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TO:
rDean Vauglan, National Bison Rangc, Moiese, MT 59824
USIWS Aison nangc, Stevc Kaltin, 132 Bison Range Roa4 Moiese, MT 59824
Ralph Goo<te, Chairman, Flathcad Reservation Fish & Wildlife Boar4 4717 Hillsirte Rd., Ctarlo, 59824
CSKT Fish & Wildlifc Prograrn, PO Box 278, Pablo, 59855
Sid Rundc[ FO Box 162, Big Arr4 59910
Environnentsl Qu8lity Council, Capitol Building, Helena, 59620-1704
rDcpt. ofEnviroorneDtal Quality, Planning, Prevention & Assisance, PO Box 200901, Helena, 5962G0901
rDept ofBnvirofinental Quality, Permitting Corryliance, PO Box 200901, Helena, 59620-0901
Montana FislX Wikllife & Parks: Director's Office, Legal Uni! Lands, & WiLllife
*Mt Historical Society, State Historia Pre,servation Olfice, 225 North Robens, Veteran's Menorial Bldg., Hclcna 59620
.Montans Statc Library, 1 5 I 5 East Sixth Ave., Helena, 59620- I 800
DNRC, PO Box 201601, Hel€na, 59620-1601
TDNRC, Bob Sandrun
Jim J€nsen, Montanr Environmental Infonnation Center, PO Box 1 I 84, Hclcm, 59624
George Ochenski, PO Box 689, Helena, 59624
Ioc Gu&!ski, Monbna River Action Network, 304 N I 8t, Bozanan, 597 I 5
Polson City Library, PO Box 620, Polson, 59860
Lakc Courty Commissioners, 106 Fourth Ave. E, Polson, 59860
Scn" Iobn Brueggernan, 321 Lakevicw Drive, Polson, 59860-9317

G,l;whtr"t86irroeyrorntr.oaa,'porroo,sssoo .

Ladics and Gentlemcn:

Fish, Wilallife & Parts (FW?), Region One, has prepared the enclosed draft environmental assessmcnt (EA) for thc Kcyecr
Prcecrvation Trust lyetland Rcstoration project The p|lrposc of the project is the restoration of a dnincd wetlard basin thrt
is prrtirlly on thc Nincpipe Wildlifc Mmrgement Arca and partially on the Keyser Pres€rvation Trusg a propcrty
cnsunbcrcd with a USFWS conscwation easement, in Lske Cormty

Ttc &aft is out for a two-week public review. Please direct ;our qucstions or comr€nb to Wildlifc Arce Menagcr Jobn
GranJ' FWP Ninepipe WMA, 5791 Ninepipe Road Charlo, MT 59824, g0q 644-2510 or e-nail to jgrrn@mrgov.

. Qucstions and commerits must bc received by Tuesday, April 12, 2005,

Sincerely,

Region One
490 North Meridian Rd.
Kalispell, MT 59901
(406) 7s2-ss01
FAX: 406-257-0349
Ref; JS0l8-05
March 30, 2005

REGEFffiN
MAR 3 I 2005

LEG I 
gLATIVE EIff RON M ENTAL

POLICY OFFICE
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Enclosure
ffi; Sky Upland Bird Association, PO Box 9005, Missoula, 59807-9005
Ducks Unlimited, Great Plains Regiorl 2525 River Road, Bismarck, ND 58503-9011
Denver Holt, Owl Research Institute, PO Box 39, Charlo, 59824

*E-rnailed

Jim Satterfield



Kelner Restoration Proj ect
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March 30, 2005

Joe Ball, University of Montana Wildlife Coop Uniq 909 S Ave W, Missoula, 59801

Polson Outdoors, Inc., Matt Bishorp, PO Box l43z,Polson, 59860-1432
Bill Matthews, Flathead Wildlife, PO Box 4, IGlispell, 59903

Flathead Audubon, Po Box glI3,trhlispell, 59904 
rr r:t:tur

Mountain Audubon, #l SccondAve E, Suite C-179, Polsor, 59860
Five Vallefn Audubon, PO Box &{25, Missoula" 59807

Lower Flathead Valley Cormrunity Formdation, Inc., Vtrilliam H. Edehnan, 1050 Spring Creek Road" Ronan, 59864

Greg Scbaftcr, President, Mission Valley iheasants Forever, 422}West Post Creek Rd., Charlo,59824
Daniel Casey, AmericanBird Conservancy, 33 Second St. East, Kalispell, 59901

