCK:GLL:jj 

Enclosure 
Internal Distribution: 

cc: J.R. BeCKert 
R.E. Champion 
~.J Keithley 

• C. Kologi 
D.D. l\nderson 
1.13. Jensen 
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~~. H. J. Anderson 
Df ree t'Jr' of lIig,in·;ays 
l·;::lnto.n~l Hir-;'n .. ·.'].y C("IC';:.1ission 
Helena, IJ.ont&nll ),>601 

DellI' Sir: 

m ........... j" .............. 

~tatc pcparilncnt of ~-IcaltlT 
and Env1ronm~ntal Sciences 
HELENA. MONTANA 59601 

Re: F-191 (15) 
Elmo-Rollins 
F .. 191 (30) 

l-ay 19, 1972 

Flathead County Line South 

.01 

Our office rr:s re~eived and. revie'''ed the nreliminary inforr.:3.t:i.cn submitted 
in conjunction with o.n environmental evalu~tion of tbe above refere!1ccd 
proposcci projc c ts . D-clC to t:,(! proxlrni ty c f th is p!"c;;o~ed cen s tn-,'-: t ion 
activity to Fl::lthf.:ad Lake and usace ,,'hieh this body of water rec.:;ives, it 
Is extremely ir.:po!"t;:mt that erosion on the site be ccntrolled in such a 
manner n::; to pre-,'ent '-rater pollution. 
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TO 

FROM 

Form FHWA-121 (12-61) 

UNITE.D STATES GOVEI<'i'::V1ENT 

Mernoran(lurrl 
1':o;-:t:Jn~ ;-':'l1,~rf;'2nt of :a ;!l:J:lYS 

He IC-;l':!, •. ~"'~ t:::12 32 :CU1J 

H. ~. S~'2~::::~J Divi!;ion :'::-:;.;inccr 
Helena, '\()l1t: .. na 

U.S. DEPARTMUH OF TRMJS?CRTAT 
f(DEl-·j·. -I! _ f-i <,I,\y AOM I N! S rF~". ·:·:VI .. 

DATE,: :::!y :22, 1972 

In reply refer to: «-;C ..... : .. 
" ', ... 

SUBJECT: F 19l(15) El:"!10 - Rollins 
F 191(30) Fla~~c~~ :ounty Line - South 

Ref('~('r,cc f S :7.1dc Lo your :·:ay 9, 1972 lcttcL" which requested co-:-.~.cnts 

l."c~;!:"i:·. _' L .. ·.·iron;:::cntnl Matters that mig!1!: pertain to the su:;j.~ct 
project:.;. 

~'Je have r.·) specific co:~cnts to offer at thi.: .. .;- ..... ...... - .. -. 

-~--.--------.-. 

.' I 
u ' I 

, <1: ( I 
I 
I 

/ 

. 
" 

1:-:17', 

I 
':! 1 ;.:0 
:~ ~ .!: 
ej' ; 

_______ . ; __ r __ ~ 

, 1 
.-_-1 __ -

.. __ I __ i_' 

. '..1_1_ .. 

.-----, 

BUY U.S. SAVINGS DONDS REGULARL.Y ON THE PAYROLL SAVINGS PLAN 
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Mr. II. J. Anderson 
Director of High'w'ays 
Department of Highways 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Deur Mr. Anderson: '/ ' " ./' " .(-

This correspondence is in reply to your requc~t lor information 
concerning the Elm0-Rollins and Flathead County Line-South projects. 
This department owns one land parcel of 3.4 acres in size which is 
pres~ntly undeveloped. The location of this is T 24N, R 21W, Sec. 16. 
The name of the area is Juniper Beach. 

We do not plan to develop this site in tho foreseeable future. 
We do, however, wish to incure that legal access into the area is 
provided. IT there is encroaclunent on the area we would like to be 
advised. 

Concerning the environmental issues of the proposed alignment and 
alternates, we don't at this time see any specific problems. There may 
be some special question aLout alternates 6 and 5 in the D~ton area as 
fur as use by wildlife is concerned o Other than that, only normal 
offects on the environment would Le llllticipated. 

RWB/sd 

cc: .Toe Egan 
Wes Woodeerd 
Otis Robbins 

Sincerely, 

RALPH W. ROLAND, ASSISTANT CHIEF 
ENVIRONHENT AND llWORHATION DrrrSION 
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fir. Ii. J. !'I;~!orson 
Director of ii'j;;r;"rWS 

Department of Highways 
Helena, Montana 

Attention: 

Dear Mr. Anderson: 

-....--~- - --'''-~ 

May 23, 1972 

Mr. Grover O. Powers 

This will acknn~lerlge reccipt of your letter 0f May 9, 1972 
concerning F-19l(15) and F-191(30) en U.S. Highway 93 bet\'leen 
Polson and I~Lllispell. 

'--

We are plcJscd to see th2t you intend to prepJre an environmental 
impact stl1tcr:cnt on ttlCSC projects. !:e do nc~: have any cor;;:nents 
on cnvironllentul mattE':rs Clt this time ... 2 fon-Iarded ~1r. Thain 
White's letter of ~arch 25, 1972 to you earlier. 

We suggest that you send information on these projects to the 
Flathead Lakers, Pox ESE, Polson 59860. This is a large 
organiztltion o~ lando,:r:c'rs and ccr.ccrnc.'d individuals around the 
lake who will be interested in the projects. 

Thank you for your effort~ to c,~~,lply ,Hitb.,the rlontJna Environr::enta1 

Policy Act. [~~'._~-:r~ __ ~',I, ~~=2~':~~:~~~~':~-i 
I ~ I r", , "'-:- ~j I.~ i SinccI'cly yours, 

!~I ~J ,,'_:_~~_'_J,~~_ ~ 1'= //:?-;/~L/ /~,;; 
, I ,)' . // /' /. '/ /" 
. '-. - ,---- -- --, ~,~t:,t.'/ (f" .. ) 
C~~=:':,,", : _1_, __ --~ /F1ETCf:ER/f. i'!n!~;~ 
1- -,- ' . .. :"'-I--I-~ Executive Di recVJr "! __ 1_1 / 
_~ ~_r _ I: r '.~f ' -1_-\- i 

,~~:~ .. '. '~~J + I 
,- -': '",,,,.1'_-'1--11 1_- .. _j_ 
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1-- -', , I . 
-- ._-; _ '~i' '~i==J 

( ~,'.. I' ! , ,~ ,I',' . : , 

---t"-- . 1-
1
- 1 

-h.:!;/-'T:--, -------,---, '-1-( 
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FORREST H ANDERSON 
GOVERNOR 

..... 

H .. 

/ ,~. 
'.~ .. ~ .. ~-.. ~~':':.'~\.').'. ~ .. ..--~~-' '- ," I ., 

\ - ..... 
,"\ . '\---

Flathead Lakers 
,Box 656 
Polson, Montana 59860 

Gentlemen: 

32-GOP 
F-l9l(l5) 
Elmo - Rollins 
F-l9l (30) 
Flathead County 
Line South 

The attached letter and aerial photo were recently 
distributed to the indicated list of agencies requesting 
any information or comments they might have concerning 
the two subject projects. 

We have received a response from the Montana 
Environmental Quality Council jn which they suggested 
that we send a copy of our letter to your organization. 
Therefore, we are doing this and will appreciate any 
comments or opinions you may have regarding these 
projects. 

32-GOP:SCK:GLL:jj 
Enclosures 
cc: -d.C. Kologi 

Very truly yours, 

H.J. ANDERSON 
DIRECTOR OF HIGHWAYS 

BY.---z-?_, -:,_'/ rv_-v::::--~_~_:1_.. --=a:--:;=--,-t-_~_' __ 
Grover o. Powers, P.E., 
Supervisor - Preconstruction 

Section 
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)Ptht Ig~1 Green Mtn. Soli Cons. DLst. 
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r·Ton tana Highvray Commission 
Grover O. POvlers, P.E. 
Supervisor - Preconstruction 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Re: 32-GQP 
F-191 (15) 
Elmo-Rollins 
F- 191(3Q) 
Flathead County 

Dear rtlY'. POvlcrs: 

Line SQuth 

In reply to your lc·tter of fv!ay 9, requesting infonnation on 
the abovt~ project, this conservativ1. district has the follm-l­
ine cornmcnt~~. 

We would pr..;fer the r01lt~nr: of AJ ternate 115, to relieve the 
conC;CE:tion of tr:l C;L C d1o;;L; the lakeshore, and the Hill Al ter­
nate for ~;1lb:..;ta:li j ,!: ~y 4r!.~ S3I:Je reason. 

