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(406}フ 52‐5501
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TO:   Environmenta:Quality Counc‖′Capitol Bu‖ ding′ Helena′ 59620‐ 1704
Dept.Of Environmenta1 0ua‖ ty′ Metcalf Bldg.′ PO Box 200901′ Helena′ 59620‐ 0901
Montana Fish′ Wi:d‖fe&Parks

Director's Office - Rich Clough
Fisheries Division - Dorothy Lindsay

Parks Division - Jeff Erickson
Legal Unit
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Montana Historical Society, State Historic Preservation Office, 225 North Roberts, Veteran's
Memorial Building, Helena, 59620-1 201
Montana State Library, 1515 East Sixth Ave., Helena,59620-1800
Jim Jensen, Montana Environmental lnformation Center, PO Box 1184, Helena,59624
George Ochenski, PO Box 689, Helena,59624
Wayne Hirst, Montana State Parks Foundation, PO Box728, Libby,59923
Montana State Parks Association, PO Box 699, Billings, 59103
Joe Gutkoski, President, Montana River Action Network, 304 N 18'h Ave., Bozeman, 59773-8298
Rep. Bob Lawson, Box 686, Whitefish, 59937-0686
Sen. Bob DePratu, PO Box 1217, Whitefish, 59937-1217
Rep. Aubyn Curtiss, PO Box 216, Fortine,59918-0216
Sen. William Crismore, 237 Aifield Rd. S, Libby, 59923
Rep. Rob Raney, 2125.6'h, Livingston,59047
Jane Kollmeyer, USFS, Tally Lake Ranger District,'1335 Hwy 93 W, Whitefish,5gg3T
Ffathead County Library, 247 Fist Avenue E, Kalispell, 59901
Flathead County Library, 9 Spokane Ave., Whitefish, 59937
Flathead County Commissioners, 800 S. Main, Kalispell, 59901
Flathead Wildlife, PO Box 4, Kalispell, 59903
Glen Anacker, FVTU, PO Box 638, Kalispell, 59903
Beth Gardener, USFS Tally Lake Ranger District, 1335 Hwy 93 w, whitefish, 59937

Ladies and Gentlemen:

Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks has completed an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the Robertson
Creek Experimental Cutthroat Trout Population project. The project proposes to move no more than
100 westslope cutthroat trout from Good Creek to Robertson Creek, above the natural barrier near FS
Road 60. This will serve to establish a genetically pure population of westslope cutthroat trout that
will be safeguarded from invasion by brook and rainbow due to the natural barrier near FS Road 60.

There were no changes to the draft EA; therefore, the draft becomes the final EA. A copy of the
Decision Document is enclosed for your information. t
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSITIENT AND DECISION NOTICE
FOR ROBERTSON CREEK EXPERIMENTAL CUTTHROAT TROUT POPULATION

October 11,2000

Proiect nronos:rl:

To introduce an erperintental population of genetically pure westslope cutthroat trout into Robertson
Creek, which is presently a fishless strealn, for the purposes of providing a genetic reserve and expand.ing a
population within its existing range.

Site location and characteristics:

Robertson Creek is to?!e_d- r1_Flatlpad Courty in the Flathead National Forest rvest of the toryn of Olney.
Its legal description is T32N, R25W, 56 and 31. The creek is approximately 2.5 rniles long.

Proiect iustification:

Robertson Creek has been sarnpled in past years by FWP biologists during fish population monitoring and
inventory surveys. Fish have never been documented in the stream. It rvaidiscoveied tlnt Robertson Creek
has a natural barrier near dre crossing offorest road 60, which is likely responsible for blocking fish from
naturally colonizing it. Trvo nearby strearns, Griflin and Martin creeki, both have natural barriers *ith
populations of genetically pure rvestslope cutthoat trout above and mixed populations of brook t-rout and
cuttluoat below. Given tlte exantples set by these two strearns, it is believed that Robertson Creek likelvise
can provide a population of pure rvestslope cuttluoat trout safe from invasion by brook trout or rainbow.
Furtltennore, this population Inay be a source of eggs a-nd spenn for future recovery projects tlnt require
cuttlroat that display resident life history behavioial characieristics.