Mission Valiey Ducts Unlimited
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DRAFT ENVIRON M ENTAL ANALYSIS
MEPA/NEPA CHECKUST

MISSION. Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks, through its employees and citizen commission, provides for the
stewardship of the fish, wildlife, parks and recreational resources of Montana, while contributing to the quality of life
for present and future generations

All tvbntanans have tre right to live in a clean and healtfrful environment This brief environmental analpis is intended b
provide an evaluation of the likely impacts to the human environment from proposed ac'tions of the proiect cited bekttv. This
analyais will help Nlontana Fish, Wildlife & Parks to futfill its oversight obligations and satisff rules and regulafnns of bofi UE
lr4ontana Envircnmental Policy Act (MEPA) and the National Environmentral Policy Act (NEPA). The projed sponsor has a
responsibihty to ensure that all impacts have been addressed. Some effects may be negative; others may be positive.
Please provide a discussion fur each section. lf ro impactrs are likely, be sure to discuss the rcasonirg that led b pur
determination.

PART I.

1. Type of proposed action:

Developme,lrt

Renovation

PROPOSED ACTION DESCRIPTION

x

2.

3.

Maintenance

Land Acquisition

Equipment Acquisition

Other @escribe)

If appropriate, agency responsible :for the proposed action: USFWS
Parfrrers for Fish & Witdlife

Name, address, phone number, and e-mail address ofproject sponsor:
Dean Vaughan
National Bison Range
Moiese MT 59924 406-644_22ll T.re^n=Varrghan@fivs gov

Name of project: Keper Preservation Trust Wetland Restoration

If applicable:

Estimated constnrction/commencement date: April I 5, 2005

4.

5.

Kelaer Trust Draft EA 3/2€ll05
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7.

Estiryated completion date: April30, 2005

Curr€,nt status of project design (% complete): 100%

Location affectd by proposed action (county, range, and township): I-ake County

SWl/4 Sec 3, TlgN, R20 W

Froject size: Estimate the numbers of acres that would be directly affected that are

(a) Dweloped:
residential...........
industrial..........o... acres

O) Op€n SpaceAMoodlands/
Recreatioll............... 1 acres

(c) WetlmdslRiparian
Areas ....oro.,...........o.... 

- 
acnEs

(d) .......................................FloodpIain acr€s

(e) Prroductive:
irrigated crcpland

dry mopland - 
acres

_ asres

- 
acrc[l

- 
acr€s

- 
acres

forestry
rangeland

other

9.

Map/site plan: Attach an original 8Yz" x 11" or larger section of the most rweirt USGS 7.5'

series topographic map showing the location and boundaries of the area that would be

afecteA Uy-tni prcposed action. A different map scale may be substituted if more
appropriate or if required by ageircy nrle. If available, a site plan should also be attached.

Narrative sunmary of the proposed action or project including the benefits and purpose of
the prcposed action: A low earthe,n dike wil be constnrcted under supervision of Dean

Vaugfran to plug the outlet of a drained wetland basin that is partiatly on Ninepipe Wildlife
Manageme,lrt Area and partially on the Keper Prese,nration Trust, a property encumbered

with a USF\MS conservation easement. The existing property boundary fe,nce (where
proposed wetland will be constrrcted) will be removed prior to constnrctior5 and nsw "dead
e,lrd" braces will be installed to secure the fence outside of the basin following wetland
restoration activities.

KeperTrust Draft EA 312U05



10. Description and analysis of reasonable alternatives (including the required no-action

alternative) to the proposed action whenever alternatives are reasonably available and

prudent to consider, and a comparison of the alternatives with the proposed action/prefened

alternative: There is either the proposed action or no action. With the no-action alternative,

the wetland would not be restored, and the area would continue to function ils dryland
wildlife habitat.

Listing of each local, state, or federal age,ncy that has overlapping or additional jruisdiction:

(a) Permits
Agency Name: Permit: Date Filed:

List of agencies consulted during preparation of this Environmental Checklist:
US Fish & Wildlife Service

Name of Prepare(s) of this Environmental Checklist:
John Grant, Wildlife Area Manager
s7glNinepipe Road
Charlo, MT 59824
(406) 644-2sr0
jgrant@nt.gov

Date submitted: March 28, 2005

11.

12.

13.

14.