We hope the hi Ch~:J.Y \,~:lUJ c~ be construct'2d Hi th fill and cut 
slOPeS Hh:Lch I.'Dul,l b·,; 'j(iC;.p~.:lb1e to nOY'l~lal methods of re-veg­
etation. 

cc: O.M. UeL,nd 
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FORReST H. ANDERSON. GOVERNOR 

JOSLPH W SAOOL 

DFAN HANSON 

RILLY 0.';. BY 

HEfHH fl r HUENNEKENS 

Mr. Grovrr 0. Powers, P.E. 
Supervisol - Preconstruction :iection 
Montana Hi9hway Department 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Dear ~lr. PO\'iers: 

GARY WICKS. DIRECTOR 

June 2,1972 

We have reviewed the information you sent to this Department concerning 
the proposed reconstruction of about 13 miles of U.S. Highway 93 between Polson 
and I~alispell. 

Three separate parcels of classified State forest land could bp affected 
in some de9r~by the proposed reconstruction and realignment. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A sl.lall timber sale is plClnnea for the N~'J~ Sec. 20 T25[l-R201'! and our I 
Division of Forestrv is presently in the process of seeking access. We note with 
P)tC't'(,c,t thllt the; [iill alternative route appears to touch the SE corner of this 
~ section and may provide possible management access to this parcel .. As soon 
as an altcrnJtive h}s been selected for this al ea we would like to request that 
our Division of ron~stry be notified so that the f'lOSt beneficial access route 
can be obtained. 

The Division of Forestry has done considerable thinning in Section 8 
T25N-R20W. It appears that the proposed road loc~tion in this area will not 
affect this section unless the present access is restricted. 

Restriction of any access to the S~ of Section 16 T25N-R20~ would also be 
of concern to our Division of rorestry. 

L~lJ: ns 
cc: Gary ',lic!,s 

Gary noon 
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FLATr-!E~,-\D LAt(~RS, INC. 
A NON ·PTWFIT CORPORATION 

OF FLATHEAD LAKE REsrqENTs 

P. O. Box 314 .::. POLSON, MONTANA. - 59860 

<I/wVeJt O. 'P Vl:X!AA 

"5UfeAviAV/l.. - (F/'...ec.o~n Sec:tLon 
/I}Vn:tana. II if; jU!XlJ:' L (XilmjA4Wn . 
1Iel.ena. :i)vr:t.OJu/ 

Oean. It In.. ? ()(}.)(?/lA: 

'Re~ !lY~ 1.c.iieA. o/- /Klff 24 1Leg.ar~, a 1U!AJ).C4i:. !V/l. ca:;·nenf on i:Ae 
P.fWP'04cd. cif!P .. 'UlCLi..cA vn -t!:.e /.J~vn vf- ~!. p.!)o. 93 be;twer'J/. /oiAvn and 
'l\a.l.i.Apw.. :J Jzave COllA~ w.i..,i;A mer:z.Of!./l.4 IlKW 'l.i..ve .U1. ilw.;c. aA.ea. 

J i:. i.4 a .LL.tiJ..e di.ff-i.c!.:1.t i.JJ n1.ve mudl. cOMi:J:uci:i.Ye· CUi1I1U!JdA LvLt}wui !f0U/l.. 

.' env.uwnme.n.i.aJ.. i.J.zpad /.J:tud;I, ~rX!_C ;a:LJ..,tj cov~~ ,~0i1.tJ~ de (lite 

iJt· O{jl1..eeJJie.ni.: in.a;t an a.:liJ.?r..pt:. DC rnatJ.e i:.o avv.iJ:L ~.e 4iIJ.e h.i.J.1 c.u!A ljULt 
.d,1w.V up ~lI.ch. M i:JW/j~ JfOU cr:n .aee cl.eaA. a.cIZ.04.:s iltt!.. i.nh.e on tiLe (,Mi:. 
SlwlLe. . 

tU40 tA"f'- atu.~ (Vl..Cfl ~cctjJ} ~;a~ i.o iAe /.J/w/te be avvi.ded due 1:.0 
i.h.e l./X1AIL and 4i.J..;t P...iJul..cm O/I..iAi.JUj (Aan 4'lL. ~ cO~J.!.ci:.i...vn .t...at C/"~ 
a nCJJJ 4!~v.1.e 4UA.f-c-ce. J.t iA a.Ll.i:te .ahnp.Le 1;.0 -<!ee ilz.e /l.£/.juJ...t of- .aucil. 
eJt04Lvn P/l.VUJ..er.,A .itt pi..o.ccA LU~e iAe. lU!JJJ /"(J/l.~i.lUl a;t j10lAvn.. 

Th..i.A .mu .. ch. nza;; not:. be it/ :W muc!J. AcJ.p bu.t il iA ilLC. l)~:l we can.. do w.i.:f.f.. 
i.h.e .IJL{-v/,..r;UUWIl.. . 

Si.J1cef..Wl. /\ / . -n "0 -/~ ) //-. /' '- .. {.~~ /. :? 
,/,)t 1.Y-!( ? ~----(.,.'")-;~{(. ... ' 
lJowJ~C!. jt}a..c /)vnaJd 
I Jte.6.idCJ'...i 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
'I 
I 
I 
1 
I 
1 
I 
I 
·1 

I 
1 
I 
I 

~:~Nt':[; STATE~ DEPARTMENT OF 
" '.'.,. \' ) 

, 
AGRICUl.TUF~E I 

1 fl,P- ;.:'/1 
.f " .. ' I .... 

, < .:;-: . SOIL CONSERVAT:Or-J SER'/I~~_. ________ • ___ ._. __ . 

, ., p.~. B~x 970, Bozeman, Montana 59715 
l "-'",', 

; 

, ' , 
, \ .June S, 19n 

L~~ -..:..----.----
~ H. J. Anderson, 

Montana HiL',ln,'ay 

, " , 1,1 
.... I ""'- _, " /' ,'" I .I. - .f.' JI " I: . 

Helena. ~·!ohL,.m.:l 

Director of 
Commission 

High,,,ays J '''', .' I :._~. ,I '" ,'. I I., ,~.. ; I 

r< . .' ' : "'. / I i I I I I './ ",,:, .,'/"./'1: 
, ..... .1. /-.... •• I i / i, . , " I , 

"- ' .... ' I .' -;. / ,----"t.. . 
' .. --. I ,I \i ~ , 

" ,...', / ....... :, 
-.~ ., • ...: I i .... .,. I 

Dear Mr. Anderson; 
'.' "-,.' ' ! .: '_. .-- .... ! 

i.:)/ !/\I 
This letter is in reply to your reference J2-GOP Elmo - Rollins, ~ 
F-19l (30), Flathead County Line South. 

Your request for information relative to cnvironnental ir.1P:lCt of 
proposnl higlmay routes was referred to the Like County ConservatiUl: 
District supervisors for review. Following rtre their comments: 

" For project F 191 - (15) preferance \Jas for ALT-5. This \Vould keep 
traffic m::lV fro:'l 1 al(c'~;110n~ .:md afford an elevated vinJ of \,:ildhorse 
Islanc.1, ~;ission :·~ou'ltai.ns, and tile la!,c itself. One problem T-lill 
exist west of D,Tyton 'llkre the proposed route \·]ill run along side 
and parallel to a sprinkler irrigation mainline. It is believed that 
a s~tisfactory relocation of the mainline could be worked out. A 
right of \:.3y relocation might .:llso be considered here. Also \vl:.ulrl 
recor.lfl1cnd overpass and underpass \Jhere this route \.;'ould inter'08't' 
proposed acw ro::-.d to wke :-lary Ronan (FAS. 352). 

On project F 191 (30) the supervisors rc'cOl~',,;,,~nrl the Hill ALT. route. 
This \JQuld but di,:H;onally acros~; some pase-clre Lmd hut it is 
thouE~ht the long term adv.:lntages \vould out'.:cii:b the disadvantages. 

It is further rccor;;mencled that controlled access be established 
where rna in feeder roads join the proposed rO'Jtes. 

It is also rcco[1~'Tl(,\ldcd tlut adcqu3te undcrp:,ss..:s be provided for 
livcstccL "lOV('r:~(,l\t. Thcse need only be arc~, culverts of suf:ficie:1t 
size (7 [t.). Also sug~cstcd is that side ~lo?cs bn kept d£ close 
to 3-J a~ possihle so that revegetation couJ he c~rried out with 
a good ekmce of ~;uccess. 

Above choice of alternate routes Hould ,lppl.ir to lL:<.lc.t d.:l!!lc.::>;c tile 
cn\,jrot1l:H..'l1t~ and at the same time result in ,'ll aCCL't)(z:'ule: tl:'?Li'fic 
route. 
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--
When complete this road system will experience about the saoc 
concentration of traffic as docs Interstate 90 through the 
Hissoula Arc';]." 

