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Project Name: Rammell-Seely Lake Fuel Reduction Prolect
Proposed Implementation Date: 5-06
Proponent: Jaylund Rammelf - Logging Contractor
Tlpe and Purpose of Action: The project is along the lakeshore of Seeley Lake and involves
ttti". adjoining l-andowners who want fuel reduced and hazard trees removed from their
property. One of the fandowners wouid have one too many trees removed from within the SMZ

of the lakeshore according to the SMZ Law. /rlong aII three properties the only place to
^nar:ra machi ncrrr i q :l nncr wh:t :nncarq t^ l're an old traif that is now l-awn but in places
vPclo q+vrrY

ii withi-n 50 feet of the Iake. The Al-ternaLive Practice woufd be to operate machinery
across the l-awns within the SMZ and to remove the tree from within the SMZ. Although the
majority of the work is outside the SMZ, because of buildings, fences and oLher
developments within the yards, the only reasonabte place to skid logs is on the trail that
encroaches into the SMZ i.n some locations. The entire trail wj-l-l- be about 400 feet long
and not all of this will be within the SMZ. Since the area now is lawn, any disturbance
will be reseeded.

Location: Southeast sj-de of See1ey Lake - NE1/4 NW1/4 Section 3 T16N R15W.

County: Missoul-a
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I PROJECT DEVELOPMENT

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT, AGENCIES, GROUPS OR

INDIVIDUALS CONTACTED: Provide a brief
^h*annlnarr 

a€ ih6 <^^^i^^ -h^ ^n^^ir^uIr!urlu!u9y JUUIJTT'9 arru vIYvfrrV

involvement for this proiect.

The landowners going from north to south:

Mildred E. Walters
^--,,^^ nr4U4 HaEE.ee UaIlyOIl ur.1Ve

T;i:;;i8'Mr 
50803 nE$Elwffiffillf,E l

Douqflas S. Hadnot
PO tlOX Z16
Lolo, Mr se847 JUN 3 0 2006
2'73-6979 or 240-4138

Property Held jointly by: LEGlsLATlvE ENVIRONMENTAL
Debra L. Thomas
366 Hirrview Drive POLICY OFFICE
Stevensville, MT 598?0
11'7-4744

Cristin S. VoJ-inkaty
14 Greenbrier Drive
Misssoul-a, MT 59802
128-481"7

DNRC

2. OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES WITH
JUR]SDICTION. LIST OF PERMITS NEEDED:

None

3. ALTERNATIVES CONS]DERED: 1. To retain the trees - This would not reduce the fire hazard,

the bug hit trees or the hazard trees'

2. To keep the machinery out of the SMZ entirely. This would

necessitate the removal of fences and other developments and

do more damage to the Yards.



II IMPACTS ON THE PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

RESOURCE IYIN] POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES N : Not
present or No fmpact wifl occur.Y = Impacts may occur
(explain be-Iow)

GEOLOGY AND SOIL QUALITY, STABILITY AND
MOISTURE: Are fragile, compactable or unsLable
soi I s nrpsent? Are there unusual oeol ooi e

YLvfvYfv

features? Are Ehere special rec.l-anation
considerations? Are cumul-ative impacts Iike1y to
occur as a result of thi.s proposed action?

[Y] The soils along the SMZ are compactable but nor unstable. This
operation will allow machinery within 50' of rhe lake only when it is
necessary. The skidder will be kept as far from the shoreline as is
practicable. The trail is now lawn and will be retained as lawn when
the project is complete.

4, WATER QUALITY, QUANT]TY AND DISTRIBUTION:
dr- ia^^r+--+ srrrface or oroundwaterY!L

resources present? Is there potential- for
violation of arnbient water quality
standards, drinking water maximum
contaminant levels, or degradation of water
quality? Are cumufative impacts likely to
occur as a result of this proposed action?
Woufd the ability of the SMZ to serve the
following functions be compromised as a
result of this Alternative Practice?
* Ability to act as an effective sediment
fi,lter.
* Ability to provide shade to regrulate strealt
temperature.
* Protection of strea:n channel and banks.
* Ability to provide large, woody debris for
eventual recruitment into the stream to
naintain riffles pools and other etenents of
channel structure.
* Promotes floodplain stability.

[N] Seeley Lake is an important water resource. It will only be
necessary to operate the skidder in a few sections of a 400 foot SMZ
in order to facilitate the removal of about 6-8 trees. Only one tree
will be removed from within the SMZ. The SMZ is lawn through
this area and will be disturbed as little as possible. If the lawn is
disturbed it will be reestablished. So little damage is expected to the
SMZ that no function of the SMZ will be altered from its present
state.

6. AIR QUALITY: Will pol-Iutants or particulate
hF nrnd\)-p.l? Ts iha nr^_ia.f i nf I rlon^6.1 hlrrrrrJuErrusv !y
air quality regulatl-ons or zones (Class I
airshcd)? ArF nrrmrrlriirro imni^fa lilzolrr f^+|llPgvuJffl\LfJ

occur as a resul-t of this prooosed action?

tNl

VEGETATION COVER, QUANTITY AND QUALITY: Wi]]
vaoef :tivr anmmrrnii-ips iatr nprmananf l\lys !rr.qr r!r' Lf J
elfarp.l? Ara:nV r:ra nl^hi< 

^r
qrry !q!e y!qrrLJ v! vvve! LyPs-

nresent? Are errmrr'l arirrc imna.1- q I ilrolrr f^+|llPgvuJ rr,\gfJ

occur as a resuft of this DroDosed action?

tNl Only one tree will be removed from within the SMZ.