Environmental imnacts of nroicct:

No adverse effects are expected for plants, adult arnphibians, reptiles, birds, wild nutmnals, or humals.

Social imnacts:

Statervide Angler Pressure estimates for 1999 indicate that Good Creek, the nearest adjacent fisherv,
received an estimated 68 angler days in 1999. Enrpirical infonnation exists that ind.icaies the Good Creek
rvatershed receives a higher amount of angling pressue tlmn is reflected in the estirnates. Most angling isfrom tlte residents in the Good Creek drainage ind residents of olney. Although the introduction of fish in
Robertson Crcck nmy proviclc trtore angling opportr.urities, it is not btlievea to be significart gi,v,en dre
srnall size of Robertson Creek, lirnited access, and the higher qmlity opporturities in aa;aceninsheries. No
harvest restrictions are proposed for the Robertson Creelipopuiation aittris tirne.

Public involyemcnt:

In cornpliance rvith tlle Montana Envirolunental Poliry Act, an envirorunental assessrnent was prepared and
circulated for public comtnent frorn Septernber l8 tluough October 2, zooo.Notices were advertised in the
local nervspaper, state bulletin boar( FWP nervs release and copies of the EA q,ere rnade available to thepublic at local libraries and FWP Region I headquarters in Kaliipell. Only trvo comments rvere received
(one by a private citizen and one by Flathead Chapter of Trout Unlirnited), and both were in favor of the
project.

Robertson Creek Decision Document 1O/1 1/OO Page 1 of 2



Decision noiice:

Based on the comments and agleements for the value of developing a population of genetically pure

westslope cuttluoat trout, and to provide a population free from risk of invasion by exotic trouts, I
recommend that the proposed project be irnplerncnted to fulfill the desired outcome.

θυ

Region One Supervisor

FislL Wildlife&PttkS

490 N Mcriditt Road

Kalispen,Montana 59901

(406)752-5501

V
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FINAL

1 .

MEPA/NEPA/HB495 GENERIC CHECKLIS丁

PART:.PROPOSED ACT:ON DESCR:PT10N

Type of Proposed State Action: Stocking of a fishless stream with an
experimental population of genetically pure westslope cutthroat trout.

Agency Authority for the Proposed Action: MT Fish, wirdlife & parks

Name of Project: Robertson Creek Experimental Cutthroat Trout Population

Name, Address and Phone Number of Project Sponsor (if other than the
agency)

lf Applicable:

Estimated construction/commencement Date: october 1, 2ooo
Estimated Completion Date: November 30, 2OOO
Current Status of Project Design (% complete): 60%

Location Affected by Proposed Action (county, range and township):

Flathead County, T32N, R25W, S6 & 531 and T31N, R25W, S7

Project Size: Estimate the number of acres that would be directly affected that
are currently:

(a) Developed:
residential......... 0 acres
industrial .......... 0 acres

(b) Open Space/Woodlands/
Recreation ........ 0 acres

(c) Wetlands/Riparian
Areas ........ 0 acres

(d) Floodplain 0 acres

(e) Productive:
irrigated cropland 0 acres
dry cropland.... ... 0 acres
forestry ...... O acres
rangeland ... 0 acres
other. 2.5 miles of stream

２
　

　

３

　

　

４

5.

6.

7.

8. Map/site plan: attach an original B 112" x 1 1 " or larger section of the most
recent USGS 7.5' series topographic map showing the location and boundaries
of the area that would be affected by the proposed action. A different map
scale may be substituted if more appropriate or if required by agency rule. lf
available, a site plan should also be attached.