We hope that these observations of local re:, idents tdll be 
helpful to you in preparing your environmental irlpact statement. 

/J. /;) , l I; 
Sincerely, ~. ~ 

t~L /j, ~ -i-~:fa77( 
A. B. Linford t' 
State Conservationist 

cc: Dr. T. C. Byerly, Washington, D.C. 
William B. Davey, SCS, Washington, D.C. 
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UNITED STATES DEP .. RTMI:':NT OF AGRICULTURE 
FOREST ~ERVICE 

Region 1. Missoula, HEll1tana 59801 
~ 

rrmm::r: U.S. 93 - Elmo to Flathead County Line 

~ H.j. Anderson, Director of Highways 
Department df Highways 
6th Avenue & Robetts 
Helena, ~ontana j960l 

August. 3, -1972 

We have reviewed the various tentative locations of Elrr:o-Rollins 
and Flathead County lirte south projects on U.S. Highway 93. Both 
sections 2re in need of reconstruction. 

From an environmental aspect. the final route selection should 
consider the effects the road will have on the view from Flathead 
Lake. 

None of the proposed routes encroach on any known areas specially 
designated under Section 4(f) of the Department ~f Transportation 
Act oY'f66-.' 

~/' 
~.C~L-~ ~G-'~~~~Y 

- U~LAND C. LAN lHAN 

Acting Division Chief 
Division of Engineering 

.. ...... I _ •. " 
/-. ~ -.. ';... - /~ ~.; 

Date Reed. Prc:;onst. ':,' .... ..' 
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/,J ./ ....... -./., 
/i/ '1'/ / /" I •.. ~. 

DeQ.Orlment of Health and ErWironmentoi Sciences 
STATE ();:: lViONTANA HElENA,MONTANA 5%01 

• .10M S Aodc .. onM.D . 

Stephen C. Kologi, P.E. 
Chief, Prcconstruction Bureau 
Department of Highways 
Sixth and Roberts Streets 
Helena, J.1'r 59601 

Dear Mr. Kologi: 

December 10, 1974 

Re: F-19I(15) - Elmo-Hollins 
F-191(30) - Flathead Co. 

Line-South 

We have reviewed the plans of the referenced project and 
find there should be no adverse effects on air quality from the 
construc:[::jon of this project. We kno"" of nothing existing or 
planned that ... /ould adversely effect the project in air quality 
con~:idcrations. He assume that the usual precautions will be 
'caken during construction to protect the environrclent tr'om 
excessive dust and that any clearing and grubbing will be done 
according to current specifications. 

If we can be of further help please contact us. 

.. 
RCN:Cimg 

Sincerely, ". 

~ C'RQ'"K¥u~-
R. Clark Neilson . 
Air Pollution Control Specialist 
Air Quality Bureau 
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'I, I I . i; \, ,\1()(, I /,r Jh 1;( 'I ,r.,.'1 ilu," r F I~; '"l-,'I\!A(':) . .~ .... . --.,.i..-'_. March 4, 1974 

e t ... 

IN ~~IIIY /,'I,! i~' T\) 

Mr. Larry Hull 
E.D.A. 
Yluthend Indian Reservation 
Dixon, Montana 59831 

Dear Mr. Hall: 

0026:·PRD 

The Montana Department, of Highways is prcsently considering 
Improvement of' lJ.:;. 93 in a corridor area d'om Elmo North to thc 
Lnkc-FlnLll('ad (;ounLy Linc. U:;ce Attached Mdp ) Several alternative 
route IOCel tj(Hl;, tlUVC been :;()lected throuG"h the U.S. 93 corridor area. 
Endl of the;;() ;,1 Lerna Uve rOll Le loca tions are 1,0 be analyzed in 
light of cflvir( Jnrll(-~nt,al, nod nl, economic and land use impacts to the 
Flathcnd~:{c Wc~:;t, Shore Area. Forthcoming from tt.e alternative 
rOllLe I)rU, I~Yi;lr:; will be a dr.'l n ,':nvironmental Impact Statement for 
public nnd l;overnrn,;rlL 8!;('[JCY revIew. 

LO(':II (i;} Lainpll L~:; '('l'r1(:U for al term~ tj vo route analysis include 
(:xlGU IlI~ _L ,rHj II;e int'orrnaLjon, lnnd use plum;, housing data and known 
corrununl L.J 'nf' j Jl Ly and u Llll Ly projects within or immediately adjacent 
to the lll/;hwrlY proJec L area. This information is invaluablE in 
Lerms of eVaLIHlViTl[,,; U.S. 9) proposed alternaLive routes rela\,ive to 
locnl area (~()ndj Lions and plans. The fol1ow1ng is a categorical 
outline of information required for analy:dG. 

I. Existing Land Use 

, I I I' I ~ I I I :--........ 
\ 

Maps or data indicatinr, land use types and intensity. 
a) Residential (permanent and seasonal) 
b) Commercial (shopping and tourist oriented) 
c) Indust.rial ( Light and heavy industrial) 
d) Agricultural ( Crop land and range land) 
e) Recreational (parks and open space) 
f) Mineral production (quarries and underground mining) 
g) Communication and Utility (land and easements) 

\, I,' I (',)/\/1 "r 
1\111 If 

• fE ...... 

r,r~"-lrl'·1 vl/r;l\r,Jr)vIC' .... CHAtnM/l.r, 
Hr, I ~II\ 
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, , 

Mr. Larry Hall 
Page 2 

March 4, 1974 

II. Proposed La nd Usc 
J\ny propo:;cd Land Use Plans. 

III. Propos(~d Projects 
a) how~inr, 
11) new L;llbdj vj sionG 
c) water and Gewpr projects 
d) 1)[1 rks and recreo. "Lion areas 

('Ir~r: (' -,f H I (,!-f\V..").'( ':'; 

I r ~ . '. '. r ,'I ~ f f.. r \") 

0026:PRD 

c) (~ommunHy faclliLies - hospitals 1 churches, schools, etc. 
f) commercial shopping faci1Hies 
C;) indllBtrial facilities 
11) other 

IV. lIowd!lG Condition 0urveys and Minority Group Concentrations. 

IIope full,v m1]("!il of th if] infoIilla tion may be already available in 
("!xisLinr, rCj)orL:; and studies. J\ny consideration or assistance given 
in o1>tuining t.his infoIillation would be most appreciated. 

Very Truly Xours, 

H.J. ANDERSON 
Director of Highways 

.. 
~--------------------------Paul R. DeVine, Chief 

PRD:RH:cv 
Enclosure 

'I' •• "l,lt"') l, " ( \', HJJ T 
IlilT " 

Planning and Research Bureau 

R e.c.e.i u ~cl ) 

r,Fonr;r \/Ilf I\rJ()'/IC .. I, CHl\ln, ... ulo"'" 
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\ 
STA TE OF MONTANA 

DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS .' 

'_)' •• ()I ;r ! --: I 1 '/'l ~~, .: 

March 5, 1974 
''\.J ~~: ~ , y •• , f I I., r: J 

oo26:PRD 

Regionnl Plannine Associa tlon of Western Montana 
133 West Main 
Mi::woula, Mont.nna 59801 

Dear Sir: 

The Montana ])cpnrtmcnt of Highways is presently considering 
Improvemen t, of U. ~J. 93 in a corridor area from Elmo North to the Lake­
Fln.thcnd County LIne. (See attachcd map) Several alternative route 
locations have been selected throueh the U.S. 93 corridor area by the 
EngineerinG Division. Each of these alternntive route locations are to 
he Imalyzed relni.i ve to environmcntal, social, economic and land use 
impuc to to t.he Flathead Lake West Shore Area. Forthcoming from the 
u1 tcrnat~ ve route analysis will be a draft environmental impact 
s Latement for public nnd government agency review. 

Local (projccL area) inputs needed for alternative route analysiS 
ineludes existing land use information, land u>-~ plans, land ownership, 
housing data and known proposed community faeility and utility improvement 
projects. Other local information of which we are attempting to obtain 
includes: soils, geoloeY (geomorphologic features), climate, ground 
water characteristics, vegetation, wildlife, wat.er quality, fisheries and 
history. Hopefully much of this information may be already available 
in existing reports and studies. 

Any consideration of assistance given by your organization in 
helping us to obtain this information would be most appreciated. 