Keyser Trust Draft EA 3/28/05



PART II. EI{VIRONMENTAL CHE CKLIST

PEySICAL EIyVIROI\MEIYT. At the bottom ofthis "Iamd Resources" checklis! provide a nartative description

md evaluation ofthe clmulative an{ seoondary effects on land resouroes' Evcn if1ou checked:bone" in the above

table, o<plain how yoo 
""1rr" 

to Or"t oonclusion. Corrsider the immediate, short-terrr effccts'of thE action as well as

th;i;d:t *t;trecL' Attach additioaal pages of narrative if needed'

1. LAIYD RESOT'RCES

lVill the propd rcfion rcsult ln:

IMPACT

Csr trrysctBc
Mitielbd

Conmrt
hrdorLJnlnown Nme Mins

Pomtially
Significant

& Soil irutabilityochanges in geo@c

subctrucurc?

x 1a

b. Disruptidt, displaccrrrnL ctsist' comPoction'

rmishlE lae, rover'covcringof soil wttich

rvould rcducc productivity r fatility?

x lb

c. Desuuctiur, cowring a rnodificrtio of lty
miquc geologic mpl4nicel fouqof ___

x

d: Churgcs in dlatiur,dcpocitict acrsim
pamns thst rmy rndiff tc clrsmcl of r rirtr c
sftamc&ebcd astrqeof a hkc?

x

c. Eryoeurc ofpcqlc tr1rqcrty b crthqu*Gs,
hdslidcs, grotmd failu'e, achcrnanrel hszrsd?

X

f. Oftcr

N$MTIfEDESCRIPUONAI.IDEVALUATION: , , ,,

for dikc stnrchne. The topsoil will then be reqplied mdla" Torpsoil will be srippod to orpose clsy subsoil to be uscd for dikc strucfire. The topsoil

seeded with grasr. 
,

lb. pr,oductivity of soil will chmge with flooding; thosc in shallower water mly bcorn€ mm qoductive" u,hile those in

deeper sections ofthc wdlaod may be lcss productivc

Keper Trust Draft EA 3r28r05



PHYSICAL EI{nRONMEI{T. At the bottom of this "Ait'' checklist, provide a narrative description and evaluation of
the cumulative and secondary effects on air resources. Even if you checked'!rone" in the above table, explain how you

came to that conclusion. Consider the immediate, short-term effects of the action as well as the longterm effects.

Attach additional pages ofnanative ifneeded.

2. AIR

WiU the proposed action result in:

IMPACT

Can hrpact Bc
Miticatod

Conurent
IndcxUnknown None Minor

Potentially
Significant

a. Emission of air pollutants or dcterioration of
ambicnt air qualitf (also see 13 (c)

X 2a

b. Creatiqr of objectionable odors? X

c, Altcratim of air movement" mishre, or

tsrnperatqte patt€rns tr any change in clirnate, either

locelty m regional$

x

d. Adveisc effects on vegetation, including crops, due

to incrsascd emissions of pollutants?
X

e. Any disclmrge that will conflict with federal or

stat€ air quality regp?

x

f. Other

NARRATWE DESCRIPTION AND EVALUATION:

2a Diesel exhaust fiom heavy equipment used during construction will have a minimal, short-term negative impact on

air quality.

Keyser Trust,Draft EA 3/28105



PIIYSICAL ENVIRONMENT. At the bottom of this "\ilated' checklis! prrovide a narrative description and waluation

of the cgmulative and secondary effects on water r€sourc€s. Even if pu checkcd 'hond' in the abov-e table' orplain how

1ou came to that conclusion. C-onsiaer Ore inrndiate, slrort-term effects as well as the long-tcrm effects. Attach

additional pagos of nrrative ifnceded

3. WAIER

lVitt the proposcd rcdon reoult in:

IMPAET

' Crn lrpectBc
Miticabd

Comrcnt
hd€t(lJnlnoq,n Nsrc Mina

Potcntielly
Significurt

* Dirclrugp into srrfrcc un6 r any aluatian of surfrc
untcr quality includingbutnot limitcd to cflpcflfrm'
dissoh'€d oxygptr 6 tttbidiB?

x

b. CturgEc in drainagspatbnrs orthcre& md rnnurtof
surfrccnmoff?

x 3b

c. Altcratisr ofthccounc anngninde of floodwaga
otrcr llour?

x

d. Changps in thc armuntofrufrcc*agin mywau
body oclcatiur of enewnnFbody?

x 3d

c. Expoourc of pryb c ptopcrty o wem rclaud tnzads
swh ss Aooding?