Robertson Creek Final EA l0/Il/0A 
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9. Narrative Summary of the Proposed Action or Project lncluding the Benefits and
purpose of the Proposed Action: Pending completion of a successful disease

screening and authorization from FWP Fish Health committee, we will move no

more than 10O westslope cutthroat trout from Good Creek to Robertson Creek,

above the natural barrier near FS Road 60. This will serve to establish a

genetically pure population of westslope cutthroat trout that will be

iafeguarded from invasion by brook and rainbow due to the natural barrier near

FS Road 60. This will provide approximately 2.5 miles of cutthroat habitat,

previously unavailable to any fish. !n the event of a catastrophic failure the

first year, the procedure may be repeated once'

Listing of any other Local, State or Federal agency that has overlapping or

additional jurisdiction.

(a) Permits:
Aoency Name Permit Date Filed/#

other overlapping or Additional Jurisdictional Responsibilities:

USFS - Land Management

1 1. List of Agencies consulted During Preparation of the EA:

USFS - Sensitive Plants

FWP - Sensitive Wildlife

10.

(b) Funding:

Robertson Creek Final BA 10/11/00
2



PART II. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

-.$, Evaluation of the lmpacts of the Proposed Action lncluding Secondary and Cumulative lmpacts on the Physical and Human
nvironment:

PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

1. LAND RESOURCES

Will the proposed action result in:

lMPACTS Can lmpacts
Bo

Mitigatod'
Comment

lndex
Unknown * Nono Minor

Potentially
Significant'

a. Soil instability or changes in geologic substructureT
X

b. Disruption. displacoment, erosion, compaction, moisture loss,
or over-covoring of soil which would reduce productivity or
fertility?

X

c, Destruction, covoring or modification of any uniquo geologic or
physical features?

X

d. Changes in siltation, deposition or erosion patterns that may
modify the channel of a river or stream or the bed or shore of a
lakoT

X

e. Other

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Cumulative and Socondary Effects on Land Resources (Attach additional pages of narrativo if noeded):

PHYSiCAL ENVIRONMENT

2. AIR

Will the proposed action result in:

lMPACTS Can lmpacts
Be

Mitigated *
Comment

lndex
Unknown * None Minor *

Potentially
Signif icant'

a. Emission of air pollutants or deterioration of ambient air quality?
X

b. Creation of objectionable odorsT
X

c. Alteration of air movement, moisture or temperature patterns, or
any change in climate, either locally or regionally?

X

d. Adverse effects on vegetation, including crops, due to increased
emissions of pollutantsT

X

e. Other:

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Cumulative and Secondary Effects on Air Resources (Attach additional pages of narrative if needed):

Robertson Creek Fj.nat EA 10/fll00
'lnclude an attachment with a narrative explanation describing the scope un3 l"r"l of impact. lf the impact is unknown, explain why tho unknown
impact has not or cannot be evaluated.



PHYSICAL ENVIRON MENT (continued)

. WATER

ill the proposed action result in:

Comment
lndex

. Discharge into surface water or ony altoration of

urface water quality including but not limited to
dissolved oxygen, turbiditY or

. Changes in drainage patterns or tho rato and amount

f surface runoffT

, Alteration of the courso or magnitude of flood water or

ther flowsT

. Changes in the amount of surface water in any water

OdY∝ Creajon ol

. Exposuro of poople or property to water relatod

such as

in the quality of waterT

. Changes in tho Quantity of groundwater?

. lncrease in the risk of contamination of surface or

?

, Violation of the Montana Non Degradation Statuto?

. Effects on any existins wator right or rese

. Effocts on other water users as a result of any

. Effects on other users as a result of any alteration in

er

. Other:

Narrative Description and Evaruation of the cumurative and secondary Effects on water Resources (Attach additional pages of narrative if needed):

Robertson creek EinaI EA 10/11loo
.lnclude an attachment with a narrative explanation describing the scope and level of impact. lf the impact is unknown, explain why tho unknown

impact has not or cannot be evaluated' 4

or



PHYS:CAL ENViRONMENT{cOnJnued)

a. Changes in tho divarsity, productivity or abundance of plant
species (including trees, shrubs. grass, crops, and aquatic plants)7

b. Alteration of a plant communityT

c. Advorse effects on any unique, tare, threatonod. or endangered
plant speciesT

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

e. Establishment or spread of noxious weeds?