PRD: HE: cv 
Enclooure 

Very truly yours, 

H. J. ANDERSON 
Director of Highways 

By ______________________________ _ 

Paul R. DeVine, Chief 
P~nning and Research Bureau 
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Maroh 6, 1974 
IN Rf'PLY R[F£R TO· 

Mr. Albert Meyers, Chairman 
Doard of Lake County Commissioners 
Lake County Courthouse 
Polson, Montana 59860 

Dear Mr. ~yers: 

0026:PRD 

The Montuna Department of Hir,hways is presently considering 
improvement of U. S. 93 in Lake County, Montana. These improvements 
will take place within a corridor area from the community of Elmo 
north to the Lake-F1.athead County Line. (Refer to attached map) 
Several alternative route locations have been selected through the 
U.S. <)3 corridor area by our Engineering Division. Each of these 
alternative route locations are to be analyzed relative to environmental, 
social, economic and land use impacts to the flathead Lake West Shore 
Areu. Forthcoming from the alternative route analysis will be a 
draft environmental impact statement for public and government agency 
review. 

Local (project area) inputs needed for nIt, rnati ve route analysis 
include known proposed communi ty facility and utility improvement 
projects. Examples of these projects would be housing, water and 
sewer improvements, motels and tourist related facilities, county 
roads, etc. 

Other local project area information of which we are IJttempting to 
obtain includes: land ownership in conjunction with federal, state, 
local government owned lands; Burlington North~n lands; private land 
areas with lots under five acres, and new subdi ided areas. 

Any consideration or assistance given in Iping us to obtain this 
information would be most appreciated. i 

PHD: fU!: cv 
Enclosure 

Ve ry truly yours, 

H. J. ANDERSON 
Director of I-ii.ghwaY8 

"­
By ------------------------
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STATE OF MONTANA 

DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS 
! 

Mr. A.B. Linford, State Conservationist 
Soil Conservation Service 
P.O. Box 970 
Bozeman, MOntana 59715 

Dear Mr. Linford: 

'H, ,) I:'/\}DC:~SON 

OIRE'CT()~ UF HIOMWAY9 
'. 

IN Rrt"'L'Y RIOFER TO' 

0026:PRD 

The MOntana Department of Highways is presently considering 
improvement of U.S. 93 in a corridor area from Elmo No~h to the 
l~ke-F1athead County Line. (See attached map) Several alternative 
route locations have been selected through the U.S. 93 corridor area. 
Each of these alternative route locations are to be analyzed in 
lir,ht of envirorunental, social, economic and land use impacts to the 
Flathead Lake West Shore Area. Forthcoming from the alternative route 
analysis will be a draft Environmental Impact Statement for public 
and government agency review. 

In order to determine and analyze U.S. 93 project impacts relative 
to 80ils we wOlud like to obtain a~ project area soil~ data relative soil 
descriptions, soil maps and limiting characteristics. Categories of 
development for which the limiting characteristics would be related 
include: residential development, commercial ~nd industrial develop­
ment, flood hazard, water table, traffic s~pporting capabilities and 
septic tanks. Hopeful~ much of this information may be already 
available in existing reports and studies. 

Any consideration or assistance given in obtaining this requested 
information would be most appreciated. 

PRD:RH:cv 
Enclosure 

Very truly yours i 

H. J. ANDERSON 
Director of Highways 

~--------------------------Paul R. DeVine, Chief 
Planning and Research Bureau 
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P. O. Box 970, Bozeman, MT 59715 

Paul R. DeVine, Chief 
Planning and Research Bureau 
Montana Department of Highways 
Helena, Montana 59601. 

Dear Mr. DeVine: 

March 11, 1974 

This is in reply to your lctt~r dated March 6, 1974, regarding the 
availability of soil surveys fo~ an area on the west side of Flathead 
Lake. Specifically, the area you identified is from Elmo north to 
the Lake-Flathead County line. 

At present we don't have soil surveys covering this area. However, we 
will be happy to make a soil survey of this area and to provide you with 
the interpretations you ask for. 

We will plan to have the information available to you by about June 15, 
1974. 

We are pleased to have the opportunity to assist you in your highway 
planning program. 

Sincerely, 

A. B. 
State Conservationist 
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Mr. Carl M. Dupll:t~}, P.E. 
Enplan Corporation 
No. 55 Market. St., Suite D-3 
Kirkland, Washington 98033 

Dear Mr. Dupuis: 

0026:PRD 

The Montana Department of Highways is presently considering 
improvement of U.S. 93 in Lake County, Montana. These improvements 
will take place within.a corridor area from the communi"ty of Elmo 
north to the Lake-Flathead County Line. (He fer to a ttached map) 
Several alternative route locations have been selected through the 
U. S. 93 corridor area by our Engineerintr Division. Ench of these 
alternative route locations are to be analyzed relative to environmer.tal, 
social, economic and land use impacts to the flathead Lake West Shore 
Area. Forthcoming from the alternative route analysis will be a draft 
environmental impact statement for public and government agency review. 
Since the southe rn portion of this highway project involves the flathead 
Indian Reservation it is our hope that we could obtain your assistance 
either in finding local data or steering us to appropriate information 
sources. 

Local (project area) inputs needed for alternHtive route analysis 
includes existing land use information, local jland use plans, land . 
ownership, housing data and known proposed corrlmuni ty and utility projects. 

Other local informa tion needed includes: 180i13, geology, 
(geomorphologic features), climate, ground water charactf!ristics, 
vegetations, wildlife, water quality, fisheries and local histor,y. 
Hopefully much of this information may be already available in 
existing reports and studies. 

Any consideration or assistance given in helping us to obtain this 
valuable information would be most appreciated. 

PRD: RH: cv 
Enclosure 

Ver,y truly yours, 

H. J. ANDERSON 
Director of Highways 

'-</ ?"~ /; / \ 
By ---I / t "" . I. .-< d 

Pa R. DeVine, Chief 
'Planning and Research Bureau 

""'.N"~~ Re(Al~~J 
,"1L l-1.'JoI\ 

• 
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State of Montana 
Department of Highways 
Helena, MT 59601 

Re: 0026: PRD 

Dear Mr. DeVine: 

March 18. 1974 

In reply to your letter dated March 7, 1974 we regret to advise you that local 
published data required for the route analysis and draft EIS is difficult to 
obtain, especially in a reddily usable form. However, sources of data which 
you may want to investigate are: 

~ a) Flathead Indian Agency 
Dixon, Montana 
Mr. Fred J. Houle, Jr., Tribal Secretary 

~ b) Bureau of Indian Affairs 
Ronan, Montana 
Mr. Albert Rennie, Acting Superintendent 

c) Western Regional Planning Association 
Missoula, Montana 

d) Flathead County Regional Planning Office 
Kalispell, Montana 
Paul Kane 

e) University of Montana 
Missoula, Montana 
Dr. Gary Crosby (Geologist) 

f) Montana Bureau of Mines 
Wi 11 is Johns 

g) Soil Conservation Service 

h) University of Montana 
Department of Zoology 
(Flathead Drainage Water Quality Research Project) 

i) Flathead Irrigation Project 
St. Ignatius, Montana 
Mr. George Moon 
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State of Montana 
March 18, 1974 
Page 2 

j) University of Montana 
Dr. Carling Maloof 

k) State of Montana 
Department of Planning and Intergovernmental Relations 
Mr. Byron Roberts 

1) Flathead County Assessors Office 

As you know, our staff has provided the Flathead tribal government with com­
prehensive p1anninq dssistance. Most of our activities cor'~erned the collection 
of tlvailab1e planning data for further studies. This infonnation is on file 
at the Flathead Indian Agency. 

Sometime within the next two or three months we hope to have available for dis­
tribution a report documenting the first year's planning effort. Copies of 
the report will be available from the Department of Planning and Intergovernmental 
Relations. 

Should you desire, staff personnel can be made available to assist your office 
in review of data on file at the Flathead Indian Agency and to obtain either 
duplicate or supplenientary data as may be needed. 

Our firm is conducting a corridor transportation study for Pago Pago, American 
Samoa, and an environmental impact statement for the National Park Service. 
Accordingly, we are well aware of the problems enc.'mtered in obtaining data. 
We wish we ~ou1d be more responsibe to your requests. 

71er Jru1y yo.u~s,. 'J . 

/ /J //f 
l~/av~;('/ '7P~u'''' 

'Carl M. Dupuis, P. E. 
President 

pbe 

"-, 
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Mr. &lm Gilluly, DirectOl 
Montana Hiotorical Society 
22~ North Roberts 
Helona, ~ntana 59601 

Dear Mr. Gill\l.ly: 

Jmroh 7, 19'74 

0026:PRD 

The Montana Departroont of HiGhways is presently considering 
improvoroont of U.S. 93 in a corridor area frorn Elm:> North to the 
Loke-F1..othcnd County Line. (See attached map) Severnl olternotive 
route locationo hnve been nelected through the U. S. 93 corridor area. 
Eneh of these alternative route locations ore to be onnlyzed 1n 
light of envirorurental, Gociol, economic nnd ln nd u.se impacts to the 
nnthcnd Lnke West Shore Area. Forthcomine fro'Tl the alternative 
route onolyaiD \'Iill be a draft Environmental Impact Stotement for 
public and government nGen~ review. 