x

f. Clrsrgpc in fic quality of gromdnrrm? x
g; ClranSes in the qumtityof grumdwaH? x

h. krcrcasc in riek ofcqrteminrtiqr ofsurfroc a
gloundulrg?

x

i. EfrocB on my cxisting untcr right a rtscrvatist? x
j. Etrccls sr other watcr us€rr 88 a rcsult of my aleretim
in srufrce m groundwaterquality4

x

k. Effects on other uscrs gs e rtsntlt of rny dterrtian in
surfacc c groundwater qudttity?

x

l. Effccts to a dcsignated floodplain? x
m fuiy disclurgp that will sfrcct f€dcnel tr strc welcr

quality rcgulatiuts?
x

n. Othcn x 3n

NARRATTVE DESCRIPTION AND EVALUATION

3b, 3G & 3n. Thc pgrpoae ofthe popoced pmject is to q€ate a new body ofwater, which will be fcd vra flood irrigatioa

originating on the fqrser nacrvdio'n Tnrst (KPT) property. The proposcd dikc will block whcrd drainage currently

flows md force it ryproximately 120 feet to thc south uihen the prqosed basin is filled with warcr'

Keyser Trust Draft EA 3/28/05



PHYSICAL EI\IVIRONMENT. At the bottom of this 'Vegetation-' checklist, provide a narative description and

evaluation ofthe cgmulative and secondary effects ott u"get"tiue t"*rro"s. Even ifyou checked'hone" in the above

tufi", opf"i" fro* ),gu came to that conclusion. Consider the immediate, short-t€rm effects as well as the long-term

"fecG. 
itta* uadtional pages ofnarrative ifneeded.

4. \IEGETATION

Will the proposed action result in:

IMPACT

Cm InpactBe
Miticated

Conmurt
krdorUnknown Nme Minor

Potentially

Sipificant

a. Changes in the diversity, productivity or abundance of plant

species (including bees, shrubs, gnass, ctops, and aquatic plantsP
x 4a

b. Altcration of a plant conrnunitf x 4b

c. Adverse effccr on any unique, rare, threatened, m andangercd

specics?

x 4c

d. Rcduction in acrcage m productivity of any agncultural land? x 4d

e. Establishrnent or spread of noxious weeds? x 4e

f. Effecs to wetlands orprime and unique famland? X 4f

g. Other:

NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION AND EVALUATION:

4a & b. what is cunently upland grass will be converted to aquatics under this proposal.

utc & d. Tame grasses and weeds are now growing on the site of the proposed wetland. l

4e. Disturbed areas will be covered yvith 4-6 inches oftopsoil and seeded to grasses immediately upon completion of
constuction. Manage,lneirt activities will be employed to encourage desirable vegetation and conbol noxious weeds.

4f. No wetlands will be damage4 only one created

Keyser Trust Draft EA 3/28/05



fgYSfCef, fmnnOXffmNf. At the bottom of this 'Tisb/Wildlife" checklist provide a narrative doscription and

waludiqo of the cumulative and secondry cfects on fis and wildlifc rEsources. Even if you checked'bone" in the

, &bvo tablq e{phb how.lou cme to that c,onolusion. Consider the imurediate, short-t€rm effects as well a8 thc
t 
fqqg-tcrn ctr€cts. Attachadditional pagcs ofrirarrative ifneeded.

5. .I.ISH/WILDIJEE

'Will fte pmeosod astion result ia

IMPACT

Can ImpoctBc
Mitiseted

Cormmt
krdcr(LJnlmrnn None Minm

Potentially

Significant

r" DcGiqrtiqr of criticrl fidr a wildlifc habitrt? x
b. Chmgp in trcdivcrsitycabrmdmcc ofgrnrminuls sbfud
spccics?

x 5b

c. Chmgx in thc divtrdty o abrmdmoc of ncrgrnr specics? x 5c

d. krnodrrctiqr of ne* rpocics ino m ma? x
c. Crradm ofa brrirr o ttc migntim fi rxwrcttglt of mirnals? x
f. Advtrae cftcts m my uniquc, rre, fftreolarcd' a cndmgcred

rpacics?

x

& hcrarc in qrditiors ftrt lrcas wiHlifc pqulatirns a limit
rbrmdmoc (irchding tss$ryant' bgrl a ilhtd lstrcst r othcr htmrt
Etivit#?

x 5g

h. Advcrccc&cts o trcafficdendmgacd cpeics athcirhrbitrfl x
i. htudqctisr a agcbtim of rny ryccie nd prcscntly c
hisdcdlyooctrrins in trc affcctod locaticr?

x

j. mhln

NARRATIVE DBSCRJPTION A}.ID EVALUATION:

5b, 5c, & 5g; Hundrcds of similar walands in the vicinity of proposed projcct serrre as yec-round habit8t for
auincmous gme and mngmc wildlife species. Hunting of waterfowl and pheasants is very popular in thc are& Thc
sizc and scope of the proposed project will havc negligible efrects on all populations.