4.VEGETAT10N

the proposed action rssult in:

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Cumulative and Secondary Effects on Vegetation Resources (Attach additional pages of narrative if needed):

Robertson Creek FinaI EA 10/1Il00
'lncludo an attachment with a narrative explanation describing the scope and level of impact. lf the impact is unknown, explain why the unknown
impact has not or cannot be evaluatod.



lMPACT5. FISHA//ILDLIFE

Will the proposed action result in:

a. Deterioration of critical fish or wildlife
habitatT

b. Changes in the diversity or abundance of
me animals or bird speciPql

c. Changes in the diversity or abundance of non-

d. lntroduction of frew species into an a

e. Creation of a barrier to the migration or

movement of animals?

f. Adverse effects on any unique, rare,

threatened, or endangered

g. lncrease in conditions that stress wildlife
populations or limit abundance (including

harassment, legal or illegal harvest or other

human activity)?

Comment
lndex

Narrative Description and Evaruation of the cumurativo and Secondary Effects on FishflVildlife Resources (Atrach additional pages of narrativo if needod):

sb & d - cutthroat trout will be allowed to colonize a section of stream that was previously unavailable to fish by virtue of a natural

waterfall, which prevented upstream movement. This will provide a controlled expansion of cutthroat trout, within their existing range'

and there will be no danger of f uture ao.pro.ir" by brook trout and ,uinbo* trout encroachment because of the natural barrier' v

5c - The onry anticipated change in nongame species wiil be in abundance oI stream-borne insects, as they will likely provide the maior

food source f or the f ish, an otherwise naturally Jccurring process. rne lniect community of Robertson creek was sampled and identified

toareasonabledegreeof taxanomic resorution. Hvdripsycnidsr.pr.rrni"o nearly4o;/oof thesample' Peltoperlids andchloroperlids

, combined, represented nearly 4Oo/o of the sample, anO if,e remaining 20% was comprised of Eaetidae and Chironomidae'

Robertson Creek Einal EA 10/11/00
.lnclude an attachment with a narrative explanation describing the scope and level of impact'

impact has not or cannot be evaluated' 6
lf the impact is unknown, explain why the unknown



:MPACT
Can lmpact

Be
Mitigated *

Potentially
Significant*

a. lncreases in existinq noise levelsT

b. Exposure of people to serve or nuisance
noise levelsT

c. Creation of electrostatic or electromagnetic
effects that could be detrimental to human

d. lnterference with radio or television

6.NOISE/ELECTR!CAL EFFECttS

ill the proposed action result in:

Narrative Doscription and Evaluation of the Cumulative and Secondary Noise/Electrical Effects (Attach additional pages of narrative if needed):

7. LAND USE

Will the proposed action result in:

IMPACT
Can lmpact

Be

Mitigated +

Potentially
Signif icant*

c. Conflict with any existing land use whose
presence would constrain or potentially

ibit the proposed actionT

d. Adverse effects on or relocation of
residences?

M ENT

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

b. Conflicted with a designated natural area
area of unusual scientific or educational

nceT

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Cumulativa and Secondary Effects on Land Resources (Attach additional pages of narrativo if needed):

Robertson Creek Final EA 10/ffl00
*lnclude an attachment with a narrative explanation describing the scope and level of impact. lf the impact is unknown, explain why the unknown

impact has not or cannot be evaluated. 7

Or

e.Other:

e,Other:



lMPACT8. RISK/HEALTH HAZARDS

Will the proposed action result in:

a. Risk of an explosion or release of hazardous

substances (including, but not limited to oil,

pesticides, chemicals, or radiation) in the

event of an accident or other forms of

b. Affect an existing emergency response or

emergency evacuation plan or create a need

for a new Plan?

c. Creation of any human health hazard or

NarrativeDescription"naEff""t.iiTEiEEiIf,Hu,"'a"(Attachadditionalpagesofnarrativeifneeded):

Sobertson Creek FinaL EA l0l1fl00
,lnclude an attachment with a narrative explanation describing the scope and level of impact'

impact has not or cannot be evaluated' B

lf the impact is unknown, explain why the unknown

potential hazard?