Local data 1nput3 needed for alternative route lnalysis include 
location of historical sites, looal history and knowledge of any re8-
torntion plans. 

Arty oonaide1'8tion or esaiatance your department could give US in 
obtaining this information would be moat appreciated. 

PRD:RH:Gv 
Enolosure 

Very truly yours, 

H.J. ANDERSON 
Director of Highways 

~----------------------Paul R. DeVine, Chief 
Planning aDd Researoh Bureau 
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. ------ w·· - '" 

Mr. E. L. 8orpe, Supervi;:'Jr 
Flathead ;'Jational Fores-:' 
p. O. Box 1.//1 
290 N. Main 
Kalispell, Montana 59901 

Dcar Mr. l\")l'PO: 

5T A TE OF MONTANA 

DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS 

March 7, 1974 

0026:PRD 

'L'k lVrcmtuna DcparLmcnt of lIighwnYD is presently considering 
improvc:z,e:lt of U.S. 93 in a corridor area from Elmo North to the 
Lukc-Fluthend County Line. (See Attached M..'lp) Several alternative 
route locat 10no h;:we boen selected thrOUGh the U. S. 9-""Jcorridor area. 
Each 01' tllc:;e ultcrnatiV(~ route locations are to be analyzed in 
light or enVironmental, Gocial, economic and land use impacts to the 
Lake Flathead Wc:;;t Shore Aroa. ]<'orthcoming from the alternative route 
annly;;iG will bc 11 llrafL, Environmental Impact Statement for public 
nnd Government; ngcncy review. 

Loc[11 dLiLn jLjlilL;] needed for dlternative route analysis include: 
L~pocific forcL;l; Gc: rvice boundar i03,' vegetation descriptions and 
locations, oxpan;.;ion planG and existing or p~ .... posed multiple use 
pIon tho Foreet Service fflLly have particularly relative to road 
construction and recreational facilities. 

Hopefully much of this information may be already available in 
existing reports and studies. 

Any consideration or assistance given in helping us to obtain this 
information would be most appreciated. 

PRD: BE: :,'\i 

EncloDw'e 

Very truly yours, 

H. J. ANDERSON 
Director of Highw~s 

~------------------------Paul R. DeVine, Chief 
Planning and Research Bureau , 
(R.«..pl~ R.ec.~lV U) 
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UNITeD STATCS DCPARTMENT OF AGHICULTURE 

I"OR£ST seRVICE 

:,\-,an Lake i{<lnr,cr District 
Ri~fork, Montana 59911 

1'1r. Pau1 IL n,'VilH', Cld(,r 
i) I dnl1ill)~ [\ I'~esc<lrch BurCllu 
State of t<ontan .. , Dept. o[ Hi~:.ways 
i11·lena. Ht. Y)()ul 

8200 
>tilrch 15, 1974 

Th., u. s. (n corri.dor arC,l described in your let tcr dated 
:'!;Irch 7, 1974, does not include any National Forest land. 
TIle Forest Service does not il;lve any land usc plannin~ informa­
tion for th(~ <lrea. h'e arc enclosing a map showing the National 
Forest houndary in the area. 

lh' '.Jill be interc'sted in your proposed alternative routes regard­
lc~;s of their location and would appreciate being infonned of 
them as the information becomes available. 

Sincerely, 

Encl. 
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March 7, 1974 

0026: PlD 

Mr. Gary J. Wicks, DlrectC'r 
Dcportrrcnt of Natural Resouroes Bnd Conservation 
:'2 Couth Ewing 
Holena, Montana 5%01 

Dear Mr. Vllclm: 

The MontaM Deportment of Highways is presently considering 
improvement of U. S. 93 in 0 corridor oren from Elmo Nortll to the 
Lnke-Flotheod County Line. (Sec Attached Mop) Several alternative 
route locntiono havo been oclected through the U.S. 93 corridor area. 
En ell of tllC::JC alternative route 10catiOnB are to be analyzed in 
light of enviroruncntul, social, economic and lond UDe impacts to the 
Flathead Luke West Shore Area. Forthcoming from the alternative 
route anolysio Vll1l be n droi't EnvironroontBl Impact Statement for 
public (lnd government agency review. 

weal data inputs needed for alternative route nna~sis include 
geologic hiotory, geoloGY chnrac·teriatAcB, differentiation between 
bedrock and valley fill material, moJor land forma, geologic resources, 
principal aquifers and recharGe orca, [{e01ogic 'mMrdO, and seismio 
aativities. Hopefully muoh of this infonnation 1IIlY be already 
avoilable in exioting reports and studies. 

ArrJ' condideration or assistance given in helping US to obtain 
this valuable infonootion would be IIIOst appreciated. 

PRDt'Rl{:ov 
Enclosure 

Very truly yours, 

H. J. ANDERSON 
Director of Highways 

~-----------------------------Paul R. DeVine, Chief 
Plonning and Research Bureau 

Rewuu) 
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STATE OF MONTANA 

DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS 
~ f I I \ ~\ I i ,1 [. ~." .s O~..J 

I 'I , I r I" \, r. .. 1 ( ! r J r / \ r //\ ')' J I ,I) I iJII,'1 C r\-H' {If" HIGHWAYS 

March 5, 1974 
IfJ iiI 1·'1 'r PI ~ I H TO· 

0026:PRD 

Mr. Anhley C. Robert:], A.lministrator 
Recreation ond Parks 
Department of Fish and Game 
Sam W. Mitchell Buildinr, 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Denr Mr. Roberts: 

The Montnnn Department of Highways is presently considering 
:improvement of U.,s. 93 :i,n Lake County, Montlma. These improvements 
will take place within a corr_idor area from the community of Elmo 
north to the Lake-Flathead County Line. (Refer to attached map) 
~~everal al terna ti ve rOllte locntiofiS have bP.en selected through the 
\J.D. 93 corridor area by Ollr EngineerinG Divisjon. Each of these 
alternative rOIlCe locations arc to be analyzed relative to environmental, 
[,ocial, e'~onomic, ,:ll1d land use lmpact3 to the Fla Lhead Lake West Shore 
Area. ForthcofJIin;: from the alternative route rJrlalysis will be a draft 
environmental i_lfIpnet ;, :,ateTllont for puhl Ie and /;overrunent aGency review. 

[;jnce the f"-ish and Game Dcpnrtmcnt ll;,:' p:C"Y'k una fLshing access 
I Li Lie:; wi Ulin the project arc:} we would like to obtain any information 

11'Liltive t.o Lne exact. location of existin:: facilities, expansion plans 
lif "xJ;]ting facilities or propoRed plans of futfre park and access areas. 

, 
Other project area data needed includes wi~d1ife characteristics 

rl~latlve to species present, migration routes, ranGe locations and 
possible areas of extreme vehicular-wildlife conflicts. 

Any consideration or assistance given in helping us to obtai~ 
this information would be most appreciated. 