KeyaarTrust Draft EA 312U05



II1MAN ENVIRONMENT. At the bottom of this'Noisey'Electrical Effects" checklist, provide a nan-ative description

and evaluation of the cumulative and secondary effects of noise and electrical activities. Even if you checked'hone" in

the above table, explain how you came to that conclusion. Consider the immediate, strort-term effects as well as the

long-term effects. Attach additional pages ofnarrative ifneedrcd.

6. NOISE/ELECTRICAL EF"F'ECTS

Will the proposed action result in:

IMPACT

Can Inrpact Be

Mitimted
Cornment

IndexUnknown None Minor
Potentially

Significant

a. hsreascs in existing noise lwcls? x
b, E:cposure of people to severe or nuisance noise lwels? x 6b

c. Crcation of clecfiostatic or electrornagnetic effects that could be

detrirrnal to hurnan h€alttr or p'roperty?
X

d. krterfer€nce with radio m television reception and operation? X

e. Othcr:

NARMTWE DESCRIPTION AT.ID EVALUATION:

6b. During thrc conshuction phase of the proposed project, people operating or standing near heavy equipmart will be

orposed for a short time to noise !1ryical of erth-moving or agricultural activities.

Keyser Trust Draft EA 3/2U05



HITMAN EIYVIRONMnNT. At thc bottom of this 'Lod Use ' checklist provide a nrrativc desoiption and

evaluation of the cumulative and secodry ifiecb on lmd use. Even ifpu ctrecked'bond'ia the abole tablc' etqlain

how lorr came to that conclusion Attach additional pagee ofnarrative ifnecdcd Consider thc immediatg short-term

effects as well as the long-term efreots

7. I,AND USE

Will the propoc€dactionrcsult iil

IMPACT

Cm krpstBc
Mitiortcd

C;onrrst
htu(lJnlnown Nonc Minm

Potcnddly
Significart

e. Altrratisl of c intrrferuncc witt thc Foductivity q prcfi tability

of thc cristing hnd usc of m area?

x

b. A curflictwith a fuignabd nahral nca slesofunusual
scicntifi c r cducatimel irpamccf

x

c. A cqrflict witr ury cxisting krd use uilroee p,csancc uould
cmstrin G pot8tttialty protutit 0rc prqocod rctim?

x 7c

d. Adrrcrec cftcts ur, crt{mtion o{, rcsidcttocs? x
c. Corpliuroc with cxisting hnd policicc fa hnd urc,

rstspfftrtiGL md opcn spacc?

x

f. hcrcssod trrtrc hlads, nrffic vohmA rcpccd limis acfosu
or oristing b&nspctstim frcilitics cpstbnu of nuvsrsrt of
pooplcmd gpodt?

x

g CIhcr:

NARRA*TIVEDESCRIPTIONAT-IDEVALUATION:

7c. The proposed project conforms to a common practice in the area on both public and private land.

Keyser Trust Draft EA 3/28/05
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IIIMAN ENVIRONMENT. At the bottom of this "RiskiHealth Hazards" checklist, provide a narrative description

and evaluation ofthe cumulative and secondary effects ofrisks and health hazards. Even if yol chec-ked'hone" in the

above table, explain how you came to that conclusion. Consider the immediate, short-term effects of the action as

well as the long-term effects. Attach additional pages ofnanative ifneeded.

8. RISIVIIE^ALTH HAZARDS

Will the proposed actionresult in:

IMPACT

Can trpactBc
Miticated

Cornnsrt
trdcxUnlorown None Minor

Potentially

Sigrificant

a. Risk ofan explosion or release ofhazardous substances

(including, but not limitcd to oil, pesticides, chemicals, or r:adiation)

in ttrc went of an accident or other forms of disruption?

x 8a

b. Effects ur existing ernergencyresponse or enr€rgency wacuation
plan or create need for a new plan?