9.COMMUNITY IMPACT

Will the proposed action result in:
Can

lmpact Be

Mitigated *

a. Alteration of the location, distribution,
density, or growth rate of the human

lation of an areaT

b. Alteration of the social structure of a
communityT

c. Alteration of the level or distribution of
employment or community or personal
income?

d. Changes in industrial or commercial
activityT

e. lncreased traffic hazards or effects on
existing transportation facilities or patterns of
movement of people and goods?

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Cumulative and Secondary Effects on Community lmpact (Attach additional pages of narrative if needed):

NMEN

1 O. PUBLIC SERVICES/TAXES/UTILITIES

Will the proposed action result in:

e. Other:

if needed):

Robertson Creek Fina.l- EA f0l11/00
rlnclude an attachment with a narrative explanation describing the scope and level of impact. lf the impact is unknown, explain why the unknown
impact has not or cannot be evaluated. I

lMPAC丁 姜

Mitigated *
Potentially

Signif icant*

a. Have an effect upon or result in a need for
new or altered governmental services in any
of the following areas: fire or police
protection, schools, parks/recreational
facilities, roads or other public maintenance,
water supply, sewer or septic systems, solid
waste disposal, health, or other governmental
services? lf any, speci

b. Have an effect upon the local or state tax
base and revenues?

c. Result in a need for new facilities or
substantial alterations of any of the following
utilities: electric power, natural gas, other fuel
supply or distribution systems, or
communications?

d. Result in increased used of any energy
source?

'Jarrative Description and Evaluation of the Cumulative and Secondary Effects on Public Services/Taxes/Utilities (Attach additional pages of narrative



Can lmpact
Be

Mitigated *

1 1 . AESTHETICS/RECREATION

Will the proposed action result in:

a. Alteration of any scenic vista or creation of
an aesthetically offensive site or effect that is

b. Alteration of the aesthetic character of a
community or neighborhoodT

c. Alteration of the quality or quantity of

recreational/tourism opportunities and

7 (Attach TourisrrlBeper'!I

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the cumulative and Secondary Effects on Aesthetics/Recreation (Attach additional pages of narrativo if needed):

{continued)

2. CULTURAL/HISTORICAL RESOURCES

ill the proPosed action result

. Dostruction or alteration of any site, structure or object of

,rti",ori", historic, or paleontological importance?

. Physical change that would affect unique cultural or historic values?

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

Narrative Description and Evaruation of the cumurative and Secondary Effects on cultural/Historical Resources (Attach additional pages of narrative if

needed):

T:j,r'rtJil fi;:"}Tir?"::fJj:lpr"nation describing rhe scope and tevet or impact. lr the impact is unknown' explain whv the unknown

impact has not or cannot be evaluated' 1 0



3. SUMMARY E\.i ALUATION OF SIGNIFICANCE

1t tn" proposed action, considered as a whole:

. Have impacts that sro individually limited, but cumulatively considerableT (A

roioct or program may result in impacts on two or moro soparate resourc6s

hich create a si effect when considered together or in total.)

. lnvolvo potential risks or adverse effects which aro uncertain but extremely
azardous if they wero to occurT

. Potentially conflict with the substantive requiremonts of any local, stats, ol
ederal law. rogulation, standard or formal planT

. Establish a precedent or likelihood that future actions with significant
nvironmental impacts will be proposed?

. Gonerate substantial debate or controversy about the nature of the impacts
hat ated?