PHD: lID: cv 
Enclosure 

, I' , '. l( )/ JI Y 

Very truly yours J 

H. J. ANDERSON 
Director of Highw~s 

~~~~~~--~~---------­Paul R. DeVine, Chief 
Pl~nning and Research Bureau 

(R epl ~ R t.c..e.lUc..~ ) 
,-,rnnr,r VI J(./'dJr)\lICH, CHI\,"I""ldj 

Hr I r rlfl 
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Mr. Wesley R. WoodGcrd, Director 
Department of Fish and Ge~~ 
Sam W. Mi tche 11 I3uilding 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Dcur Mr. Woodgerd: 

Thc W.ontann Department of Highways is presently considering 
in~rovement of U.S. 93 in a corridor area from Elmo north to the 
Luke-Flathead County Line. (See attached map) Several alternative 
route locations have been selected throUGh the U.S. 93 corridor 
oren. Each of thece al ternnti ve route locations are to be analyzed 
in liGht of environmental, social, economic and lnnd use inpaots 
to the Flathead Lake We[;t Shore lIrea. Forthcoming from the alternative 
route analysis wi I.::' c"--' a draft for public and government agency review. 

Local datu inpL'L!> needed for alternative route analysis include 
determination of UIW sites of historic or archaeologic value. HopefullY 
this information 1:li.J.Y be already available in existing reports, studies 
or plane. 

Any considcrution or assistance' given in obtaining this information 
would be most appreciated. 

PRD:RH:cv 
Enclosure 

Ve ry truly yours, 

H.,T. ANDERSON 
Director of Highways 

By __ ~~ __ ~~ ________________ ___ 

Paul R. DeVine, Chief 
Planning and Research Bureau 
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Mr. ['(luI R. DeVine, Chief 
Pi <lnning and Research Bureau 
Depact~ment of IIi("JhwLlys 
C~pitol Post Office 
Helen;., Montana 59601 

Helena, MontaDCl 
March 20, 1974 

Re: 0026:PRD, ana 
F191(15) Elmo-Rollins 
F191(30) Flathead County 

Line South 

'l'h.l11k you for your let·ter requesting information on historic 
s ito:; J n the vicini t.y of highway U. S. 93 on the west shore of 
Fl<1thc.1ci Lilke_ 

!\:;h Hob(~rts, l\dministrator of our Recredtion and Parks D.LVi­
SiOll, r,-:plied on January 22 to Mr. Stephen Kologi of your Precon­
.slrucLion Section roqarcling t.he impacts of the alternative routes 
on n:creat.ion and historic sites. We have also transmitted much 
of th.:: ~c; :i.nformation'.'.-:' D.l C,( Bowell of your bureau _ However, below 
I W:ll.L ~;unundr lZl; ,)1<1· l.">"·e:c;ent knowledge of hist.oric sites within 
and nl'.lr you r proj l~ct area. 

[vir. Koloc]i,in his letter of January 11, mentioned "some 
t.ype uL archeological site near the mouth of Dayton Creek where 
nUn1l'COUS artifacts h,lve been found." This was the first we knew 
of ULi:; site, (mc] <my information about it or other possible arch­
eoloer·ie· :;itc~-; iJlLh(~ drea would have to be obtained from the state­
wide i,\ l~cl1COloCJ iCed Survey at the University of Montana in Mis sou la. 
We mCI1Li onell the pictogrLlphs at Painted Rocks to Dick Howell. 
They arc locat.ed in Section 22, T25N-R20W and are apparently on 
private land and accessible only by lake. 

'1'he only site that. is listed in the state Historic Pr(~.';.-­
vation plan that is anywhere near the project area is the 1', ,~~~; 
Linderman House (a famous author) which is south of Lakesi(;i.~ in 
Flathead County_ There may, of course, be several archeologic 
sites in the area unknown to us, but the Statewide Archeological 
Survey would have that kind of information. 
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Mr. Puul R. DeVine, Chief 
DepLlrtment of Highways 
Helena, Montana 59601 
Page 'l'wo 

March 20, 1974 

If we can be of any further assistance In this matter, do 
not hesitate to contact Ash Roberts or me. 

WRW:ACR:op 

Sincerely, 

Wesley R. Woodgerd 
Director 
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'1 ,I (\i'I!.1b .. ,'·'::;ON 
DI"f':CTI.'r~ 01' i<1(lHWA'fe 

Mr. Joe Egan 
Department of Fish and Game 
Sam W. Mitchell Building 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Dear Mr. Egan: 

March 19, 1974 
IN p, ;'.'1." ,",I "'""f:'R TO, 

0026:PRD 

The Montano Department of Highways is presently considering 
improvement of U. S. 93 in Lake County, Montana. These improvements 
wi 11 take p1ncl! wi thin a corridor area from the corrununi ty of Elmo 
north to the La)\C-F1athead County Line. (Refer to attached map) 
Sevoral alternative route locations have been selected through the 
U. :3. 93 corridor area by our Engineering Division. Each of these 
nlternntive route loeations are to be analyzed relative to environmental, 
nocial, economic, and land use impacts to the Flathead Lake West Shore 
arcn. Forthcoming from the alternative route analysis will be a draft 
environmental impact statement for public and government agency review. 

In order to determine U.S. 93 project impacts relative to 
wildlife characteristics we would like, if pc~siblc, to obtain any 
project area data with respect to wildlife species present, migration 
routes, range locatiolliJ and potential areas of external vehicular­
wildlife conflicts. HopefUlly much of this information is readily 
available. If we can be of any assistance in providiv~ more detailed 
maps just give us a call. 

Any consideration or assistance given this request woUld be 
most appreciated. 

PRD:RH:cv 
Enclosure 

Very truly yours, 

H. J. ANDEJ1S0N 
Director a Highways 

~--~~~~r-~~~~~----­
De VJ.ne, 

Planning afld Research 
~ . 
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Helena, Montana 59601 
March 22, 1974 

Mr. H. J. Anderson, Director of Highways 
Montana Department of Highways 
Highway Building 
Helena, Montana 59601 Re: 0026 :PRD 

Attn: Paul R. DeVine, Chief - Planning and Research 

Dear Sir: 

We offer the following concerning improvement of U. S. 93 in Lake County 
(Elmo-Lake/Flathead County lines). 

The area on the map outlined in green pencil west of the lake and extending 
from the Flathead-Lake County line to the Flathead Indian Reservation line 
north of Dayton encompasses most all of the winter range for white-tailed 
deer, a few,small elk bands, and a small population of mule deer. 

If the area from the present road (outlined in red) and the green boundary 
is the area to receive the new route for Highway 93, then any new road loca­
tion could bisect the winter ranges of the above species. 

This has been a high risk area for deer-car colliSions for a long time. The 
present highway loss is high compared to many an.: '5 because it is used year­
round by white-tailed deer. Any new road would also be detrimental because 
it would no doubt be a higher speed road than the existing highway. Any 
change in road location could also eliminate ground presently produCing 
forage for game, especially white-tailed deer. 

Deer have been killed on the highway from the hill north of Dayton to the 
Flathead County line. No one place appears to be worse than others; the only 
places they are not killed is within the deep cuts which make crOSSing im­
possible. Few deer, if any, are killed from Dayton to Elmo on the reserva­
tion because of the lack of timber along the road. 

WGF:tml 
Ene. Map 

cc: Region 1 Office 

Sincerely, 

WESLEY R. WOODGERD 
STATE FISH AND GAME DIRECTOR 

ttJ~ iJ. J~"UHj ~ 4a-n. 
By: Wynn G. Freeman, Administrator 

Game- Management Division 
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1·/1 I L ,>II", 1"'014 u,rJI:. !:J'JCCIi ' Olf~f I.: T(,'·: OF HIClHWA'(S 

Maroh 19, 1971. 

Doctor Floyd Sharrock 
Statewide Archaeological Survey 
Univernity of Montana 
MiGooula, Montana 59801 

I~ar Doctor Sharrock: 

IN Rf~"'I_Y <WF:CR TOI 

0026:PRD 

TIle Montano Department of Highways is present~ considering 
improvorrent of U.S. 93 in a oorridor area:Crom Elmo North to the 
Lake-Flathead County Line. (Sec attached map) Several alternative 
route locations have been selected through the U.S. 93 corridor 
area. Each of these alternative route locations are to be ana~zed 
in liGht of environmental, social, economic and land use impacts to 
the Flathead Lake West Shore Area. Fortheoming from the alternative 
route ana~sis will be Environmental Impact Statement for public and 
government agency review. 

In, order to determine and ana~ze U.S. 93 project impacts 
relati ve to historic ocd archaeological values we would like, if 
possible, to obtain allY project area data with respect to historic 
and archaeologic Sites, histor,y and plans for restoration including 
exhibicion facilities. Hopet'ully much of the i..formation is readi~ 
available. 

ACfY considerat:lo n or assistance given this request would be most 
appreoiated. 

PRD:RH:cv 
Enolosure 

W"" M f("f ','-,""Jf ,..I,'fl r" t;Hft.'flM"'" 