X

c. Creation of anyhurnan health hazard orpotential hazard? X

d. Dishrbance to any sites with known orpoteirtial deposits of
hazardous rnaterials?

x

e. The use of any chemical toxicang? X

f. Other:

NARKA*TWE DESCRIPTION AND EVALUATION:
l

8a. Minimal risk exists for small amount of diesel or hydraulic oil leakage frorn heavy equipment during constnrotion
phase of proposed project.

KeyserTrust Draft EA 3/2U05
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EUMAN DI{VIRONMENT' At tbe bottom of fis "cornmunity anpact" c'hccklist pT ovide a nanative description

md,erraluation of thc cgmulative aad sccmdary efrccts on the commrmity. Evcn if pu checked "nond'in the above

.tablg g:1plsin how 1ou cane to that conclusion. Consider the immediate, ehort-tcrm cfr€cts as well as the long-term

emrb. 
'ett""n tddti-af pages ofnrrative ifneeded.

9. COMMI]NTIYIMPACT

\[ill the proposcd astion result in:

r. Alurtim of trc lmtim, distribtrtirn, dcnsity, u grwth rab of
trc hurm pqulatim of m sa?

b. Algatiqr of ttctocid struchnc of aconununity/l

c. Al6rtion.of ftc larcl m distibutist of cnploynutt c
wsnniryapcnunl inconp?

d. ChqgFs in industisl a cqrrreirl sctivity?

a trmrod raffic htadc a cffccts ut cxirthg hnsportction
frcilitics tr patHns of npvatsrt of people md goods?

I.

.''':
NARRATTVE DESCRIPTION A}iTD EVALUATION:

rcys€r Trust Drafr EA 3/28105
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IIT MAN EI{VIRONMENT. At the bottom of this '?ublic Services/IaxesAJtilities" checklist, provide a narrative

desoription and waluation of the cumulative and secondary effects on public services, taxes and utilities. Even if you

checkitt .hone'f in the above table, explain how you came to that conclusion. Consider the immediate, short-tefin

effects as well as the long,term effects. Attach additional pages ofnarrative ifneeded.

10. PUBLIC SERVICES/TA)GSruTILITIES

Will the proposed action result in:

IMPACT

Can InpactBe
Miticetcd:

Conuncnt

hrdorUnknown None Minor
Potcntially

Sigrrificant

a. An cffect upon, or result in a need for new or altered,

gorrcrnnrnal services in any of the following arcas: fire orpolice
protcctiur, schools, parkVrecreatio'nal facilities, toads or other

publiC rnaintcnance, water supply, s€wef, sr septic systems' solid

wasE disposal, h€alth, or other govemnrntrl seruices? If so,

spcciff:

X

b. Eff€cts qr the local o state tax base and revenues? X

c. A nd for new facilities or substantial alterations of any of the

following utilities: elecnic pow€r, natural gas, other fuel supply or

distibutior systcns, m conmunications?

X

d. krcreasd used ofany €n€r$/ source? x
c. Other.

Additional inforrnation requested:

f Definc pr jected rcv€riue sourcm. No revenue sources axe Projected.

g Definc projccted maintenancc costs. Maintenance costs for the site are expected to remainthe sanrc whether or not
proposed project is conPleted.

NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION ANID EVALUATION:

Keyser Trust Draft EA 3/28/05
13



EUMAN DNVIRONMENT. At th€ bottom of this "Acsthetics/Recreation" checklist, provido a nrrdire description
and evaluation of thc cumulative and secondary efrects on aesthetics & rec,reation. Evc,n if you checked'lro'ne" in the

abovc table, orplain how lou came to tbat conclusion Consider the immediate, short-ter:n clfccts .s well as the long-
tcim €frects. Attach additional pages of namtivc if needed.