B. TERRESTRIAI,, AVIAN AND AQUATIC LIFE AND
IIABITATS: Is there substantial use of the
area by importanr wiIdIife, birds or fish?
Are cumulatj-ve impacts likely to occur as a
raqrrl f .f fhi c nrannco.l :^fi 

^n?
WouJ-d the abiLity to support diverse and
productive aquatic and terrestrial ha.bitats be
compromised?

tNl

UNIQUE, ENDANGERED, FRAGILE OR LIMITED
ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES: Are any federalJ.y
l-isted threatened or endangered species or
identj-fj-ed habitat present? Any wetl-ands?
c6.ci I i rro c-ani 6c ^r SDeci es of sncei al COnCefn?v! Jyuufqf

Are clrmuletive imnacts I ikelv t-o o.eur aS all,!v+J

result of this proposed action?

lN

10. HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES: Are any
hiar^ri.r'l rr.h.6^laai--l ^r 6rl^^^+^l^^i^51survgruar u! PdfEUrrLUrugredr

nrA<6.r ?

tNl
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11. AESTHETICS: Is the project on a prominent
ton.dranhi. fcafllre? Will it be visible from
populated or scenic areas? Will there be
excessive noise or light? Are cumulative
impacts like1y to occur as a resuft of this
proposed action?

tNl

12. DEMANDS ON ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES OF LAND,
WATER, AIR OR ENERGY: Will the project use
resources that are }imited in the area? Are
there other activities nearby that wiff
affect the project? Are cumufative impacts
fikely to occur as a result of this proposed
action ?

tNl

OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS PERTINENT TO
THE AREA: Are there other studies, plans or
projects on this tract? Are cumulative
impacts ]ikely to occur as a resuft of other
private, state or federal current actions w/n
th^ --.1r'-i 

^r 
f rnm frrf rr16 nrnnncor]Lrrs alrafy-fD o!cd, yrvsvJeu

state actions that are under MEPA review
/canni na\ ^r h6rmi r+ i -^ -^-'j ^'.' \" --" ^!^t^\ouvPrrr9/ v! Ps!r"fLurr19 !EVfsw uy drry srdLc
agency w/n the anafysis area?

tNl

III IMPACTS ON THE HUMAN POPU],ATION

RESOURCE IYINI POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES
14. HUMAN HEALTH AND SAFETY: Will this project

add to heafth and safety risks in the area?
iNl

15. INDUSTR]AL. COMMERCIAL AND AGRICULTURAL
ACTIV]TIES AND PRODUCTION: Wi}I the DroiecL
add to or a]-ter these activities?

tNl

L6. OUANTITY AND DISTRIBUTION OF EMPLOYMENT:
Will the project create, move or efiminate
iohs? Tf so esfimated number. Are cumul"ative
impacts likely to occut: as a result of this
proposed action?

[Y] Although this is a small project, it will create employment for a

short period of time.

17. LOCAL AND STATE TAX BASE AND TAX REVENUES:
Wil-l the project create or el-iminate tax
revenue? Are cumul-ative impacts IikeIy to
occur as a result of this orooosed action?

[Y] Income from the harvesting of trees in this area will generate a
small amount of tax revenue.

18. DEMAND FOR GOVERNMENT SERVICES: Will
substantial traffic be added to existing
roads? WiIf other services (fire p-rotection,
police, schoo.Ls, etc) be needed? Are
cilmrlaf ive imna.ts lil.elrr f^ 

^..rlf aS a
result of this proposed action?

tNl

19. LOCALLY ADOPTED ENVIRONMENTAL PLANS AND
GOALS: Are there State, County, City, USFS,
BLM, TribaI, etc, zoning or managemenc plans
tn errect: a

tNl

2O.ACCESS TO AND OUALITY OF RECREATIONAL AND
wf !ULKL\L>) Ar-t -t vLll-Lb: Are wLloelness or
recreational areas nearby or accessed through
this tract? Is there recreational potential
wrthin the tract? Are cumulative impacts
likelv fo o..rrr as a reSult Of thiS n-nnosed
action?

tNl

21. DENSITY AND DISTR]BUTION OF POPULATION AND
HOUSING: WilI the project add to the
^^^1rr--i^n -^A ronrriro :r..triifinn>l hnrrcinn?PvtJuroLrurr llYurru .ruuJfrrY.
Are cumulative impacts Iikely to occur as a
raerr I r nf rhi c nrnnn<arl .^f i 
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22. SOCIAL STRUCTURES AND MORES: IS Some
disruption of nati-ve or traditional
'I i fesfvleq 

^r 
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23.CULTURAL UNIQUENESS AND DIVERSITy: Will- the
action cause a shift in some unique quality
of the area?

tNl

24. OTHER APPROPRIATE SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC
CIRCUMSTANCES: Is there a potential for other
future uses for easement area other than for
timber management? Is future use
hypothetical? What is the estimated return ro
the trust. Are cumulative impacts likely to
occur as a result of this proposed action?

tNl

. EA Checklist prepared By

Name Eric Norrj-s Titl-e Service t'orester Date _5/4/2006
rv.

FINDING
25. AITERNATIVE SELECTED:

Proposed Action - Allow the use of machinery within the SMZ only
when it is necessary to remove trees that cannot be removed any other
way. Allow the removal of the one tree from within the SMZ.

26. SIGNIFTCANCE OF POTENTIAL IMPACTS:
No significant impacts are anticipated.

2'l . Need for Further Environmental- Analvsis : I rTc More Detailed EA No Further

EA CheckList Approved By:

Llot{c,L u2 a er tu) uA-.ct,

'7 /23/99