"1/1.1.1"" I IIf." 

Very trulY yours, 

~--~~~~~~~~~~--­
Pa 
Plann:tAgand 

GEO~GE VUCANOVICi04, e ... ,AMAN 
... (~n"'" 

P L, BACHEl.LER ,JIW LA LONDE 
Ott l.INO! {- SIONr Y 1- · au St.· 
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I University of montana 

I missoula, montana 59801 

1(406)243-0211 
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Paul R. DeVine. Chief 
Planninf', anu Research Bureau 
State of }lontana 
Department or llighways 
lie lena ,~1ontana 59601 

Re; 0026: PRD 

Dear Sir~ 

April 2, 1974 

In reply to your letter of 19 Harch concerning the improve­
ment of U'.) llighway 93, r am enclosing a list of sites on or near 
1,.he present highway right of way. 

Aside from these specific sites, informants in our uepart­
ment inJicate that this arca is a site rich area, and it is 
l.ikcly that there arc many sites as yet ,;nrecorued. Improvement­
of tIle highway in this area may indeed endanger ei ther known 
or ~s yet unknown sites. 

FlVS:Jrcc 
Enclosurc 
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Sincerely yours, 

"'" I) 

F7o~~ '~~~ 1~hti~'o~~ 
Director 
Statewide Archaeological Survey 
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24LAll 

2ilJ,A.12 

2 11 J , 1\, J 0 0 1 

21j I.AI0 0 2 

2.11.1\1003 

2ilLA.lOO,1 

:'4LA10()6 

2 ilL.\j I1 ll 

2 I) 1.:\1012 

2ilJJ\lOI3 

2tlLAIOlS 

24LAIOJ6 

2 tlJ.J\l () 2 (i 

Burial ncar Dayton 

Burial ncar lZollins 

Occupation site: Houth of Dayton Creek 

Occupation site: 1/2 mile upstream on Dayton Creek 

Occupation site: I mile upstream on Dayton Creek 

Burjals B"tween Elmo and Dayton 

Burial ncar Dayton 

Pictographs between Rollins f\ Dayton 

Rock shelters ncar 24LAI006 

Occupation sile at Elmo 

Vision guest structure on Chief Cliff 

Rock. alir:nmcnt 2 miles Nortlrwcst of Elmo 

Pictographs at Base of Chief Cliff 

Battle pits 'North of Elmo 

Battle pits North of Elmo 

Pictographs, Painted Rocks l.'Jrth of Rollins 

Othor,~sites undoubtedly exist in this area although they 
have yet to be recorded. 
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STATE OF MONTANA - ~·""'I 
DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS 

''A"''_ ... c ....... 1 
• t " 1'. f'\JI.! f U~~ON 

III LI ~JII., MOI\J ll\~J/l. 5SH,ul 

Apri,l 10, 1974 
D'nf:. '. r( ," uf ,·tlnHV/A(c:...; I 

'.".'( PI'" 1·'1 rF'~ TO, 

0026:PRD 

Mr. George MJon 
Flathead Irrigation Project 
St. Ignatius, Montona 59865 

Deor Mr. Moon: 

The Montana Department of Highways is presently consideri ng 
improvement of U.S. 93 in Lake County, MOntana. These improvements 
will take p~ace within a corridor area from the community of Elmo 
North to the Lake-Flathcad County Line. (Refer to attached map) 
Several altnrnatc routc alignmcnts· have been selected through 
the U.~). 93 corridor area by our Engineering Division. Each of these 
alternate route alignments will be analyzed relative to environmental, 
social, economic, and land use impacts to the Flatheod Lake West 
Shore Area. Forthcoming from the a1 ternate route analysis will be 
n Draft Environmental Impact Statement for public and government 
ar-;cr:C',c rcvf(,w. 

In on effort to nllnlmlze U.S. 93 improvement impacts to 
irri/;oti on nnd power transmission facilities it was fHlB"gcsted we 
contnci your office. The Planning and Researl:h "ureau would like 
Lo 00 Lril Brw information relative to irriGation or power transmission 
fncili tic;] either existing or proposed within the Elmo-Dayton area. 
ShOUld ony facilities be located or proposed to :be constructed 
within the area please indicate the general layout on the attached 
map in red pencil and return it to our office along with al\Y comments 
you may have. 

Any consideration or assistance given our request would be most 
appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 

H. J. ANDERSON 
,Director of Highways 

~~----------------------Paul R. DeVine, Chief 
. ~lanning and Research. Bureau 

1'1W;RH: cv 
Attacruoonts 1 RU."l~U ) 

G.11 COONEY 
nUTT£ .... :. =",. 

GEORGE: VUCANOVICH, C .... , ......... 
HELENA 
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STATE OF MONTANA 

DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS 

HLI eN/" M()NTl.\t~A 5~601 
H J ,:'f\JfJ[ «SON 

DIRCCH'F, OF HIOHWAyS 

April 10, 1974 
IN RrPLY JU':FER TO, 

0026:PRD 

Mr. Fred J. Houle, Tribal Seoretar,y 
Flathead Indian Agency 
Dixon, MOntana 59831 

Dear Mr. Houle: 

(" . 

The Montana Department of Highways is presently considering 
improvement of U.S. 93 in a corridor area from Elmo North to the 
Loke-Flathead County Line. (Refer to Attached.Map) Several 
alternate route alignments have be.en selected through the U.S. 93 
corridor area b,y our Engineering Division. Each of these alternate 
route alignments are to be analyzed in light of environmental, social, 
economic and land use impacts to the Flathead Lake West Shore Area. 
Forthcoming from the alternate route analysis will be a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement for public and government agenqy review. 

In an attempt to coordinate and prevent possible conflict with anY 
Flothead Indian Reservation planning efforts the Planning and Research 
Bureau would like to obtain any information relative to proposed 
renidcntial, commercial, industrial, agricult~~al, recreational, 
community facility or utility projects being considered b,y the Flathead 
Indian Agency. Possible examples include land use plans, housing projects, 
new subdivisions, water and sewer projects, irrigation projects, parks 
and recreation areas, ctlltural centers, hospitals, churches, schools, 
commercial shopping facilities and industrial development. Of 
primary concern is the Elmo-Dayton area. Should any projects be 
proposed within this area please indicate the general layout of the proposed 
facilities on the attached map in red pencil and return to our office 
along with any data or comments you may have. Should the map be 
insufficient for your needs please contact me. 

Any consideration or assistance given o~ request would be most 
appreoiated. 

Very truly yours I 

H. J. ANDERSON 
Director of Highways 

PRD:RH:cv 
Attachment 1 
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THE CONFEDERATED SAliSH AND '<OOTENAI TRIBES 
OF THE FLATHEAD RESERVATION 

DIXON, MONTANA 59831 

lid W Mltl hftll Jr (hatrmen 
E MIHluqALJ. Vlrn Chturm8n 

TR:'lAL COUNCIL MEMBERS 
!'"Irock. H L~fth8()d 

F J Houlq, Jr. ~)"r;r.t8(y 

RubV M ClHlIWphnr, T,,,.,,u,.r 
1.nry AUrland. S.ry •• nt ot Armo 

Mily 9, 1974 
AotWJn A McCre8 

JO~f)ph F McDonald 

John E. Malatar6 

Harold W Mitchell, Jr 

E W MonWHlLu 
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Mr. P~ul R. DeVine 
Planning & Research Bureau 
Department of Highways 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Dear Mr. DeVine: 

The Tribes have no plans for or any of the proposed routes 

for highway 93, to the Flathead County 1 ine. In the event 

that one of the routes does cross tribal land. I tm sure a 

right-of-way can be negotiated. 

Thomas E Pablo 

Victor L SHowor 

Thomas (bearhead; S .... drMir' 

Fred Whitworth 

It is possible that one of the routes may ross several unmarked 

graves in the area, as this has been some of the land occupied 

by the Kootenai people. We would like to see your plan take 

into account and recommended a way to remove all graves discovered. 

If you have any questions, please contact the Tribal Office. 

Sincerely yours, 

CONFE~ERATErD ~:I SH ~ K..?OTENA I TR I BES 

C~/'ic.d C:.~?C-
Camil Ie E. Matt -
Tribal Realty Special ist 

ah 
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.' ...... .• 'PI' ......... -

Public Health Service 
U.S. Government 
St. Ignatius, Montana 59865 

~ar Sir: 

5T A TE OF MONTANA 

DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS 

HI. I r. NA, MClN I'/~N/). ~9(,OI 

April 10, 1974 

'. 
,.! J (\"JL'r.,~SON 

Olnf LT"" ,)f I"OHWAY9 

0026:PRD 

The M:mtana Deportment of Highways is presently considering 
improvement of U.S. 93 in Lake County, Montana. These improvements 
will take place withIn a corridor area. from the cornrmmity of Elmo 
North to the Lake-Flathead County Line. (Refer to Attached Map) 
Severnl alternate route alignments have been selected through the 
U.S. ~3 corridor area Qy our Engineering Division. Each of these 
alternate route alignments are to be analyzed relative to environ­
mental, social, economic, and land use impacts to the Flathead Lake 
West Shore Area. Forthcoming from the alternate route analYsis will 
be a Draft Environmental Impact Statement for public and government 
agency review. 