11. AESTITnTICSmE€nEATION

Will ft€ proeoscd actionrcsult iE

IMPACT

Csr [npoctBc
Midaetd

Connsrt
hd€xLJnlnown Nmc Mina

Potcntislly
Significurt

a Alantim of ury rcanic vistr a crcetftn of ot rcoftaicelly
offcnsivc sitcaefroctthat ir opan bpblic vieuf

X

b. Albetim of thc sthaic Elrractcr of a cffiimnity s
neighbqhood?

x

c. Altaation of ftc qulity r qumtity oftwrcationrUmuifii
oppctrnitic ad scilings? (Afrrch Tourism Rcpqt)

x llc

d. Afircrse cftcu o my dceigmad c p@ wiK a cccrdc

rivrrE, trails swiHcrrrcss ms?
x

c.Oftcn

NARRATMDESCRIPTIONAI.ID EVALUATION: 
:

llc. Bcing tbat thc prropoeed project will add oc additional smdl w€tland to an area wher,e hunftcds'of others orist,
negligible increasc ia wctlodftvildlifr r€crcation is €tpeoted l

Keper Trust Ehaft EA 3/28Y05
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ffUVAX nfVfnOXWNT. At the bottom of this "CulturaVhistorical Resources" checklist, provide a narrative

Jer".iotiott 
"nd ".'aluation 

of the cumulative and secondary effects on cultural/historical resources. Even ifyou
checkia :tone" in the above table, explain how you came to that conclusion. Consider the immediate, short-t€rm

offects as well as the long-term effeotJ. Auach additional pages ofnanative ifneeded.

12. CULTTJRAUflSTORICAL RESOIJRCES

$lill the proposed action result in:

MPACT

Can InpactBe
Mitimted

Cmrrmt
lrdcxUnknown None Minor

Potattially
Significant

a Destuction or altcration of any site, structure or object of
prehistmic historic, m paleontological importance?

X

b. Physical changes that would affoct unique culnral values? x
c. Effecs on cxistingrcligious or sacred uses of a site or area? X

d. Adverse efrccs to historic or cultural resources? X

e. CIhcn

NARRA'TTVE DESCRIPTION AI{D EVALUATION:

Keyser Trust thaft EA 3/28/05
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HUMAN EIYVIRONMEIT{T. At the bottom of this "Summary Evaluation of Significadce" checklisq provide a

lrrx1ive description md evaluation ofthe cumulative and secondry efrects. Eveir if you have c,hecked 'bond'.in the

above table erelain how 1ou came to that conclusion Consider the immediatg short-term €ff€cb as well as the long-

t€rm ef€cts. Attach additional pagee ofnarrative ifneedetl

13. SI]MMARY EVALUATION O['

SIGNIFTCAT{CE

Will lhc proposed action, consid€r€d as a uihole:

IMPACT

Can hrpoctBc
Mitissbd

Corurmt
hdcc(LJntoonn Nonc Mina

Potentialty
Significant

* Ha\G irryece that rc indiyidurtty limitod, but cnmthtiwty
cmsidcnbh? (A projcct or pogrrm rlry rtsult in irpocts qr tuD fi
rHr $pantc rrsourccs wtrich crcrE I signifutt cfrcct uiftat
csrsidcrcd togetu or in toal.)

x

b. krvolvc pourtisl risl<s q rdwnc cfroste wtich re mccrtain but
cxusnrtyhazrrdor if tlreyrrrrc b ffirf?

x

c. Pourtially wrflict wift ftc rubctuttiw rcquiurnb of my
local, stat€, m fedsrel law, reguletim, smdd c funnl pht?

x

d. Eshbtish r prccodcnt c lilclihood $at futm rctiuts wittl
rignificant cnvirunrrnul inpecc will be prqoeed?

x

c. CcrsaE rubctrntiel dcblc a cantorrcnsy rbort thc netrc of the

furyocts tlnt would bc crceod?
x

f. ttraw ugrriad ryooitian or gErHrE rubrtmtid public

onuovany?
x

Additional information rc$std:

g. List my fcderal tr statc parnib rcquircd. N/A

NARRATTVE DESCRIPTION AI{D EVALUATION:

KeyterTrud Draft EA 3/28/t)5
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PART III. EN'VIRONMNNTAL CHECKLIST CONCLUilON SECTION

l. Discuss the cumulative and secondary effects of this project as a whole:

Because of the small size and scope of the proposed project, no cumulative or secondary

effects are anticiPated. :

Z. Based on the significance criteria evaluated in this Environmental Checklist (Part I[), is an

EIS required?

ves

NOX

If an EIS is not required, explain why the current checklist lwel of reviery is appropnate:

Few impacts or potential risks are associated with this project, and most impacts are

positive.

be the public involvement for this project:3. Describe the public involvement for t

Standard EA distribution list and mailing list for conservation groups, a legal ad in the Lake

County Leader, and a news release.

4 What was the dgration of the public comment period? Two weeks, from March 30 through

April 12,2005

GLOSSARYOFTERMS 
:

Affected Environment - The aspects of the human environment that may change as a result of
an agency action.