Narrative Description and Evaluation of the Summary Evaluation of Significance (Attach additional pages of narrative if needed):

1 3d - This proiect is part of a cutthroat conservation and restoration plan proposed for the Good and Shepard creek drainages.
Future projects are expected to incorporate the use of piscicides to remove exotic brook and rainbow trout in an effort to restore the
native cutthroat element to the proposed streams. This action is being proposed because of its simplicity of providing an isolated
population of genetically pure westslope cutthroat trout, which displays resident life history characteristics. This project and the
proposed f uture cutthroat projects are mutually exclusive in kind (technique), and the success of one will have no bearing on the

auccess of another in terms of establishing a precedence.

1 3e - This particular proiect is not expected to be controversial at all. However, the project (as mentioned above), in its entirety,
may be controversial because of the anticipated use of piscicides in OTHER streams.

S.obertson Creek FinaI EA 10/11/00
,lnclude an attachment with a narrative explanation describing the scope and level of impact. lf the impact is unknown, explain why the unknown

impact has not or cannot be evaluated. 11

. Other:



PART ll. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW rcontinueat

'1. Description ond onolysis of reosonoble olternotives (including the no oction olternolive) lo lhe proposed oction
whenever olternotives ore reosonobly ovoiloble ond prudent lo consider ond o discussion of how the ollernotives
would be implemented:

The only alternative for this project is no action, in which case, Robertson Creek would remain

f ishless.

2. Evoluotion ond listing of miligotion, stipulolion, or olher conlrol meosures enforceoble by the ogency or onother

government ogency: N/A

3. Bosed on the significonce criterio evoluoted in lhis EA, is on EIS required? YEs / No lf on EIS is not required. exploin

why the EA is the oppropriote level of onolysis for this proposed oclion:

No EIS is required. Because of the simplicity of this project and the anticipated public acceptance,

it is believed that an EA is an appropriate level of analysis.

4. Describe the level of public involvement for ihis project if ony ond, given ihe complexity ond the seriousness of lhe

environmeniol issues ossocioled with ihe proposed oction, is the level of public involvement oppropriote under the

circumstonces?

This project has been presented to the Flathead Valley Chapter of Trout Unlimited and to a few

local private landowners.

5. Durotion of comment period if ony:

September 18 through Octobet 2, 2OOO

6. Nome, tiile, oddress ond phone number of lhe person(s) responsible for preporing the EA:

Grant Grisak, Fisheries Biologist
MT Fish, Wildlife & Parks

49O N Meridian Road

Kalispell, MT 59901
(406) 751-4541

RobertSon Creek 『 inal EA 10/11/00 12



.^Martin and Griffin creeks are neighboring streams that have natural waterfall barriers on them. They
also have genetically pure westslope cutthroat trout populations above and mixed populations
downstream, dominated by brook trout. These streams serve as templates for the potential of
Robertson Creek to provide a stronghold cutthroat population safe from invasion by exotic trout.
Due to its simplicity, compared to other restoration techniques, stocking fishless streams is a

preferred and successfully proven technique of conserving other cutthroat trout species (Behnke &
Zarn, 1976 and Young, et al., 1996). lt is believed that this project will be fundamental in the
cutthroat trout conservation/restoration program proposed for Good and Shepard Creeks.

Behnke, R. and M Zarn. 1976. Biology and management of threatened and endangered western
trouts. U.S.D.A. Forest Service, technical report RM-28, Denver.

Young, M., Schmal, R., Konley, T. and V. Leonard. 1996. Conservation status of Colorado River
cutthroat trout. U.S.D.A. Forest Service, general technical report RM-GTR-282.

PAR丁 IV, EA CONCLUS:ON SECT:ON

It is believed that this project will benefit the public by providing a cutthroat trout population,
protected by a natural barrier, that may be useful in future management programs by providing a

^rource for genetically pure eggs and sperm from fish displaying resident life-history type behavioral
Jharacteristics.

Robertson Creek Final EA 10/11/00
13
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