In an attempt to determine local community facility and utility 
planning projects on the Flathead Indian Reservation it was suggested 
we contact your office. The Planning and Rescar",h Bureau would like to 
obtain any information relative to water and sewer facilities either 
existing or proposed in the communities of Elmo or Dayton as well 
00 any other facilities that may be planned within this general area. 
Should any existing or proposed projects be located within this area 
please indicate the general layout of the facilities on the attached 
map in red penoil and return it to our office along with any comments 
you may have. ' 

Any consideration or assistance given our request would be most 
appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 

H. J. ANDERSON 
Director of Highways 

~----------------------P~ R. DeVine, Chief 
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I PRD:RH:cv 
Attachment 

W,n, M ~I 'I"ll',jf ,,', './Ir" r.fI"luMA'" 

1 

Planning rnd Research Bureau 

(~BA~!'.a ~~!~D~) I GEORGE VUCANOVdCH, C .. A,RMA", 
HELENA . 
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J 

H ,) .\r',jl:q'-u':iON 
DIRI!C Tl'" 01 H""~WIIY!, 

0026:PRD 

Mr. Floyd W. Sharrock, Director 
Statewide Archaeological St .. r .... ey 
University of Montana 
Missoula, MOntana 59801 

Dear Mr. Sharrock: 

Thank you for your letter of April 2, 1974 concerning archaeological 
sites within the Elmo-Rollins Area. Our Engineering Division has 
provided the Planning and Research Bureau with an aerial map of the 
Elmo-Rollins project indicating proposed alignments for study. I 
am forwardi~ a copy of this map at a scale of 1" = 2000'.! in hopes 
that the sites indicated Qy your department could be more specifically 
looated. Just mark the map up in red pencil and return to our Office. 

Your assistance in th~s matter is certainly appreciated. 

PRD:RH:cv 
Enolosure 

Very truly yours, 

n. j-. ANDE.HSON 
Director of Highways 

~-----~------.-.----------Paul R. DeVine, Chief 
Planning and Research Bureau 

GEORGE: vuc IINOVICH. ·CHAIRM .. " 
HELEN .. 

. !VI Kf 'It·,p..JI"','/If.t r,f41\IU,.lt.N 

", 'I'" 1',(11 f 

r;. fl. COONf~ Y 
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University of montana 

missoula, montana 59801 

(406) 243-0211 

Mr. Paul K. DeVine. Chief 
Planning and Research Bureau 
Montana Department of Highways 
Helena, Montana 59601 

May 10, 1974 

Re: 0026:PRD 

Dear Mr. DeVine: 

Enclosed. find the aerial of the Elmo-Rollins Project with 
known sites located as precisely as was possible. 

FWS:sg 
Enclosure 

Sincerely yours, 

-) C· "'-. <"'"-, ... I )' JJ-\~II.~-\.--- .. - __ 
'::::::::::-- /~l} ., 

Floyd W. Sharrock 
Cha i rman. 
Anthropology 
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Richard A. Howell, Land Planner 
Planning and Research Bureau 
Department of Highways 
Hustad Center 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Mr. Don Corrigan 
County Commissioner 
Lake County Courthouse 
Polson, Montana 59860 

Dear-Mr. 'Corrigan: 

. " 

." 

.•.. "April 11, 1974 

. , .. 
'. I 

.. - . 

... - ~ .. 

': -"~ . 

. ~ discussion with you last week concerning possible realignment of 
U.S. 93 within the Elmo-Rollins Area was very enlightening. I passed 
your comments on to the District Engineer in Kalispell and to the 
Pre-Construction Engineer working on the proJeot here in Helena. 

Concerning evaluation of possible land use impacts a few questions 
oame to imind after leaving your office and are included as follows: 

(1) Are there any plans for further consolidation (bussing to another 
school) or either or both the Dayton and Rollins Elementar,y 
Schools? Are both schools utilzed at the present time? 

(2), Relative to parks, are there any other legallY established or 
areas used for park purposes within the Elmo-Rollins corridor 
area other than Montana Fish and Game sites? 

i 
With respect to Cemetaries, are there aqy other cemetar,y 
facilities located within the Elmo-Ro~lins corridor area 
other than the Indian Cemetar,y locate~ Just west of Dayton? 

(4) Have any land use plans been prepared for or include the 
Dayton Rollings area? 

~(5) Is there any zoning regulations covering the Rollins Area? If 
so could I obtain a copy of the map and regulations? I would 
.be happy to make arrangements for at\Y reproSiuctions at our office. 

Attached is a map for your convenience to.be marked up preferablY in 
red pencil. Please return the map along with aqy oomments you 'may 
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have to: 

Richard A. Howell, Land Planner 
Planning and Research Bureeu 
Department of Highw~s 
Hustad Center 
Helena, MOntana 59601 

April 11, 1974 
Page 2 

, 

A~ assistance or consideration you could give II\Y request would be 
most appreciated. . 

RAH: cv 
Attachment 1 

Very truly yours, 

• 
, ~~"/d~<// 

Richard A. Howe~l 1 . 
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;/.1'. J onn : ;2·;.~~.2. n, ?2.2 nner 
Ecor.:x;,ic I)::~velGP::.s:1t ii.dr..inistl'2tion 
T~e Confederated Salish aDd Kootenai 
Tribes of tr.e Flattcad Reservation 
Dixon, Uo:r~ana 59831 

Dear i.:r. 

1\.-~(.J~IIIo~- . 

. OO26:PRD 

The 1.:Ontana Dep2rtment of Highvlays is presently considering ir.1proveI:".ent 
of U. S. 93 in a corridor area corr:;:encing just north of El:-:1o and teJ:7.linating 
near the La.~e - FlE.thcad County Line. (PleD-se refer to the attacr.ed 
autoscreen rr.3p). Se'.'eral alternate route aligm::ents 112.Ve been selected 
tl1:!:'ol(;!1 t:,e U. S. 93 corridor a:c'ea by our Engineering Division of ',':hich 
t·;;o E.ppear to i,r;olve Indian lands. A prelir.1inaq draft enviror.::-:ental 
ir:-.p2.ct st2.:e:::::;r.t :.2.S 1e:en prep2.red, however, lacking is tr.e identification 
of S~~:~2~j 0CO~c.~·~'::'c 2r:j er:viro:.~~"2r..t21 eff'2cts the proposed hi~::-";2~Y 

projects? 191 (15) 2:.j Fl91 (30) Elm-Hollins and FlatlleE.d County Line 
South v;ou1c:i have on t::e Flatllead Indian R2servation and its people. It 
is our hope in t2.D:ing with l.i:rle Lucas of the State Departrr:ent of 
Inter-govern:r.ental ~~elE.tions that we could obtain your assistance in the 
identific2.tion of theSe social, econorrdc and environ2cntE.l impacts as 
they ::.'elate to t:--,2 feelir.gs 2.nd cultu::.'2.1 values of the CO:1fedel'2t.ed 
Salish 2nd Kootenai Tribes of the Flathead Reservation. These impacts 
may be either of a beneficial or detriGental nature. 

A ttached is 2. copy of our Right-of-\,;ay Sections report pointing out 
invo1ver::ent of Injir~:1 12nds. 

Also attac::2o. :0:' yO\1.::' co:;,venience are possible co:-:.sideratior.,s that 
might 1.;2 used i:1 :c.e:::i:'y:ng· soci2.l, eCono:uc ~nd enviror,,::enta.l ill.pacts. 
PreV':"O'.::3 ;:O::"::'25'?-O::'::'':;!:':2 \';e haVe had v;ith the Flathea.d Hesen"ation relative 
to the prc?csJJ ~r~j2cts is also included. 

Ar:y 2ssists:1ce yO'J. could give us in this catter v;ould be mst 
appreciated. 
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Ur. John ~:r.;wJ;an, Planr;:;r 
P~f.:'c 2 
Fcbr-c.o.ry ?j 1975 

Sb.ould tr.e:r-e be 8.':V' questions concerning this request please feel 
free to cO:'.tact Richard Howell of our office. (Telephon.e nu:iller 
449-2;;6/t ) 

Yours truly, 

B.J •. MJDERSOH 
.~~.. Director of Ilighv/a~)'s 
, ·~·I' 

Pa R. D;;Vine, Chief 
Planning and Research Bureau 

PHD: PJi: tl t 
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THE CONFEDERATED SALISH AND KOOTENAI TRIBES 
OF THE FLATHEAD RESERVATION 

DIXON, MONTANA 59831 

Paul R. De Vine 
Planning and Research Bureau 
Department of Highways 
Helena, Montana 59601 

Dear Mr. De Vine, 

Apri 1 17, 1975 

The Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes have a 
suggestion for the new proposed highway project F 191 (15). 
It is our suggestion that you use alternate 3. The reason 
for this suggestion is that Tribal lands and alloted lands 
are very limited. The value of these lands whether it is 
marginal or sub-marginal is treasured. So, therefore, we 
must ask that you aV0:d all trust lands if possible. 

In your future planning of roads we suggest that you 
try to avoid any and all trust lands. I,: you have any 
questions, please contact this office. 

Sincerely, 

14061246-3596 

TRIBAL COUNCIL MEMBERS 

William J. Ely, Jr 
Patrick H. Lefthand 
Robert A. McCrea 
John E. Malatare 
Harold W. Mitchell, Jr. 
E. W. Morigeau 

Thomas E. Pablo 
Victor l. Stinger 
Thomas (Bearhead) Swaney 
Fred Whitworth 

., 
i 

'., 

CONFEDERATED SALISH & KOOTENAI TRIBES 

(a~~/dC:/:p~ 
Camille E. Matt 
Tribal Realty Specialist 
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See original for maps.