Alternative - A different approach to achieve the same objective or result as the proposed

action.

' ,l a J^ ---^

Categorical Exclusion - A level of environmental review for agency action that do not

individually, collectively, or cumulatively cause significant impacts to the human environment,

as determined by rulemrt ittg or programmatic ,"ui*, and for which an EA or EIS is not

required.

Cumulative Impacts - Impacts to the human environment that, individually, may be minor for a

specific project,but, when tonsidered in relation to other actions, may result in significant

impacts.

Keyser Trust Draft EA 3/28/05
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I

i

Dircct Impacts - Primary impacts that have a direct cause and effect relationship with a specific

action, i.e. they occur at the sarne time and place as the action that causes the impact.

Environmental Assessment @A) - The appropriate level of e,lrvironme'lrtal review for actions

that either does not significanlly affect the human environment or for which the age'lrcy is
gnceltain whether an Environme,lrtal Impact Staterrelrt (EIS) is required

Environmental Assessment Checklist - An EA checklist is a standard form of an EA,
developed by an ag€,ncy for actions that generally produce minimal impacts.

Envlronmental Impact Statement @IS) - A comprehensive evaluation of the impacts to the

hgman environme,lrt that likely would result from an agency action or reasonable alternatives to

that action. An EIS also serves a public disclostre of agency decision-making. Typically, an EIS

is prepared in trn'o steps. The Draft EIS is a preliminary detailed written statsme,lrt that facilitates
p"btir review and cornme,lrt. The Final EIS is a completed, writte,n statement that includes a ,

-s.r.*uty 
of major conclusions and supporting information from the Draft EIS, respoases to

substantive comments received on the Draft EIS, a list of all comments on the Draft EIS and any

revisions made to the Dr-aft EIS and an explanation of the age,ncy's reasons for its decision.

Envlronmental Revlew - An evaluation, prepared in compliance with the provisions of MEPA
and the IvIEPA Model Rules, of the impacts to the human environment that may result as a

consequ€,lrce of an ag€ncy action.

'' Human Environment - Those atfiibutes, including but not limited to biological, phpical,
lsocial, economic, cultural, ffid aesthetic factors that interrelate to form the environme,lrt.

Long-Term Impact - An impact, which lasts well beyond the period of the initial project.

Mitigated Environmental Assessment - The appropriate level of e,lrvironmental review for
actions that normally would requirc an EIS, except that the state age,ncy can impose designs,

e, rforceable controls, or stipulations to reduce the othemrise significant impacts to below the

level of significance. A mitigatd EA must deinonstrate that: (1) all impacts have beeir
: identified; (2) all impacts can be mitigated below the lwel of significance; and (3) no significant
impact is likely to occur

Mitigation - An enforceable measwe(s), designed to reduce or prevent undesirable effects or
impacts of the proposed action.

, Naffonal Environmentat Poticy Act (NEPA) - The federal courterpart of MEPA that applies
only to federal actions.

No Action Alternafive - An alternative, required by the MEPA Model Rules for purposes of
analysis, that describes the age,ncy action that would result in the least change to the human
e,nvironment.

Publlc Participation - The process by which an agency includes interested and affected

Keyser Trust Draft EA 3/28/Os
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individuals, organizations, and agencies in decision making.

Record of Decision - Concise public notice that announces the agency's decision, explains the

reason for that decision, ffid describes any special conditions related to implementation of the

decision

Scoping The process, including public participation, that an agency uses to define the scope of
the environmental review.

Secondary Impacts - Impacts to the human environment that are indirectly related to th: agency

action, i.e. tfrey are indurca Uy a direct impact and occur at a later time or distance from the

triggering action

Short-Term Impact - An impact directly associated with a project that is of relatively short

duration

Significance = The process of determining whether the impacts of a proposed action are serious

e*i"gtt to warrant the preparation of an giS. An impact may be adverse, beneficial or both. If
none of the adverse impacts are significant, an EIS is not required

Supplemental Review - A modification of a previous environmental review document (EA or

fd1-Uased on changes in the proposed action, the discovery of new information, or the need for

a4ditional evaluation.

Tiering - Preparing an environmental review by focusing specifically on narrow scope of issues

because the bioado r"opr of issues was adequately addressed in previous environmental review

document(s) that may be incorporated by reference.

Keyser Trust Draft EA 3/28/05
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